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IR‘FI MacGregor, the new boss of British
Steel, is calling for the axeing of at least

10,000 more jobs in the steel industry.

That is the stark
message from MacGregor
and his Tory mentor Keith
Joseph.

MacGregor only started
work on Tuesday but already
he is planning to close one
steel-making plant in
Llanwern, another in Scun-
thorpe, and a third at Port
Talbot.

This comes on top of the
50,000 jobs which are already
being sacrificed in the steel in-
dustry on behalf of the
‘unemployment is necessary’
politics of the Tory govern-
ment.

In reply to criticism of
these and other closures,
Joseph had the nerve to blame
working people. If trade
unions demanded less money,
he said at the weekend, there
would be more jobs to go
around.

The crazy logic of Joseph
has rarely been laid so bare.
The facts are that the highest
unemployment regions — like
the North of Ireland, — have
also the lowest wage rates.
The truth is that British
steelworkers are already
among the lowest paid in
West Europe.

The losses the British Steel
industry is facing are not the
fault of those who work there.
Throughout the capitalist

world the steel industry isin a

mess.

That unemployment is
growing at an accelerating
rate in this country is not the
fault of the trade unions —
because unemployment is also
growing throughout the
Western world.

Which means the reces-
sion facing British industry —
including the steel industry —
is not the fault of working
people. Therefore working
people should not be made to
pay the price of a declining
economy, over which they
have no control in the first
place.

The answer to Joseph,
MacGregor, and to those who
think like them is to fight
every closure and defend
every job.

Wherever there is a short-
age of work, that work should
be shared out — but not at the
expense of the living stan-
dards of those who do the
sharing.

In the steel industry
steelworkers have the chance
to give Ian MacGregor a bap-
tism of fire by saying:

No closures!

No redundancies!
"No loss of pay!
Share the work!

10,000 more steel jobs to he axet

GHOP JOSEPH

Warrington, Consett lead fightback

on a national basis.’
If the closure of Consett goes

By Pat Kane

THIS week steel boss
MacGregor is due to meet the
unions for the first time. On
the agenda will be the closure
of the main Warrington steel
plant at Bewsey Road.

Steel Corporation
management is running down
stocks at Warrington and has
been turning away orders in
preparation for the 19 July
closing date.

But the Warrington workers
have also been preparing. They
have been contacting other mills
that can handle their orders, and
making sure that their work is

boycotted.
Already workers at
Rotherham, Skingrove, and

Scunthorpe have decided not to
handle their orders.

ISTC Warrington convenor
Colin Herd told Socialist
Challenge: ‘If we can ensure that
no other steelworkers handle our
work, then we stand a chance of
saving our jobs.

‘Some might argue that this
means less jobs for other areas,
but MacGregor intends to cut
thousands of jobs. We are in the
front line of this fight, but it will
be them tomorrow. Consett is
the next to go in September, and
others will follow.’

Warrington stewards have
been told informally that there is
the possibility of part of the plant
being sold off to private enter-
prise. Private industry may want
to buy part of the plant — but the
experience at Shotton shows that
they certainly don’t want to save
jobs.

At Consett the fight against
redundancy is beginning in
earnest with a lobby of parlia-
ment next week. A thousand of
the 4,000 Consett workers will be
there, and every other BSC
plants should be represented.

John Lee, secretary of Con-
sett works committee, said last
week: ‘Forget your internal dif-
ferences and get together. If you
don’t it could be your turn next.
We should all be joining forces

ahead unemployment in the
town will rise to a staggering 40
per cent.

The Tories are continuing
their attacks on the nationalised
industries — next in line is coal.
As Arthur Scargill put it: ‘The
spectre of pit closure is once
again over our industry’. He
warned that the Coal Board
plans to close around 50 pits.
Most of these will be in steel
areas like South Wales.

MacGregor and the Tories
are challenging the steelworkers,
this time over jobs. The same
response as in the steel strike is
necessary — solidarity.

Support for Warrington and
Consett is the best way of start-
ing the fight against all steel
closures. The Llanwern Action
Committee has produced a
charter of demands as a way for-
ward against closures. Its
demands against all closures and
for work sharing with no loss of
pay should be taken up in every
plant.
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OUR POLICIES

Capitalism is in crisis. The leaders
of the Labour Party and the trade
unions offer solutions that are in |
the interests not of the workers
but of the capitalist class.

Socialist Chalienge believes that
the two vital tasks confronting
revolutionary socialists are:

* To build broad-based class
struggle tendencies in opposition
to class-collaborationism in the
labour movement. These shouild
be non-exclusive in character,
grouping together militanis hold-
ing 2 wide range of political views.

* To begin to fight for the
creation of a wunified and
democratic revolutionary socialist
organisation which can, through
an application of united front }
tactics, begin to be seen as an
alternative by thousands of
workers engaged in struggles.

Such an organisation should be
based on the understanding that:

seeks to unite the fight of

workers against the bosses
with that of other oppressed layers
of society — women, black people,
gays struggling for their -
liberation. This socialism can only
be achieved by creating new organs
of power and defeating with all
necessary means the power of the |
capitalist state.

Our socialism will be
infinitely more democratic

than what exists in Britain
today, with full rights for all
political parties and currents that
do not take up arms against the
socialist statc. The Staiinist models
of ‘socialism’ in the USSR ard
Eastern Europe have discredited
socialism in the eyes of millions of
workers throughout the world.
We are opposed to them and will
offer full support to all those
fighting for socialist democracy.

lThe struggle for socialism

The interests of workers and

capitalists are irreconcilable

on a world scale. Capitalism
has not only created a world
market, it has created world
politics. Thus we fight for working
class unity on an international
scale. This unity will in the long
run be decisive in defeating both
the imperialist regimes in the West
and the brutal dictatorships they
sustain in Latin America, Africa
and Asia.

In Britain it implies demanding
the immediate withdrawal of
British troops from Ireland and
letting the Irish people determine
their own future.

The Communist parties in

Europe are in crisis. Neither

the ‘Eurocommunist’ nor
the pro-Moscow wings have any
meaningful strategy for the
overthrow of the capitalist state.
New revolutionary socialist parties
are more necessary than ever
before. Conditions today are |
more favourable than over the
preceding three decades. But such
parties can only be built by
rejecting sectarianism and seeing
internal democracy not as a luxury
but as a vital necessity. This means
the right to organise factions and
tendencies.

If you agree with these principles
and want to be involved in
activities by Socialist Chailenge
supporters in your area, fill in the
form below and send it to us.

am interested in more
information about activities in my
area.
* | would like additional literature
and erclese 50p to cover costs.
| (Delete if not applicable)

Name ...coeeennneees cerene ceerene

Address c...oeeicennn.
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By Patrick Sikorski

IF there is anything which

Lobby for jobs
The savage

the economic slump

rotten old social contract arguments: ‘We
are the true patriots, the only ones with
the interests of Britain at heart’. Len Mur-
ray echoed these familiar sentiments at the
mass TUC demonstrations- on 9 May.

We’ve got to get straight right from the

savagely }indicts, this TOI’)S“ start that Britain’s economic crisis is a

government it is last week’s
announcement of a 10 per cent
increase in unemployment in
just one month, bringing the
figure to 1,659,676 — the
worst since the war.

The latest forecast by the highly
authoritative ITEM Club (Independent
Treasury Economic Model Club) publish-
ed in the Guardian a week last Monday
predicted that the figure will double, to
reach three million by 1983. .

Slumps are the regular and inevitable
price we pay for living under the capitalist
system of competition  for profits. But
these slumps are made worse by a second
feature of this outdated 200-year old
system: permanent - inflation. Every
capitalist economy is afflicted with this
disease.

When Thatcher says she wants to

" squeeze inflation out of the system she is

backing the bosses’ determination - to
reduce inflation levels so that they ¢an
compete for orders. In a period of boom,
this would be bad enough for workers.
-But during an international slump, it gives
a series of savage extra twists to the
downward spiral of the slump.

However, it. is misleading to speak of
‘de-industrialisation’ as do many trade
union leaders today. It’s true that South
Wales stands to lase three quarters of its
present steelmaking ‘industry and all its
mines. And Clyneside and the Tyne have
already lost most of their heavy engineer-
ing and shipbuilding. Furthermore, the
Midlands car and engineering industry
could be decimated. -

But what lies behind his notion of ‘de-.
industrialisation’? Nothing other than the

By Redmond O'Neil
‘THE reaction by the right wing of
the Labour Party to the 22 June
demonstration against nuclear
arms was swift. A week before
the event William Rodgers,
Shadow Minister of Defence, was
given massive coverage in the
Fleet Street press for his denun-
ciations of the demonstration and
its political basis. .

- Rodgers was taking a leaf from
the book of Hugh Gaitskill,who
centred his offensive against the
Labour left in the late fifties and
early sixties around the question
of disarmament. , :

The importance attached by the right-
wing to the issue reflects its importance to
the British ruling class. For Britain to re-
nounce the stationing of Cruise missiles on
its soil would create a massive crisis within
imperialism’s
NATO.

Unilateral disarmament would pro-
voke a head-on collision with the allies of
Thatcher in Washington. It would upset
the whole system of military alliances
established by imperialism since World
War Two. .

For that reason the British ruling class,
and their backers in the right wing of the
labour movement, will resist any cam-
paign against nuclear re-armament with
the utmost ferocity.
utmost ferocity.

At no time has this been more true that
now. The USA is not about to go to war
with the Soviet Union. But Carter’s
government is preparing for massive in-

_tervention to attempt to hold back the

¢ of anti-imperialist struggles which
are sweeping the old bastions of American
power in the semi-colonial countries —
from Iran to South Korea, from South
Africa to the Caribbean, from Brazil to

chief military alliance,

classical crisis of - ‘capitalist- over-
production. Just look at the acres of un-
sold cars in the car depots of the major
firms here and in other ‘capitalist coun-
tries. These stocks have led to massive
cash-flow problems for the bosses — as
the collapse of Chyrsler and the coming:
disaster in Fords attest to. -

A massive ‘cut our losses’ operation is
response. - And this leads to short-time
working, layoffs, and wholesale closures
of small factories in the supply industries.

The best basis. for a fightback in
defence of jobs is one that recognises that
workers, who have no control over
decision-making in the economy, bear no
responsibility for the crisis. Far from hav-
ing a duty to tighten their belts, workers
have one fundamental responsibility to
themselves and their class: to protect liv-
ing standards and jobs.

A fightback involves strong indepen-~
dent organisations, free from the entangl-
ing web of participation that is at the root
of all the many setbacks suffered by
British Leyland workers. And it involves

an active campaign against all attempts to

interfere with- workers’ rights through
company or government funded ballots;
to restrict the closed shop; or to curtail
pickets.

Only the big firins with enormous reserves
in the banks can survive. They convert
this money into gold or silver and invest in
petro-currencies to help them ride out the
storm. :

If successful, they re-start their opera-
tions concentrating on countries where
the workers’ movement has been smashed
up by failing to fight back effectively
against mass unemployment. This is when
the type of ‘re-investment’ occurs in
‘special ~ development areas’ where
massive grants of public money is sought
to establish ‘capital intensive’ industries,
using new technology and employing only
a handful of workers.

Import controls can’t solve these pro-

blems. In today’s era of the multi--

national company, no country can cut
itself off from- the international crisis.
Workers need to organise internationally
more than ever today to prevent the multi-
nationals from playing us off against each
-other.

Nicaragua.

But the US government can’t afford
another Vietnam. It has to convince
American workers of the ‘Soviet threat’ if
it is to get away with new military adven-

-tures against the colonial revolution.

—  The placing of Cruise missiles in West
Europe takes place in the context of im-
perialist re-armament. The aim is to whip
the US ruling class’s European allies into
line behind the war-drive.
Any movement

against - the

stationing of Cruise missiles in Europe
therefore runs slap bang up against the US
war-drive and the British government’s
part in it. This is recognised by the British
ruling class and by the right wing of the
labour - movement from Rodgers .to

This calls for a different type of shop
stewards movement: a more political one.
Traditionally, shop stewards have gained
their- real strength from being able to
bargain for the piece rate. When
measured day working came in, power
over - conditions on the job remained
possible — for instance; over the speed of
the track. It is this degree of strength
which is being eroded as managements
capitalise on the Leyland defeat and im-
pose new work practices, backed up by
the threat of the dole queue. ‘

A stewards movement capable of
fighting back against job losses needs a set
of alternative policies to solve the crisis of
lay-offs and closures of individual fac-
tories. But it also needs answers at the
level of government policy. The
framework of that set of demands must
be to start the fight with the aim of kick-
ing out the Tories.

The Llanwern Action Committee has
recognised the need for alternative

Healey.

Unfortunately the left has shown no
such clearsightedness. The most striking
thing about the Labour Party speakers at
the 22 June demonstration was their
timidity. ’

Michael Foot went no further than
calling for ‘no increase’ in nuclear
weaponry. As for most of the other
speakers, you would have thought NATO
did not exist! ’

Mary Caldor, speaking as a member of
the ‘Campaign for a Nuclear-free Europe
from . Poland to Portugal®, tied
withdrawal from NATO to the break-up
of the Warsaw Pact.

Any camp'aign:_v&h.n'ch _ties Brifish

nuclear disarmament:to that of the War-:
" i '
£
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policies and its draft charter, published in
Socialist Challenge last week, is a step in
the right direction.

A growing fight for these kind of
policies, which involve occupations and
demands for nationalisation of firms:
under workers’ - control, would im-
mediately precipitate a massive govern-
ment crisis. That is why Len Murray
ruthlessly sold-out the developing general
strike in Wales during the steel strike.
This growing movement would have
focused on steel and pit closures and it
would have spread. )

So workers involved in the actions
which are vital today should be clear that
success will be nearer if there is agreement
that they are organising in defence of their
jobs; they are fighting to kick out the
Tories; and they are calling on the next

" Labour government to nationalise all the
-"major industries and financial institutions

and to initiate a crash programme of
public works that will create jobs.

Within  this ~overall  anti-Tory
framework, Socialist Challenge fully sup-
ports the Right to Work lobbies of- the
TUC ‘and Tory Party conference. In
South Wales, both the International
Marxist Group and Revolution Youth will
be supporting the efforts to build. these
lobbies.

Of the two targets for the Right to
march, however, Socialist
Challenge will make the overwhelming
priority the TUC lobby. It is the leaders of
‘the unions that must be forced to start
taking effective action now against job
losses. Furthermore, we will be concen-
trating on mobilising trade unionists to
not only support, but to attend the lobby.

While it is vital to channel the anger of

_the unemployed in a socialist direction —

especially the youth who are.otherwise
easy prey for the fascists — it is among
the presently employed, and therefore
organised, workers that the battle against
mass unemployment will be won or lost.
Whose who attend the lobby of the
TUC organised by the Mobilising Com-
mittee Against Unemployment will be tell-
ing the TUC this September that if it
doesn’t start organising then the lobbi
will be organising — to get them out;
to replace them with leaders who will.

How to stop Cruise missiles

saw Pact will itself be disarmed in the face
of the inevitable ruling class counter-
offensive, which will centre on ‘our com-
mitments to our NATO allies against the
Soviet Union’. :

The only response to this type of argu-
ment is the demand for unilateral disarma-
ment and withdrawal from NATO. The
British government must disarm now

* without any preconditions. This demand

is necessary if we are not to fall into the
traps set by the ruling class’s propagan-
dists. ' :

Today there are tens of thousands of
workers and youth prepared to march
against Cruise missiles. We don’t demand
of these activists that they agree with us
before they march. But equally it would be
a disaster for the CND, END or the
Labour left to make their own slogans for
‘neutrality’ in Europe a precondition for
united mass action. )

What is necessary today is the broadest
possible campaign of mass action around
the demands ‘No Cruise Missiles’, ‘No -
Replacement for Polaris’, ‘Scrap nuclear
weapons’.

So whatever differences exist on other
questions the campaign to stop Cruise -
missiles must be organised nationally and
locally as a movement based on open
united front bodies.

We urge Socialist Challenge readers to
begin establishing such campaigning
bodies right away. Nationally the momen-
tum of the 15,000-strong turn out on the
22 June demonstration must be built upon
by setting a date for further national ac- .
tion in the autumn.

Revolutionary socialists will fight .to
take this kind of mass
action campaign into the labour move-

"ment and within it argue the case for Bri-

tain to withdraw. from NATO now —
before it’s too late. St

" Buikding such . a . motement
is the. best contribution that socialists in
this ¢ountry can make to stopping the im-
perialist-war-drive-on-a world's€ale. - '
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‘Left unity-

By Jon Lansman

THE struggle for democracy in the
Labour Party has been a long one. It is
unlikely to be totally resolved this year.
But with the Commission of Inquiry and
mass press coverage (albeit in the per-
sonalised form of a leadership struggle), it

- was bound to reach something of a climax
this year.

The Mobilising Committee for Labour

_ Democracy has the task of ensuring that the

influence of the rank and file on the party’s
policy determination is not put in jeopardy by
the rearguard action now being waged by the
parliamentary leadership and. certain trade
union bureaucracies. It is therefore fortunate
that the committee represents an un-
precedented degree of left unity inside the
Labour Party. ~ ]

The inclusion of Militant and the Labour
Party Young Socialists sees the burying of the
sectarian hatchets which have divided the cam-
paign for party democracy in the past.

Defence

The strength of the supbort behind the

mobilising committee’s aims was recognised by
the siximembers of the commission who inade

such a firm stand in defence of the rank and file -

(Allaun, Atkinson, Benn, Heffer, Lestor and
Richardson). It can only be regarded as
remarkable that the remaining members
managed to ignore so completely the wishes of
the rank and file as expressed in the various
evidence to the inquiry.
’ Ninety per cent of submissions were in
favour of mandatory reselection, and yet six
members were against it. Eighty-six per cent of
submissions were in favour of giving the final
say on the party manifesto to the National Ex-

.
Sata e fetels
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funds’ threat

TERRY Duffy, president of the Engineering Union, has been
outspoken against the Labour Party national executive's at- bent on
tempts to democratise the party. Last week, having been
‘defeated on the Commission of Inquiry, Duffy threatened to

key to democracy-

Labour Party rank and file speakout

ecutive Committee, but the commission ma-
jority decision was to give ultimate control to
an entirely new tier in the Labour Party struc-
ture, which until then had been suggested by no
one. -

To some extent we should welcome the -

commission’s recognition of the need for ex-
panding the electorate of the leader of the party
with the implication that the leader should.be
accountable to the whole party. However, the
proposed structure of the electoral college is
fundamentally different from that of the elec-
toral college advocated by the mobilising com-
mittee. .

Its size and composition (50 per cent MPs, .

25 per cent trade unions, 20 per cent constituen-
cy parties and 5 per cent socialist $ocieties —
and only about 100 people in all) render it bare-
ly accountable to anyone and in effect en
shrines the parliamentary veto. :

Its members could be only indirectly elected
(before the candidates are announced and un-
mandateable) so that the participation of the
rank and file would be minimised; most
organisations would be effectively disenfran-
chised.

Usurp

" Since it would be totally separate from the
existing structures in the party, it would usurp
many of the functions and powers-of con-
ference. Since all 50 MPs in the college would
be from the majority (i.e. right-wing
‘manifesto’) group, and it would need only one
more vote (that of Terry Duffy) to be a majori-
ty, it would actually increase the powers of the
parliamentary party to make policy.

By Valerie Coultas

Labour MPs are usually
very well-behaved -in the
House of Commons. But
last week Dennis Skinner,
the left Labour MP for
. Bolsover in Derbyshire,
. caused an enormous row.
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Cool

Duffy: ‘I will withhold

The announcement on 24
June that 1,659,676 people
» were out of work in Britain —
the highest number since the
; 1930s — caused Skinner to lose

his cool. He ended up getting
ordered out of the House for
bad behaviour. .

Socialist Challenge  found

out exactly what happened.

' ‘Prior, - Minister for
v “Unemployment’’, was trying
to give the impression that the
Tories were concerned aboug
the unemployment figures,’
Dennis Skinner explained. ‘I’ve
never heard such a pack of lies
— crying crocodile tears for the
unemployed.

‘A Tory - government hell
creating” mass
unemployment, as bad as in the
thirties and shifting the.balance
of power against workers hav-

withdraw his union’s £300,000-a-year contribution to the party ing any rights with the Employ-

if democratisation goes ahead. v

ment Bill concerned about

It's about time that right-wing union leaders like Duffy were . oioument! It’s a load of -

' broyght to heel by their own rank and file. What right has Duffy tripe.

big e
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bothering to consuit his members?

eaten fo disaffiliate from,the. Laboyr. Party without @ven, . ‘So I told Priot ths truth —

; .

i

‘that he was a liar.”

/

The mobilising committee college, on the
other hand, is simply conference in a different
form. The leadership election would take place
as part of normal conference procedures, but
the votes would be counted differently. Half
the votes would go to the industrial wing of the
movement — the trade unions — and the other
half to the political wing, through MPs or can-
didates and constituency parties.

All constituencies, all trade unions and all

The difference is enormous but confusing
— which highlights the danger of the electoral
college. The commission majority realised that
a defence of the status quo was politically
untenable.

However, it now appears that the majority
who advocated it are dividled among
themselves: Duffy says he will cast the
AUEW?’s 900,000 votes against it and
Callaghan/Foot probably only supported it on
the assumption that it would fall at conference
and leave the status quo — which it almost cer-
tainly would if it was actually put to con-
ference. : '

The disarray of the right is so severe that
there might not even be a majority report,
which would strengthen the left and the
mobilising committee. The majority proposal
on the control of the manifesto is therefore
flzclerhaps even more of a threat to the rank and

ile.

If their proposed electoral college had con-
trol, that would be considerably worse than the
present system, since, with half the college, the
parliamentary party would be in absolute con-
trol. Whatever the composition of the college,
to give it any powers other than the election of
the leaders would be to subvert the supremacy -
of conference.

Whatever happens at conference this year
the struggle will continue; but there is an oppor-

- tunity, this year to make fundamental changes

in the nature of the Labour Party. So no oppor-

“tunity should be lost to put pressure on the

Labour Party NEC, trade union executives and
conference delegations.

John Lansman is the secretary of the Rank and
File Mobilising Committee.

Offers to help to organise rallies, or to
distribute our broadsheet ‘Mobilise for Labour
Democracy’, to Jon Lansman at 10 Park Drive,

. .another MP

MPs or candidates would have a vote.
AY L W | N P |
| Prior's a har
‘says Skinner

Dennis Skinner, an ex-
miner, was unapologetic. He
has little time for the traditions
of the House of Commons, in-
cluding the Sergeant at Arms,

_dressed in knee breeches and a .

sword, who escorted him out.

‘What him? He is going to take.

me out?’ Skinner scoffed when
approached by the Sergeant at
Arms. :

Skinner called the House of
Commons ‘a quaint old British
club’. A club with 16 public
houses inside.

‘It’s filled with bars,’ he ex-
plained. ‘I was breaking the
silly rules of the club so I was
black balled. It’s common
practice in the House to insult
working people, the miners, the
steelworkers, the teachers but
when you speak the truth.about
you’re thrown
out.’

Fuss
- Asked what he thought the
Labour Party should be doing
about unemployment Dennis
replied that many Labour Party
members  were involved -in
fighting cuts and unemploy-
ment up and down the country
and that a distinction had to be
drawn between the failures of
the ‘opposition’ in Parliament
and the activities of rank and
file Labour Party members.
He also pointed out that
contrary to James Prior’s asser-

-tion that he'had not made so-
“ muachfuss: ‘when the ' Labour

government was in power, he

RN

policy.

‘ther than this in explaining how

London NW11 (01-458 1501).

had opposed the Labour
leadership’s -cuts in public ex-
penditure and its incomes

‘My record for dissent on
many issues is unequalled,’ he
said, revealing that on one oc-
casion he’d been the only
member to vote against a Bill
and had been unable to divide
the House because you need
more than one person against
to do this.

Shady

On the accountability of
other Labour MPs, Dennis was
reluctant to comment but he
did point out that he was in
favour of the executive’s pro-
posals to elect the leader at the
party conference and that he
supported moves to ensure the
re-selection .of° MPs by local
constituencies.

He admitted that ‘some
right-wing trade union leaders
seemed to be trying to swing the
block vote against accoun-
tability, towards a shady com-
promise with the Parliamentary
Labour Party.

‘I don’t support Duffy and
I don’t support Boyd and I
didn’t support the miners when
they voted for incomes policy
under the Labour govern-
ment,” explained Dennis. But
he was not prepared to go fur-

the left could fight the right in
the trade unions in the battle to
make Labour MPs in¥Patlia
ment more accounta‘b_lg;; P55 )
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HOME NEWS

'Backing up the pay front

By Pat Sikorski

THE Tories are making a desperate at-
tempt to solve their public spending prob-
lems by squashing public sector pay deals
— “Tarzan’ Heseltine is proving much less
effective at controlling public spending
than he is at making dramatic speeches at
Tory Party conferences. :

The Tories’ requirement is that public sec-

tor workers should take home a lot less in their
pay packets in real terms. That’s why the ‘pay
round’, which is supposed to finish around the

» end of April and re-open. in September, has in
fact gone on continuously since the end of the
steel strike. )

The™ Scottish teachers, local government
workers, and various health workers have all
come into conflict with the government. The
Tories have more or ess imposed an unofficial
statutory level of pay settlements of 14 per cent
for all publicly employed workers — that is 8
per cent below the level of inflation.

Unless this sort of settlement, and lower,
becomes the norm, say the Tories, British in-
dustry will not be sufficiently profitable for the
employers to maintain production and
guarantee jobs.

It is worth remembering what one of the
Corby steelworkers had to say about this argu-
ment: ‘In the two years or so before the sack-

ing, production records were surpassed in a
frantic attempt to become ‘‘a more viable pro-
position”’. . .
‘All we heard was: ‘‘We can’t afford to pay
you more, but become viable and you can keep
your jobs.”’ Well at the end of two years they
told us: “Too bad, you didn’t work hard

enough!”’

“They presented us with figures about the k

lack of viability that a four year old could have

seen through...The whole quest for viability

had been a gigantic hoax at our expense.
‘The BSC plans had never changed. We

“had been fed this thread of hope in a cruel at-

tempt to keep us quiet until they were ready to
give us the chop.’ !

In a fight against the government no single '_

group of workers is strong enough to win
alone. Right from the start, whether it’s

steelworkers, nurses, Post Office workers or .

miners, every active trade unionist and socialist
has to build for practical solidarity. with
workers in struggle. )

Wherever possible workers should bring
forward their claims in order to go into the
fight together.

Where this is not possible, support must be
given locally and nationally by boycotting
goods and services related to the dispute,
respecting picket lines, building mass pickets,
demonstrations and meetings called by the
workers involved, and building local and na-

tional labour movement-based support com-
mittees. :

. This is even more important for workers in
the public services like the NHS because they
don’t have the industrial muscle of, for exam-
ple, the miners.

The Scottish nurses have shown the way by

setting up nurses action committees to sur-

mount the differences between the different
unions, between the unions and the Royal Col-

* lege of Nurses, and the lack of links between

hospitals because of the absence of a shop
stewards system. :

Using this base the nurses have been able to -
build links with NALGO and CPSA workers -

and speak at the Scottish miners’ gala.

But to be successful these developments
have to be national in order to force the na-
tional union leaders into joint action to win the
claims. This can only be done by uniting public
‘sector workers around common demands.

This means re—starting'the fight for a na- -

tional minimum wage — which should now be
£80 automatically protected against the effects

*  of inflation. This would be part of the plan to

revitalise the public services by restoring all
cuts made over the last decade, cancelling all
debt and interest payments, and launching a
major hospital, school, and housing pro-
_gramme. '

- But more powerful sections of the public

sector workers as well as those in private in-
dustry have_to campaign in the same way. The
days of effective section by section, and fac-
tory by factory bargaining are long gone.

The introduction of measured day work in-
evitably made wage bargaining a national
question in every industry and gave the na-
tional full-time officials a free hand unless
there was a strong nationally co-ordinated left
wing in the union, armed with the political
arguments to enable the stewards to mobilise
the rank and file despite the propaganda of the
government, whether Labour or Tory.

It was the absence of such effective political
left-wings organised around campaigns that
enabled the national trade union officials to so
effectively police the social contract for -four
years, , -

The Broad Left in the Post Office
Engineering Union, however, did fight for the -
35-hour week against the Labour government,
and has successfully imposed on the union
leadership a national claim for 37 per cent.
This will be a most vital struggle for the whole
movement.

Every body of the labour movement na-

" tionally and locally must declare support for

the telecoms workers, send messages of sup-
port, donations to the strike fund etc. A defeat
for the Post-Office on this question would be a
decisive defeat for Thatcher and the right wing
in the trade union movement.

Do Britain’s dole queues begin in Japan?

IN the face of the decline of the
market share of British Leyland
to 15 per cent this month, Terry
Duffy, president of the
Engineers’ Union, has called for
‘controls on Japanese imports to
save British Leyland and to save
jobs. ‘Japanese sales in this
country are catastrophic for
both Leyland and Britain,’ said
Duffy. ‘ ' '

Socialist Challenge spoke to
Steve Griffiths, shop steward
and AUEW convenor at British
Leyland Rover SD1 plant at
Solihull. '

What do you 'thirAfk‘of this approach
to the problems of BL workers?

If Duffy was serious about jobs, he
would be aiming his fire at Edwardes
and the Tories, not diverting atten-
tion to Japanese workers. We have
already seen Duffy’s commitment to
saving jobs. He backed Edwardes’
plan that resulted in the loss of 45,000
Leyland. jobs in the last year.

_ His proposals for import controls
has nothing to do with his supposed

concern for saving our jobs. It is just .

a cover for his cowardice in confron-
ting the bosses.

But don’t you think you should be in
favour of saving British Leyland
from the Japanese? .

I start from my members’ interests.
For Duffy ‘Saving BL’ is identical
with the objectives of Edwardes’:
that is to make BL more profitable.
This means increasing productivity,
speed ups, continuity of production,
attacks on traditional union rights
and everything else that is in the
‘Slaves Charter’.

Duffy backed this knowing full
well what the consequences were. He
lined up with the bosses against the
merests of his members.

His calls for import controis are a
oermaEooe OF thX Zoproach. ook &z
alternanve. It rests on the idea that

bosses and workers should col-
laborate together to make ‘our’ in-
dustry fit for the capitalist market.

This has only one meaning:
workers have to make the sacrifices
and jobs have to go. There is no other
way of running an industry in an
anarchic italist system based oo

c capitalist sy
p;ﬁnmonformﬁxn&ba'mm

But surely, if Japamese imports were
stopped, thes this woald mean BL
would sell more cars and there would
be mere jobs?

Not at all. The Japanese only account
for 10 per cent of the market taking
the first six months of the year
together. But the onset of the reces-
sion has meant a drop in new car
registrations from 1.71m in 1979 to a
forecast of 1.45m in 1980.

That is a drop of nearly 15 per
cent. And the situation will get worse
in 1980. So without importing one
more Japanese car, jobs would still
be axed! ’

But in a declining market stopping
imports can only help matters.

What happens in a recession? Com-
petition dramatically increases. There
-is only one way to survive the law of
this jungle. Speed-ups, productivity
and job loss. This is what we have to

fight. If we agree to imports we are

saving the enemy is somewhere else.

So calling for an end to Japanese
Tooens win oo oedv fad 10 protect
my members from attacks on thetr
livelihood and rights, it will make
things easier for the bosses.

In addition, if implemented such
policies will simply allow BL to jack
up the prices of their cars and restrict
chosce. How can this help my
members, & alone other workers?
~ Fmnally, such a policy will merely
invHe retahation. That’s why the
Tories oppose the idea just now. But
the opposition of the Tories can’t be

our reason for supporting these
policies. -
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As the crisis gets worse this might
be the option the bosses go for; But
this will be just a further signal for a

massive stepping up of their attacks
on us, as they did in the 1930s.

Duffy uses. the opposition of the

_ Tories to argue against taking action

now in_ his members’ interests. He
wants us to accept the idea that we
should wait for the election of a
Labour government in 1984, and
meanwhile turn the other cheek to
the wage cuts and job loss.

*So what is your alternative?

'We have to start from saving jobs.

We should begin with the reduction
of the working week to 35-hours with
no loss of pay. Overtime should be
made unnecessary through ensuring a
decent wage. If wage rises were tied
automatically to the rise in the cost of
living this' would be an important
_step. ' .

‘It is a sign of the rottenness of the
system that as unemploment ap-
proaches 2 million, more overtime is
being worked. So we should fight to
have the work shared among the
available workforce. New, especially
young, workers should be provided
with jobs.

" This of course will mean na-
tionalising the whole industry in-
cluding components. They have all
shown their inability to safeguard

. jobs. A plan could then be for--

mulated based on need.

More cars would be sold if the
working class as a whole wasn’t suf-
fering from wage cuts. It is not that
everyone who wants a car has got
one. This is even more true it coun-
tries like Cuba or Nicaragua. We -
could produce for these places by tak- .
ing on the unemployed in the existing
plants.

Things would have. to be under
workers’ control so that any increases
in productivity or automation would
benefit the workforce and not just
boost profits.

But won’t this result in a massive '
clash with *he bosses, particularly the
big monopolies?

Of course “: will. But we either break
their back or they break ours. This is
why a strategy based on collabora-
tion with the bosses, like import con-
trols, is not serious as a socialist alter-
native.

In the battle we need a govern-
ment with socialist policies that draw
strength from the organisations of
the working class and defend our in-
terests against capitalism. Such a
government would not be able to rely
on parliament or parliamentary
methods. This is the only serious
workers’ alternative.

Engineers’ Charter in conference

. Engineering

TWO hundred dele-
gates  attended the
Charter
conference held in Lon-
don last Saturday. The

conference had been

called with the express-
ed aim of ‘stopping the
rot — kick out the
right’. '

But the couference failed
to equip militants with the
tools meeded in this fight. Set-
timg out the framework, con-
feremce  chairperson  and
North London AUEW
District Committee member,
Roger Cox spoke of the state
of the industry.
has been undermined,’ he told

tiom schemes. ‘It’s a very
bleak picture. We must face
up to reality’ he said. And this
reality was the need to rebuild
shopfloor orgamisation from
the bottom upwards.
Speaker after speaker toid

stories of how they were set-
ting about ‘rebuilding
shopfloor organisation’.
Delegates were told to make
sure that regular shop and sec-
tion meetings were called and,
in particular, to organise sup-
port for workers involved in
strikes against the bosses’
offensive. )

‘If we can rebuild a
fighting organisation then we
can meet the challenge of
redundancies’ said Engineers
Charter editor, Jack Robert-
son. ‘It is possible to win
strikes; what matters are the
small things like the GEC
workers who came here and

will go away with 10 names
and addresses. These sort of

_tion

.........

As the Secretary of the Ac-
tion Committee at -Osborne
Steel in Bradford explained,
strong combine organisation
exists in the plant, Yet ‘the
workers are in dispute
fighting closure of the special
steels division.

As Roger Cooper, con-
venor of Smith’s MA 1 in

- Cricklewood pointed out,

‘We’ve got to fight for alter-
native policies to the right-
wing leaders: like the 35-hour
week, the need to share the
work and so on.’

‘His was a lonely cry. A
number of resolutions which
took up the question of the
way forward, including the
fight for militant policies to -~
meet the crisis, were not
allowed to be moved or voted

apen.

The perspective cheses by
the conference ergaminers was
quite diffevent. “We've pot o
Seht e sight o .
ke
werse

oy
W pets
every day”.

That meanmt giving full
backing to Bob Wright's elec-
m. ‘We've got

.. Wright.

Wright, of course. But having-
those differences out is a lux-
ury we can’t afford. We’ve
got to unite with the Broad
Left to get the biggest backing
for the Wright campaign.’

Nobody spoke out to say
that Bob Wright’s policies
and- record are the main
obstacle to him defeating
Duffy in the election. In fact
the need for unity with the
Broad Left became an excuse '
for not criticising them. .

Jack Robertson said:
‘We’re all supporting Bob
But whereas we
organised this meeting 90 per
cent around workers in strug-
gle and 10 per cent around
who to vote for, the Broad
Left does the reverse.’

This is 100 per cent cor-
rect, but unless we want to
lead the workers who are

right policies at the same tiame
as joining with everyone im
actions like the elections fight
against the right wing.
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HOME NEWS

Uhl
release
call to
Labour

Parties |

VLADIMIR Derer, secretary of . the
Campaign for Democracy in the
Labour Party, has put out a call for
local Labour Parties to bombard the

Czechoslovak Embassy with protests -

over the prison treatment of Petr Uhl
and other Charter 77 activists in jail.

In his capacity as convenor of the
Eastern Europe Solidarity Campaign,
Derer has sent a letter to CLPs infor-
ming them of the Husak regime’s at-
tempt to destroy the health of the
prisoners and asking them to act in
defence of the Chartists.

He told Socialist Challenge: ‘The

labour movement here must under- -

stand that Petr Uhl, Vaclav Havel,
and the other Chartists are not
dissidents, not a small group out of
step with society. They have spoken
out for aims that the overwhelming
majority of people in Czechoslovakia
agree with.

‘And that’s why the regime wants
to break them. It wants to teach
Czech workers the lésson that it can
destroy even the most determined
fighters for democratic rights. -

“The British labour movement has
denounced the imprisonment of the
Charter 77 leaders last October,’ he
added.

‘We must follow this up with
remorseless pressure on the embassy
here, first to stop the savage prison
treatment, then to force the early
release of Petr Uhl and all the other
political prisoners.’ )

*4 book of Petr Uhl’s writings

" has been published in France. Two
hundred pounds has so far been rais-

" ed towards the £500 needed to publish
an English edition. '

Donations are urgently needed,
payable to ‘Alternatives in Eastern
Europe’, PO Box 50, London N1.

' By Steve Cohen

OVER the past two years
there has been a growing
awareness of how the Im-
migration Act is used to pre-
vent black people coming to
Britain and to deport them
once they do come here.

This has come about
mainly through  the
resistance of black people
themselves.

Less well known is how the
welfare agencies of the state are in-
creasingly being used as tools in the
process of immigration control.

There have been several recent
cases. where people have been
prevented from entering Britain on
health grounds, and cases where
people were admitted on condition
that they had private treatment.

Custody

Mohammed Butt came here to
get married, but was put in custody
on his arrival because the immigra-
tion service doctor claimed had had
infectious tuberculosis. He was
released on condition that he had
private - treatment. — and this
showed that he did not have infec-
tious TB. ) -

The campaign to defend him
was successful, and he has just
married. )

However in Oldham, Moham-
med Aftab has so far been forced to
spend several hundred pounds
because it is claimed that he has
TB. This is in line with the Tories’ .
proposal to -rewrite ‘the: National:

e

THE 3,000§trmg gay pride march on Saturday ertjpted into a forceful protest against police harassment.’
After the cops arbitrarily arrested seven people on the march, half the demonstrators marched to Bow

Street police station instead of dispersing. They secured the speedy release of those arrested.

BUILD THE FUND DRIVE

By Tony Young
TGWU 1/734 Construction & Civil
Engineering Branch

BUILDING workers have been the hardest hit
by the Tories’ savage cuts in public expen-
diture. Over 70 per cent of all construction and
civil engineering contracts are financed by the
government — for schools, roads, bridges,
hospitals, and so on.

Unemployment in. the building industry is
25-30 per cent. Buijlding workers are being
made redundant not only on building sites, but

everywhere the Tories’ policies are hitting,

Now more than ever we need a revolu--

tionary socialist newspaper with a wide cir-
culation, putting forward the policies needed
to get rid of the Thatcher government.

I . believe Socialist Challenge is the only
paper on the left putting forward these policies
at the present time, which is why I urge all
building workers, trades unionists, and
socialists to donate as much as possible to the
International Marxist Group’s fund drive.

Send to: IMG Fund Drive, PO Box 50,

in the shipyards, steelworks, the mines —

treatment to non-UK citizens.

In addition to these cases is that
of Shukkar Mohammed, who has
lived here for many years. He con-
tracted  Parkinson’s disease, and
paid several visits to Pakistan to
take advantage of the climate. On
returning to Britain — his home —
Mohammed was told he had lost
his right of residency and could

. only stay for six months.

He is now under threat. of
deportation.

It has recently come to light that
the Home Office has issued secret
instructions to doctors to report all
‘foreigners’ to the Home Office.

The Tories have announced
that they intend to alter the child
tax allowance system so that it will
‘be impossible to claim for children
living abroad — and there will no
no compensation in the form “of
child benefit.

For a number of people who
have children abroad, this could
well be a form of forced repatria-
tion. The Labour government
made similar proposals but was
forced to back down after a long
campaign.

Then there is housing. Said
BiM, who is 80 years old, applied to

" join'her son here. The Home Office
«claimed .that his house was. over-

| ' crowded:An appeal was lodged on
' 'Health Act and: deny ‘the right qf“‘-' - i

‘the grounds that under theé Housing
Leowr A § $ o4 iy

Welfare agencies
behind deportations

Act it was not overcrowded.
The appeal tribunal agreed with

this; but said that by ‘our stan- -

dards’ the house was over-crowded
and-Said could not enter.

One of the new immigration
rules is that entry to Britain should
only be allowed if the person can
show they can ‘support themselves

- without recourse to public funds’;

that is, that they won’t claim any
state benefits or services.

The Supplementary Benefit Bill
will make it a criminal offence to
guarantee ' to support someone
entering the country and then not
do so. Already the secret instruc-
tions to Department of Health and
Social Security clerks (the A-code)
demand that they report to the
Home Office any ‘foreigner’ who
claims supplementary benefit.

Nasereen  Achtar  claimed
benefit after her husband deserted
her. Now the Home Office is trying
to deport her. Nasira Begum was
also deserted by her husband and

London N1. Payable to ‘The Week’.

gained a lot of publicity. Less well
known is the fact that Nasira
wanted to work but the Depart-
ment of Employment refused to let
her sign on!

Students from overseas cannot
come here unless they guarantee to
pay their own fees, and these are
far higher than home students’
fees. Many overseas students have
to report to the police ragularly.
The Home Office sets attendance
requirements for overseas students,
but not for others. Every overseas
student is treated as a.potential
‘overstayer’.

However grisly the details, the
course of action that the state is
taking is quite logical given its real
function — to protect the capitalist
social order. Workers have won
limited benefits, but  these are
strictly within the -structure of
capitalism. .

The British' state was built on
the wealth extracted from Africa,

- the West Indies and the Indian sub-

continent. This  wealth, once
stolen, is.once again being denied
to the people who created it.

The response of socialists must
be to organise against the racism of
the state, to prevent divisions in the
working class, opposing all immi-
gration controls.

‘Defend Nasira Begum

Support all those threatened by immigration laws

. Demonstration
- Saturday, 19 July, 12.30pm

Whitworth Park, Manchester

her fight against deportation has

‘Tribunal backs bosses who sack gays

By Barry Prothero

‘INFORMATION was received that you
indulge in homosexuality. At a camp
accommodating large numbers -of school
children and teenagers it is totally un-
suitable to employ a person with such
tendencies.’

That was how, late last year, the Scottish
National Camps Association explained to John
Saunders why it was sacking him.

The association had not received any com-
plaints about his work nor about his.conduct; it
had simply heard that John was homosexual,
and he did not deny it. An industrial tribunal
and subsequently an employment appeal

tribunal upheld this finding.

"The latter accepted evidence from a

. psychiatrist that John was not at all sexually

attracted to young people, and that heterosex-
uals are as likely as homosexuals to be sexually
attracted to young people.. Nevertheless the
appeal tribunal held that the contrary view ex-
ists and may be held by a‘ ‘reasonable’
employer, even though it may have no scientific
basis.

The unstated assumption behind this argu-
ment was that such attraction must be
dangerous. The tribunals were impressed by
management’s claim that it thought parents
would be afraid for their children.

Discrimination

In other words the tribunal has decided that

- since gay women and men are discriminated

against, and there is a strong common
prejudice against us, ‘reasonable’ employers
may dismiss us fairly because such employers

. may be bigotted and prejudiced.

For gay people this is a devastating decision.
In earlier decisions involving gay people,
tribunals have been at pains to show that
homosexuality is not the reason for finding a
sacking to be fair, although it has been obvious
that their judgements have been based on
prejudice against gays.

The John Saunders case is the first time that
an employment appeal tribunal has said that
homosexuality is, by itself, a sufficient reason
to sack somebody. The decision is binding on
industrial tribunals and is a precedent which en-
dangers all gays who work with young people,

Offensive

The Saunders case is part of the general of-
fensive against employment rights. The deci-
sions of the tribunals, in particular, have in-
creasingly tended to favour management. John
Saunders’ case is a significant development in

~ this trend.

If the decision stands, employers-will be
able to sack gays simply on the basis of their
own bigotry.

John Saunders was not a member of a trade
union. The only gay cases that have been won
before tribunals, and there are pitifully few,
have been those where the person involved has
had the strong support of co-werkers and their
union.

- NUPE, NALGO, and the GMWU have
forcefully condemned the Saunders decision.
Ron Keating, NUPE’s assistant general
secretary, said.that the union would support
any member sacked in similar circumstances,
and that the case points to the need to extend

. employment protection legislation to prevent

discrimination on the grounds of sexual orien-
tation.

Protection

At its recent conference, NUPE over-
-whelmingly voted to include protection from
anti-gay discrimination in its own guidelines for
negotiations. NALGO - has made repeated
demands to the TUC to include sexual oriemtn-
tion within its model equal opportumities
clause. L

Yet in many unions it is still argued that a
worker’s sexuality is a private matter and there-
fore has nothing to do with the union. The
John Saunders case makes it clear that a gay
person’s sexuality is an industrial issue.

“This case has stirred interest in gay rights im
the Labeour Party, for the first time in more
than a decade. Several constituency parties
have passed motions condemning the decision.

Many left Labour MPs are now interested
in a law to ban discrimination agaimst gay
people in employment. CLPs should be bom-
barding the party executive with resolutions on
this case and on gay rights in general, to make
the Labour Party finally take a position on this

- issue.

For speakers, information, and petitioms.
and to contact the gay group in your umies,
write to: Gay Rights 8f Work. 7 Pichwirk
Court, Loadon SE9 4SA.
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Miners, -
steelworkers,
BOC —
altogether
now...

By Helen Slymovics

THE' connection between
British Oxygen workers at
the company’s Hackney
depot and the Llanwern
Action Committee was -
strengthened at a meeting
in the Heart of the South
Wales - valleys. sponsored
by Socialist Chaf!enge.

of last week.

Micky Boulter deputy
convenor ah BOC, and Ray
~ Dayies, branch secretary in
" thesteelworkers’ union ISTC,
were the speakers at the
meeting, held in the mining
community of Trehafod last
Friday.
With the nearby Ty-mawr
pit facing closure, discussion
- centred on the need for the
labour leadership to fight
over jobs in steel and coal.
Ray Davies reported the
lobby of the TUC held by the
Llanwern Action Committee
on 25 June, and the meeting
was unanimous in demanding
that Len Murray and George
Wright, of.the Wales TUC,

aren’t with us’.

is no-positive lead?’

stop selling jobs. were agreeing to the closures out of fear. Don
o Hayward from the NUM said: ‘Action will be
Micky Boulter told us that (g late if we wait any longer. We can’t fight

the BOC depots in Cardiff
and Bristol were refusing any
work resulting from redun-
dancies in Hackney, and em-
phasised the need for a na-
tional fightback over jobs.

A conference on. unem-
ployment is to be held on 20
July in Hopkinstown, wherea
meeting was held during the
recent youth march against
unemplon‘tent in Wales.

Inqu1ry demanded over
police raid

By Steve Keen,
Enfield Trades Council

ENFIELD Trades Council is calling for a public inquiry
into the raid by police and immigration officials on black
workers at the Main Gas factory in Edmonton, North

London.

’Among the 26 workers arrested under the 1971 Immigration
Act — after 51 were questnoned was a seven-month pregnant
woman. Two of those picked up during the raid, on 20 June,
have already been deported.

Several comparisons can be made with the operation of
South Africa’s pass laws: the fact that the raid was undertaken
without any evidence of ‘offences’; the number questioned
compared to those charged; the fact that they had to prove their
innocence, rather than the police their ‘guilt’; and allegations of
police intimidation.

The workforce at the factory faces redundancies, and there

them.

space in-his diary.

have been suggestions of collaboration between the police and

the factory management over the raid. It is vital, therefore, that
the union does not allow any divisions among the workers.

Enfield and Haringey trades councils are holding a public
meeting about the raid, to be held on Thursday 10 July, 7.30pm,
at Park Lane Community Centre, Park Lane, Tottenham.

Friends of Richard
Campbell organise
demonstration

THREATS by steelworkers and miners
of a sit-in at Congress House caused a
stir among TUC officials on Wednesday

A delegation from the Llanwern Action
Group had arrived to demand a meeting with>
Len Murray. Joined by two representatives

. from the South Wales NUM, they wanted to
hear what action the TUC plans to fight the
closure of South Wales steelworks and pits.

Their anger reached boiling point when
Brian Tiler, who described himself as ‘merely
a bureaucrat for the TUC Steel Committee’,
told the delegation that the TUC had prob-
lems in South Wales ‘because the troops

‘Hundreds and thousands of people
always want to see Len Murray. He can’t f'md
time for them all,’ Tiler added.

‘We are some of the troops from the rank
and file and we have come to demand action,”
an AUEW member from Llanwern replied..
How can we possibly convince people that the
trade unions are worth supporting when there

Others pointed out that Llanwern and
Port Talbot workers, without a strong lead,

this thing from the dole queues.’
It was then that the delegation announced
‘it would sit-in until Len Murray came to see

Fearing dlsruptlon of a press conference
planned to follow that morning’s General
Council meeting, Murray suddenly found a

He repeated that his hands were tied
because the ‘membership aren’t with us’, and

" Opposition

to rate rises

in Lambeth

THE Labour Party in
Lambeth, South London,
has a hard line against rate

" increases. A meeting of 70

people last Friday express-
ed its total oppeosition to
rate rises.

Mike Tichelar, from
-Lambeth NALGO,
pointed out that the deci-
sion of Lambeth’s Labour
council to advocate
massive rate increases
would meet with furious
opposition and eventually
it would be forced to back
down and start sacking
council workers.

Councillor Pauline
Moore, from Southwark,
thought that rate increases
would be a major test for
Labour councils.

Poplar Council had
stood firm and refused to
levy higher rates in the ear-
ly ’20s, calling on com-

_ munity support. Labour

By John Jones

Councils should do the
same foday.

anyway the lead had to come from the in-
dividual unions and not the TUC. He forgot

. to mention action on jobs at the press con-
“ference.

. The steelworkers told the press: ‘We are
horrified by what we experienced today. We
know already that we cannot rely on our own
union leaders like Sirs and Duffy. It’s just
disgusting that the so-called leader of our

MORE than 500 musicians, including a band floating on the Thames, lobbied Parliament
on 27 June against threatened sackings by the BBC. The Corporation intends to cut five
orchestras, involving the loss of 170 jobs. The BBC musicians have been on strike since1
June, disrupting the preparation of this year's Proms.

it.’

Ad-west strikers
take the offensive

By Danny Broderick

TGWU convenor and chalrperson of Ad-west

strike committee

THE Ad-west struggle began as a defensive battle

against victimisation.

Taking up the struggle of their class agamst the
workers, the employers sacked Martin Kausman in
-order to force through a poverty pay deal which
meant an effective 10 per cent reduction in earn-
ings, with reduced rights and conditions.

They drove ‘a wedge
through the workforce with a
campaign of lies and harass-
ment, supported by the
AUEW convenor who over-
turned democratic decisions
and backed the bosses.

The local AUEW official
has done nothing about this
and the TGWU officials have
turned on us.

Despite ending up in a
minority, although an impor-
tant one — the full TGWU
shop stewards committee and
convenor, three AUEW shop
stewards, and most of the

leading militants — we are
determined to win.
Social Security has denied

us benefits; the local jobs cen-
tre has campaigned with the
bosses to sell our jobs; the

RICHARD Campbell, a 19 year old Rastafarian youth,
died mysteriously in custody at Ashwood Remand Home
on 31 March. He was arrested on 1 March for attempted
burglary, but his parents were not informed that he was
im police custody until after his death.

A  preliminary post NUT, and a number of other
mortem report said that uadcunmbnnchs
Richard had died from Kim Gordon speaking for
dewdration <capsed by the campaign said: ‘The

London Labour Local
Government Conference
Resist Heseltine!

A discussion conference to prepare resistance to the
Heseltine Local Government Bill and to organise for a

police have intimidated and
attacked pickets, clearly
showing that these state
bodies represent only . the
employers.

- But we can turn the tide
and go on the offensive
against the boss, his class, and
his state.

We are fighting for
reinstatement with compensa-
tion, a new pay deal, and for
democratic rights in the fac-
tory so that this situation can
never happen again. If we
win, we will make serious in-
roads into the class dictator-
ship in the Ad-west factory.

The struggle must be
taken up in factories
everywhere. Support the mass
picket, 14 July, Ad-west
Engineering, Woodley
Aerodrome; Woodley, near
Reading. Details of transport:
Tel Reading 594470.

Rush donations urgently
to: Danny Broderick, 46
Berkeley. Avenue, Reading,
Berkshire. Urge union of-

ficials to make this dispute of-
ficial.

movement is not prepared to act either.

‘The only way we can stop the Tories is
through national industrial action. It’s about
time the TUC did something about orgamsmg

The Action Group refuses to be put off, It
is now stepping up its efforts to build the lob-
by of the TUC in September to make sure
Murray’s troops demand action on jobs.

ORDER from Hackney
Socialist Education Group,
c/o PO Box 50. London N1
2XP. 20p plus 10p p&p in
i advance. Good bulk order
discounts.

Enfield
against
missiles

By Jamie Gough,
Secretary, Enfield Adhoc
Cttee Against Cruise’
Missiles

The campaign against
Cruise missiles has taken
off in the London borough
of Enfield.

A hefty contingent
marched on the demon-
. stration called by the
Labour Party on 22 June,
mobilised by Enfield’s
newly-formed Ad Hoc
Committee Against Cruise
Missiles.

The commiittee was set up
a few weeks before- the
demonstration, with support-
from Labour Party and Com-
munist Party members, the
International Marxist Group -
and independent militants.

We held an extremely
successful public - meeting
which attracted over 100 peo-
ple, collecting over £100 for
the campaign.

All labour movement
“bodies in the area have been

mailed and we’re getting re- -

quests for speakers and finan-

cial contributors. We have

been active at the gates of the
-major factories in the area,

selling - --badges and

distributing 5,000 leaflets.’
1 We’ve also won support
from young people. The local
. LPYS, NUSS and Revolution
. branches are backing the
¢ committee and have helped in
petitioning in the town centre,
t as well as bringing people
& from  their workplaces,
i schools and so on.
. We’re hoping for umted
action with the Enfield Peace
Campaign, which was
established at a public
meeting of 50 people after the
demonstration, -an initiative
of the local CP and Labour
Party.

The meeting passed a

‘The politics of rate increases
and the fight against the cuts’.

New pamphlet which is essen-
tial reading for all socialists.

From Hackney Socialist resolution moved by the Ad
Education Group, PO Box 50, Hoc Committee to make
London N1 2XP. 10p per mobilising mass = action

copy, plus 10p postage. Bulk against the Cruise missiles its
rates on request. first priority.

Scottish teachers in
defiant mood By pes Tiemey

FOR the past two months Scottish teachers have been
taking action against the government’s offer of a 14 per
cent pay offer, involving a series of half-day, one-day
and three-day strikes. They have also held rallies, lobbied
local authorities and picketed negotiations.

Such an exhausting pro-
gramme of activity might well
have been predicted to sap the
teachers’ resolve. That is cer-
tainly what was in the minds
of the union executive when it
decided to ballot the members
on whether or not to go.to ar-
bitration.

The quesnons for voting
were cleverly designed to sow
discord. The results took
everyone by surprise
despite the lack of leadership,
despite the exhaustion of the
previous months’ action,

despite the bait of arbitration,
and despite the approach of
the summer holidays, the
teachers voted overwhelming-
ly to continue their action.

The executive of the EIS
(the main Scottish teaching
union) have shown through
the ballot that they have no
way forward for this strike. -
The battle for a public sector
alliance against the 14 per cent
pay norm will be continued in
the EIS as the best way of us-
ing the fighting capacity
shown by the teachers in their
dispute.

‘Labour vote slumps in Glasgow Central

‘been on hunger strike’, but
this cdaim was appa:ently
later withdrawn.

The Friends of Richard
Campbell have organised a
cammpaien for a public enquiry

ns:hziandmorpms—
mg 2 ICWMORSTIHOR  DEXt
Sacerday. The demand for a
pubixc cacemry has been sup-
porsed by  Wandéworth
Trades - Comncl,, Lambeth

Socialist Challenge” 3 July 1980 Baaes e

that someone can be held in
custody for a month without
anyone knowing about it. It
seems  extraordinary that
someone should be allowed to
die from dehydration in the
hospital wing of a r d
centre — people won’t die
from schizophrenia!’

The demonstration starts
from Balham tube station at
lpmon 5 July.- . - -

socialist Labour Greater London Council. Open to all
Labour Party and trade union delegates. .

- Saturday 5 July, 10am to 5pm.

Hampstead Town Hall,
Sponsored by London Labour Briefing and
~ over 70 London Labour Councillors.
Adm £1. Details From: London Labour
Briefing, 155 Green Lanes, Loridon N16.

Haverstock Hill NW3.

from 11 per cent to 26 per cent.
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THE by-election in Glasgow Central was held on Wednesday of last week, the day after
the announcement of the worst unemployment figures in Scotland since 1939.

While the results confirm the growth of anti-government feeling in Scotland, with the Tory
candidate picking up a derisory 700 votes and losing his deposit, they also show that the working
class can still be won to the programme of the Scottish National Party.

Labour won but its vote fell from 8,542 in the general election to 4,902, its share of the poll
dropping from 73 per cent to 61 per cent. It was the SNP which gamed its share of the poll rising

The reasons for. the Labour. Paﬁy 's poor performance ar; not hard to determl
In the wake of ;edynddn‘cies, cllt§ in gublic expenditure, and a(tneks on wages,
o ) Party s, hardly segn-as the ‘dlampio‘n‘dq tHe Scottish’ woqkix’ngf' class, """

the:l;a;bour‘ .
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Troops out conference
back 8 November
demonstration

By Geoff Bell -

THE Troops Out Movement emerged
from its half-yearly conference, held in
Edinburgh on Saturday, more united and
with ‘more determination to push the
‘troops out now’ case than at any previous
time in its history.

It was fitting that the conference coincided

_with the publication of No British Solution*,
the first national TOM pamphlet for five years,
and an effective answer to the Tory proposals
for the North of Ireland.

Opposition to these proposals will be the
focus of a demonstration on 8§ November.in
London, which the conference overwhelmingly
agreed to support. This initiative has been call-
ed by the Committee for Withdrawal from
Ireland, which is pushing the demands for an

Irish unity.
The TOM conference agreed to organlse a
. specific ‘Troops Out Now’ contingent on the
demonstration.

Other initiatives ‘agreed at the conference
included:

*. A series of local actions on 11 July around
the release from Armagh prison of Liz Lagrua.
Liz is one of the ‘Armagh 11’ arrested for
demonstrating in support of women political
prisoners in Armagh;

* A TOM demonstration in Glasgow on the

_anniversary of Bloody Sunday, next January;
- * Support for the Labour Committee on
Ireland fringe meeting at the forthcoming
Labour Party conference in Blackpool;-

*A possible delegation to visit Long Kesh
prison later in the year. -

The conference also gave its full support to

" Charter 80, the campaign recently established
in support of the five demands of the political
prisoners in Armagh and Long Kesh.

Although there was dissension on a number
of these questions, and differences of emphasis
on others, the overwhelming mood of the con-
ference was to unify TOM around its two
demands — Troops out now, and self' détermination

- for the Irish people — and to organise the
movement so that.it is capable of taking the op-
portunities which are now present to ralse the
Irish issue in British politics.

In this context the conference agreed to ap-
point a full-time workers, a step which should
sort out many of the organisational problems

ending of partition, Brmsh withdrawal “‘and:

"picking complaints, citing squabbles that had

TOM has faced in the past. A new national of-
fice is also to be set up.

It was also encouraging that this was the flrst
TOM conference which saw a substantial atten-
dance from the Socialist Workers Party. The
SWP, while active in some TOM branches,
has in the past been wary of throwmg its
weight behind TOM. -

The evidence at the conference was that this
attitude has now changed, and this can only
help the growth of TOM. The SWP and the
International Marxist Group, which had 35
members present, consulted before and
throughout the conference. Although there
were minor differences on one or two points,
substantial agreement was achieved.

The conference also benefitted from being
held in Edinburgh. This possibly restricted the
number attending, about 130 in all, but it did
give TOM members in London a broader view
of the movement than mlght otherwise have’
been achieved. ,

Thus when a small minority at the con- .-
ference sought to raise various internal, nit-

taken place in this or that committee or branch
in London, those from outside London made it
plain that they were not interested in such
wrangles.

The conference also rejected an attempt to
restrict the basis of TOM to those who, in addi-
tion to the other two demands, supported the
call for -political status for Republican
prisoners. While TOM does back this demand
the feeling of the meeting was that it would be
wrong to make this .a condition of TOM
membership. i

The consequences of these decisions should
firmly establisk~- TOM as a -well-organised
movement with a national presence, similar in
this respect to the National Abortion Cam-
paign.

What is now requlred is a commitment from -
all those involved for realising this potential.
Most specifically this means building a massive
‘troops out now’ contingent on the 8 November
demonstration and ensuring that this
demonstration will be the " largest protest
against British presence in Ireland that this
country has seeén for years.

* ‘No British Solution’ costs 50p and will
soon be available from left-wing bookshops. It
can be ordered directly from TOM, 2a St Paul’s
Rd, London N1. Add 25p p&p:

MIRIAM DALY

By Peter Gowan

THE bestial murder of Miriam Daly in
Belfast last Thursday is not only a terri-
ble loss for the people of Belfast strug-
gling for their rights, it is a great loss
for the Marxist movement in Britain.

Miriam was a  history lecturer at
Southampton University in the 1960s and

was a decisive influence in bringing myself -

and other students jo look at the world from
a Marxist standpoint. Most of my class
became involved in socialist politics and the
frade unions when we left university, in
great part through her influence and exam-
ple.

She taught us to think for ourselves and
to try to make sense of historical processes,
always stressing the need for theoretical
coherence in trying to explain events. Her
honesty, complete lack of dogmatism, and
her openness to the ideas of her students

- were in striking contrast to the general run
of teaching.

She was doing research at that time on a
crucial period of Irish history, the years be-
tween 1780 and 1820. It was the time of the
destruction of indigenous Irish industry —
except for linen and engineering in the
North — by the British bourgeoisie; a time

of the national resistance to this drive by the
United Irishmen, of their defeat and of the
fostering of the Orange Order as a counter-
revolutionary instrument by the British.
She was cutting through the myths of
both the British Ascendency historians and
the Catholic nationalists to uncover the real
course of the intense class struggle in the
towns and countryside in Ireland at that
time. :
Until the news of her death, I hadn’t
realised what a central role she had been

‘playing in the struggle in the North during

the 1970s. But it is now clear why she made
such an impact on us students in the mid-
1960s. The passionate intensity of her search
for historical truth and theoretical clarity at
that time was a preparation for her struggle
in Belfast during the 1970s.

In her historical research; Miriam Daly
tried to build on the bnlllant historical
essays of James Connolly. And like him she
died in the struggle against British im-
perialism.

All who knew Miriam Daly in Britain in
the 1960s, whatever their political outlook,
could not forget her qualities as a human be-
ing, her modesty and integrity and devotion
to her work and her students. Her foul
murder should make them face what the
British are doing in' Northern Ireland.

By Tom Marlow

SOUTH African police
used tear gas, truncheons
and dogs to break up a
demonstration of a thou-
- sand black  strikers in
Uitenhage = near  Port
Elizabeth last Thursday.
The strikers work at the US-
owned Goodyear tyre and rub-
ber company and are among -
tens of thousands of workers
who have been taking industrial
action in South Africa recently.

Unrest

The strike wave, coinciding
as it does with the schools
boycott  campaign, the street
demonstrations, and the in-
creasing tempo of the guerilla
activity, adds another worry to

the increasingly ~ frightened
racists who run the apartheid
system.

Industrial unrest in South
Africa is now higher than at
any time since 1973.

Strike

Most of the companies
affected -are multi-nationals.
Within the last couple of weeks
there have been strikes at plants
owned by Volkswagen, Ford,
and General Motors. Nor are
the strikes , confined "to the
motor ‘and related industries.’

Black ~workers at. Soutt
major meat processing - -worth 55p)

-

plant have now been on strike
for over a moﬁh.

The Goodyear strike i§ a,
.good ~example of what the:
‘workers aré demandmg Th

" “dré ‘adking, for ah"
‘R JI5t0R3 (atand is cuf“rently

Striking against apartheld

A wage rate of just over
£1.50 an hour is hardly likely to
drive Goodyear to bankruptcy,
but a recent ruling from a
‘government industria] court

incredse, of

' % The aparthexd ‘régitae dogs. .
. not just use its industrial courts

rled - that the clzum was ‘ex-’
‘cessive’. - L

to back up the multi-nationals.
Under South African Ilaw,
workers cease to be employees
of the company concerned once
‘they go.on strlke

DR R AT TR

:+'This allowed Volkswagen to
sack all the strikers, at its ..
"Uitenhage plant last week.

In another move against the
unions the government recently
used its. Fund-Raising Act to
ban the Federation of South
African Trade Unions ‘from
collecting funds, elthel:'mside ‘
the country,or externally. ", . ,

FOSATU, which hds™ 13

affiliated unions and a signed-
up membership of 50,000,
recently called for a minimum
wage of just over £1 an hour. -
In light of all this, the recent
e . strike wave has taken the apar-
theid regime by surprise, par-
ticularly since there is a high
unemployment rate among
blacks which is meant to act as
a ‘disincentive’ to .industrial
action.. In the township of
Soweto, for ‘instance, unem-
ployment is over 20 per cent.

Shoot

But despite this, and despite
the ‘shoot to kill’ demonstra-
tors policy recently announced
by police commissioner
General Geldenhuys, black
workers like black students will
not be easily cowed.

A statement from the
African National Congress,
read last week at arally in Lon-
don, grapbically summed up _
the situation: )

Clergy

‘South Africa is witnessing
throughout the country an up-
surge of boycott, involving
thousands of black students, at
schools, colleges and univer-
sities; the super-exploited-black
workers in many parts of the
country are engaged in strikes
for higher wages; there are
demonstrations and marches
by clergy against the, .iniquities
of the apartheld system. Do
.« +*The writing is on the w&ll,r -
and.the South_African sacists .
‘dancleatlyredd it v v .
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A CONVERSATION

By Tariq Ali

CLR James is now, by any standards, an old man. He appears s
but this impression evaporates when he begins to talk. It isalm
being transported back to the polemical debates and argum

James was born in the West Indies some 80 years ag
the Thirties and soon developed a reputation as a

| had last heard him speak at the ‘Dialectics of
Roundhouse in 1967. On that occasion he had
American leader Stokely Carmichael. ‘Race
thundered, ‘No,’ James had replied with qui

The same year James spoke at an In
Birmingham, held to pay tribute to Ma
CLR James was a Trotskyist and a

17 years. His conversations with Trotg
of Johnstone. He left because of diffe
Union. -

He is presently in London for th
Allison and Busby, including a revi
met him last week in his hotel roo
view. It must end as the Second Té¢
single minute of cricket.

TA: What were the main literary influenc
you in your youth? What were the first &
you read and how much impact did these
on you?

CLR: The greatest literary influence o
before 1 left the Caribbean was Wi
Makepeace Thackeray. I first read Vanity
when I was nine years old. Subsequently I re
on nine other occasions. I didn’t know it wé
literary classic.

My mother had a Shakespeare, Vanity Fa
and another book called John Halifa
Gentleman. These were on the shelf and I was li
ing in the Caribbbean countryside with nothing
to do, so I read.

Thackeray and his constant attacks upon the
aristocracy had more part in shaping my attitude
towards the establishment than Marx.

TA: Would you say your views have altered over
the last decades at all, or are you still as intran-
sigent as ever on the themes close to your heart?

CLR: My views haven’t altered. I left the Trot-
skyist movement in 1951, but I have remained an
independent Marxist ever since.

I do not subordinate myself to any state. I
have never been to Moscow, though I have much
more sympathy with the Chinese developments. I
am attached to no political organisation what-
soever.

TA: But how would you view world politics
today? The situation has altered in many ways
since the Thirties.

CLR: My view of world politics is based firmly
on what Lenin said in 1919. He told us that this
was going to be an epoch of wars: imperialist
wars, nationalist wars, civil wars. And of course,
an epoch of revolution.

I see the old societies falling apart, in severe
crisis and I don’t think there is any way out ex-
cept through building a new, socialist society. In
that sense I 'have not changed since 1934, when I
first joined the Fourth International.

It was Marx who first stated that the choice
confronting humanity was socialism or bar-
barism. I believe that. I believe that in the last
half century we have seen many examples of bar-
barism. Can I say something to you. I don’t wish
to start any controversy or polemic, but have
your read Solzhenitsyn?

TA: Yes

CLR: Well, how can you still say that the USSR
is a workers’ state, eh?

TA: But what Solzhenitsyn is writing about is
things which surely Trotsky and his supporters
knew about in the Thirties?

The Old Man used to often reflect on the fact
that the purges and the trials were just the tip of
the iceberg. You didn’t appreciate the crimes car-
ried out against a. mass of the population during
the collectivisation?

CLR: Of course, all that I knew and thought and
wrote about, but the concreteness and the detail
supplied by Solzhenitsyn is still a surprise. How
can we see in that any element of socialism?

TA: How would you view China today?

CLR: Now that is difficult for me to say, but I
know that up till Mao’s death I was always very
sympathetic to the Cultural Revolution. Mao
said that the two things which mattered most to
him were the defeat of Chiang Kai-shek and of
Japanese.imperialism and the Great Proletarian

n hé
e black
chael had

sPGroup meeting in

h International for
nder the pseudonym
haracter of the Soviet

mber of his writings by
ssic The Black Jacobins. |
e condition for the inter-
5 he did not want to miss a

lution.

y view, an attempt to get the pro-
ern the country. Mao was genuine-
@ that process. He was trying to get
play a greater role in governing the
ing a socialist society.

eath they have turned backwards,
eve they can succeed.

tan you square all this — with
but let’s leave that aside — with
alin and the fact that the Stalin
in China after the limited de-
es of Kruschev in 1956-7?

ails, but nevertheless Mao
ith which I disagree entire-
e avoided the pitfalls of

ip with more
cel ey received
thei p work
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But
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was not em
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owners and gud
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other sla
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ar or,

TA: But there wa. st democracy in
China under Mao, no rights for the masses unless
they happened to agree with Mao.

CLR: I accept that, but they were doing their best
to prevent the decline intg barbarism that took
place in Stalin’s Russia. But what has China got
to do with the question I asked you about
Russia?

TA: Quite a lot. For me there no qualitiative dif-

ference (there never was) between the mode of
production in China and in' the Soviet Union,
regardless of whether it was under Lenin and
Trotsky, Stalin or Brezhnev.,

»
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portant because
sation to which I

ld I ask you what is
e Cuban Revolution.
‘The Black Jacobins’
a rather attractive com-
Castro and Toussaint

0 expand on that?

great revolution in the Carib-
d the excitement following the
on and in the wake of the

Iread W ! appy avout. But
'ow another thing which for me is very impor-

it.

If it were not for Fidel’s army, Angola would
ow be under the control of the South African
hites. The Cuban intervention in Angola was a
emendous event in the history of the world. I
iink Fidel is doing the best under the cir-
umstances.

"A: ‘The Black Jacobins’ has been regarded by
he revolutionary left as a classic for a long time,
ut it must have been galling for you that because
f your politics if did not receive a wider recogni-
on.
. Today it is being acclaiimed in much wider
cles. To me it has been obvious since I first
d the book that it was tailor-made for an epic
. Not a Hollywood epic, but a Peoples’ Epic.
y has that never happened?

R: Many people have talked about it, but
there is the money to come from? A lot of peo-
le say that, and an American film-maker is stu-
ying the possibility today.

I am prepared to write a film script provided
e can find a capable film-maker and the
nance. But most of them are not too happy
bout the idea of making a revolutionary film.

‘A: What about the Cubans? They have a collec-
on of very talented and very radical film-

qakers. Don’t you think they might be prepared

) collaborate on a film?

LR: There was talk at one stage of translating
1e book into Spanish by the Cubans. But the

ook has a few sharp attacks on the Russian. .
'igime and when they reached those pages they .. "'

-

ation.
g before they reached those
: C ould be out in one or
VO i ! ed.

TA: When I hea
London, you pole
ly Carmichael. Are you
the same or have you alterea
At that time you were extremely
clg gs the ultimate arbiter.

1l believe that. I have not shifted§but it
a great mistake to ignore the race ques-
e racial dimension.

im on the side of all those who are using
racial subordination as a means of getting
ther because in that way they can make as
werful an impact as possible. But for me the
ass question is still the dominant and crucial
dne.

)y years ago in
ggainst Stoke-
ge and class
me way?
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TA: These days there is a lot of talk about the
‘crisis of Marxism’. Have you ever seriously
questioned your Marxism or doubted its use as a
method of investigation?

CLR: Never, never! In 1932 I came to this coun-
try for the first time. I looked around. I was very
well read in history and literature.. I had musical
interests: Bach, Beethoven and Mozart were
known to me. But my thought had no order
about it.

It was after reading Marx and Lenin and stu-
dying Trotsky’s polemics against Stalin that I
began to develop a coherent view of the world. In
1933 came Hitler and ‘socialism or barbarism’
appeared the only alternatives.

In the 1914-18 war capitalism killed 8 million
men, then it went to pieces in 1929 with the
depression and as the economic recovery took
place fascism was triumphant in Germany, Italy,
and, a few years on, in Spain, and then came the
Second World War. Today they don’t go to war
because it would be suicide given the power of
nuclear weapons.

But I have no confidence in capitalism. None
whatsoever. I have never entertained any serious
doubts about Marxism over the last five decades
of my life. Capitalism offers nothing that I want.

But I want to come back on the Soviet Union.
You lot still stand by the ‘workers’ state’ thesis. I
see that Mandel still keeps on writing about it.

TA: Well, I’ll give you my views on the matter,
which may or may not be orthodox. I don’t
regard the Soviet Union as a socialist state..

CLR: But

TA, workers’ state which is utterly
deformed, has to be overthrown
ised from top to bottom. My
objective role of the USSR in

orkers’ state?

ective tension between the
R, which is based on the fact
allowed to circulate in the
dity. Neither foreign capital
of capital.

prevent that happening the
to be on its guard and
ails or where it sees a
's at the expense of im-

that the Cuban in-
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ause, etc.
mble and very
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‘(Signed) Toussaint L Ouver-
ture,

‘General of the Armies of
the King, for the Public Good.’

From ‘The Black Jacobins’

TA: Thais possible, but I find it difficult to
believe that he could have sent the troops without
lengthy consultations with the Russians. Their
motives were probably very different, but I don’t
believe that the Russians were not involved.

Itisalso the case that in the months preceding

M

the fall of Saigon the supply of Soviet weapons
(especially the rocket launchers) was not an in-
significant event.

CLR: But the Chinese gave weapons too...

TA: Sure, in the early stages in particular. But
the FI called for a united front of Moscow and
Peking to defend the Vietnamese revolution. It is
when one sees the Soviet Union in a global con-
text that one cannot but be forced to the conclu-
sion that there are some fundamental differences
between the USA and the USSR. :

CLR: That I can accept, but can we ask people to
sacrifice themselves for Russia as one did in the
day of Lenin? If you are supporting them then
you have to defend them.

CLAIRVEAUX, the Mulatto, was in com-
mand, and with him was Capois Death, a
negro officer, so called on account of his
bravery. From early morning the national
army attacked. In the afternoon under a
crossfire of musketry and artillery Capois
led the assault on the blockhouses of
Bréda and Champlin, shouting ‘Forward,
forward!’.

The French were strongly entrenched
and drove off the blacks again and again
only to see them return to the attack with
undiminished ardour. A bullet knocked
over Capois’ horse. Boiling with rage he
scrambled up and, making a gesture of
contempt with his sword, he continued to
advance. ‘Forward, forward!’.

The French, who had fought on so
many fields, had never seen fighting like
this. From all sides came a storm of

'shouts. ‘Bravo! Bravo!’. There was a roll
of drums. The French ceased fire. A
French horseman rode out and advanced
to the bridge. He brought a message from
Rochambeau. ‘The Captain-General sends
his admiring compliments to the officer

- who has just covered himself with so much

glory.’

Without a shot fired from the blacks,
the horseman turned and rode back to the
blockhouse and the battle began again.
The struggle had been such a nightmare
that by now all in San Domingo were a
little mad, both white and black.

From ‘The Black Jacobins'

TA: But defend whom against what? In any con-

Jfrontation between the masses and the
bureaucracy we are with the masses. It is only
when there is a confrontation with imperialism
that we refuse to remain neutral.

In my opinion the sovereignty of the Cuban
Revolution was guaranteed by the existence and
the military strength of the USSR. The
withdrawal of the missiles by Khruschev also
guaranteed that there would be no military at-
tempt to overthrow Fidel.

Of course, his enormous popularity was the
major factor, but Cuba is only a small island.
Anyway let us agree to differ on this old, old
debate.

Leaving politics aside for the moment, could
we discuss your other passion, cricket. Could I
ask two initial questions: why is it that cricket in
the Caribbean and India-Pakistan is a mass sport
like football in Britain, and secondly why did it
not catch on in some of the other colonies such as
Canada?

CLR: In Britain there is a very wide range of
things that the people can be interested in, but
the impact of cricket in India and the Caribbean
was different. The overwhelming majority of the
masses were illiterate. They saw cricket, which is
a marvellous game altogether, as an art form.

It was the easiest and most accessible part of
Western civilisation that they could identify with
and it was also participatory.

In my book Beyond the Boundary 1 develop
this theme in greater detail. Western literature,

‘music, painting was only for the élite, but cricket

the masses could adopt and take over. Instinc-
tively they appreciated the artistic quality of the
game.

The great critics of the fine arts have yet to
realise the fact that when 100,000 people go to see
a football or a cricket match it is, even if they do
not articulate it, an artistic event.

TA: Could it not also be said that in some ways
sport is the new opium of the masses?

CLR: Trotsky used to say that the working class
was far too interested in sport. He said that far

+too. much .of, their ; energy. and interests 'were
' devoted to sport rather than in the organisation * *

CLR JAMES

of their own class. But I disagreed. I don’t think
s0.
I played cricket and football till I left the
Caribbean and cricket has always meant a great
deal to me. It has never interfered with my Marx-
ist view.
As to why it never caught on in Canada, I
think the answer is simple: climate. You can’t
have a season in Canada. That’s the chief reason.

TA: Whom would you regard as the most attrac-
tive cricketer today?

CLR: Viv Richards. The way he plays is
something new. I used to think that George
Headley was the greatest, better than Sobers or
the three W’s, but this boy Richards is a marvel.

His batting is something we haven’t known
before. He 1is an extraordinary batsman
altogether. The way they drop the ball on the off-
stump or just outside and he keeps on hitting it
through the on-side fieldsmen to the on boun-
dary. The precision of the shot is such that he
could be playing billiards. I’ve never seen
anything like it.

TA: Do you regret any part of your life. Is there
anything you would have done differently?

CLR: No. I have enjoyed reading books, which is
what made me a Marxist.

TA: And what lies ahead? What are your plans
now? .

CLR: I am writing my autobiography in Trinidad
and I will go back and finish that. After that I
would like to go to Florence and spend two or
three weeks there. ;

I am fond of that city. Michaelangelo,
Raphael, Leonardo da.Vinci... It is a beautiful
city. I’m a little bit scared as it’s now controlled
by the Italian CP (laughs), but I doubt they’ll do
anything to me now. 3

As the Test match started the interview end-
ed, with CLR grumbling about the inclusion of
Boycott in the English side. If he were an English
selector: ‘I would get rid of Boycott. He just
demoralises the rest of the team. Pick two new
openers and let them play in all five tests. They’ll
ruin one or two, but they’ll be good at the end.’

‘The Black Jacobins’ by CLR James
is published by Alison & Busby at
£4.95 pbk.

It is available from The: Other
Bookshop, 328 Upper St, London
N1. Add 10% if ordering by mail. -
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INTERNATIONAL

OVER the past year or so the
Caribbean has increasingly

become a focus of world

politics. On 13 March last year
the New Jewel Movement in
Grenada overthrew the dic-
tatorial régime of Eric Gairy.
Four months later the suc-
cessful revolution in Nicaragua
dealt a severe blow to the in-
terests of American im-
perialism in the whole region.

At the same time the régime of Fidel
Castro in Cuba has managed to establish
diplomatic and trade links with an increas-
ing number of Caribbean countries, thus
breaking from the political isolation im-
posed by the United States in 1960.

Since Gairy’s overthrown in Grenada,
the New Jewel Movement (NJM) led by
Maurice Bishop has carried out a number
of radical and democratic measures. The
regular army has been swept away and in
its place a People’s Revolutionary Army.
and a popular militia have been set up.

The price of three basic commodities
— rice, sugar and cement.— have been
reduced with the establishment of a Na-
tional Importing Board. Secondary school
fees have been reduced by a third. A youth
programme — the Youth Forces for
Reconstruction — has been set up, and it
has successfully mobilised thousands of
people for voluntary community building
projects and road construction.

The new People’s Revolutionary
Government has cut the number of
government ministers, and reduced their
salaries and allowances by about a third.

Repealed

The Néwspaper Publications Act, which
required a sum of some EC $10,000 to be

deposited with the government before a ~

papér was allowed to be published, has
been repealed.

So, too, has the Public Order Act,
which prohlbned the use of loudspeakers
at public meetings without the consent of
the police commissioner, and gave the lat-
ter such sweeping powers that the commis-
sioner could ban any kind of public

- meeting or gathering.

The Bishiop -régime has undoubtedly
given .a tremendous impetus to the self-
organisation of the masses. It has in-
troduced the Trade Union Recognition
Act which compels employers to recognise
any union that can demonstrate support
from “at least half the workforce in an
enterprise.

NJM-led unions, such as the Commer-
cial and Industrial Workers’ Union and
the Bank and General Workers’ Union,
have grown considerably since the revolu-
tion and a new union, the Agricultural and
General Workers’, has eclipsed Gairy’s
Grenada ‘Manual and Metal Workers’
Union in the countryside.

According to Selwyn Strachan, the
Minister of Labour, Works and Com-
munication. the level of unionisation has
risen from 30 per cent of the employed
urban workforce under Gairy to around
90 per cent today.

Institutions

The Grenadian bourgeoisie has by no
means disappeared, although its institu-
tions have been smashed. It has no army
and no political party worth the name. In
this situation, where the bourgeoisie exists
but lacks any instrument through which it
could defend its interests, the present
orientation of the New Jewel Movement
has presented it with an opportunity to try
and influence certain currents within the
movement,

The bourgemsxe still mamtams an ef-
fective economic presence and is tied to
imperialist interests in London and New
York. Undoubtedly it will attempt to use
these links to divide and destroy the NJM.

An' attempt by the Grenada National

Party — the most important bourgeois

party — to hold a public meeting in.
September had to be abandoned because

of spontaneous protest action by the local
population. Out of a total populatlon in
Grenada of 100,000, the NJM is able to
stage rallies of around 20,000 people.

It is still too early to give a definitive
evaluation of the trajectory of the Grena-
dian revolution. The volatile political
situation throughout the region, and the
close ties and sympathy which the NJM
has for the Castro régime in Cuba and the
FSLN' in Nicaragua could be factors
leading to an overturn of capitalist proper-
ty relations on the island.

" This is despite the fact that the Cuban
leadership does not outline the path
necessary for such a socialist transforma-
tion.

The reverberations of the Grenadian

revolution have set off a wave of panic’

throughout the English- speakmg Carib-

bean..The capltahst media in Trinidad-and . )
Tobago .in' "pafticulat ‘have.’ waged .>.*.* " A article ih ‘Catibbean Contact Iast
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Ferment in the Carlbbean

THE bomb attack on Grenada's Prime
Minister Maurice Bishop two weeks ago
comes in the wake of his visit to Cuba where
he spoke at a mass rally with Fidel Castro
and leaders of the Nicaraguan revolution.
Political upheaval is in evidence all round

the Caribbean.

ed the Bishop régime of allowing the
Cubans to train guerillas in Grenada for
direct attacks on the Trinidad and Tobago
government.

The brutal response of the Trinidadian
police to the disturbances at the St
Augustine campus of the University of the
West Indies in Aprll is dlreclly related to
the government’s smear campaign against
the Grenadian revolution.

Ambrose Phillips, president of the
students’ guild and a leader of the student
unrest, was singled out by the police and
beaten unconscious because he is Grena-
dian and a long-time NJM activist.

Expulsions

Similarly the expulsion of Rose
Douglas and  other leftists from the
of Oliver Seraphine in
Dominica, and the action taken by the
government of Tom Adams in Barbados
in withdrawing the work permit of Ralph
Gonsalves — a Marxist lecturer at the
Cave Hill campus of the University of the
West - Indies and a leader of the leftist
Youlimou organisation in St Vincent — is
part of the right-wing backlash to the up-
surge of the Caribbean masses initiated by
the 13 March revolution.

The response of the US and Canadian
owned bauxite companies to Manley’s im-
position of a bauxite levy in Jamaica in
1974 and his anti-imperialist pro-
ts was classic. They simply cut
back - on production until his attitude
- towards-them mollified: -

virulent:ptopaganda campaign against the . September showed that > while: the: US

revolution. - “The™. governiment. ~ &f - "Bric .
Williams has refused to discuss with

- alumigiim conyphhies doubled theit-Baux- -
itk <imports frémh + African sourtés’ in:

representatives, qf.,me PRG and has aacHs~ +.Guineain 1975, they reduced their imports
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US imperialism
Jé A Grenada

While the ‘New Jewel’ island of Grenada
is under threat from the United States,
Jamaica's PNP régime led by Michael Manley
is under attack from the right wing.

FITZROY AMBURSLEY unravels the
revolutionary developments which are rock-

ing the once quiet Caribbean.

MICHAEL MANLEY

from Jamaica by 30 per cent. The net
reduction in US bauxite imports was 20
per cent.

Tourism, Jamaica’s second most im-
portant mdustry after bauxite, has also

" been the target of imperialist pressure, At

: the'tfqie of ‘the deneral elections in 1976,

2 offehsn?e apdirist the alleged ‘éommunism’
-of -the Manley government. The -opposi-

he American press ‘waged a, propaganda.

tion Jamaica Labour Party, led by Ed-
ward Seaga, openly supported this cam-
paign, which resulted in a sharp reduction
in the number of tourists visiting the
island.

During this perlod a massive flight of
capital abroad took place, obliging
Manley’s People’s National Party govern-
ment to seek financial assistance from the
International Monetary Fund. Added to
this has been the damaging effect on the

" Jamaican economy of the oil price rises,

particularly since the bauxite industry re-
quires enormous amounts of the fuel —
accounting for some 51 per cent of total oil
imports.

The net effect of these developments
has been to thrown Manley’s reform pro-
gramme off course and plunge the country

" into its worst economic and social crisis

since 1937. Basic items of working class
consumption, such as rice, salt-fish, soap
and kerosene oil are being rationed.

The announcement that a general elec-
tion will be held later this year has already
led to a revival of the deep animosities be-
tween the PNP and the JLP, and political
violence has become the order of the day.
According to police figures, political
violence claimed 50 lives between January
and the end of April.

Opinion polls consistently show a
decline in support for Manley’s govern-
ment, and a shift towards the JLP. The
main basis of the JLP’s platform is anti-
communism, and in September of last year

- the party orgamsed demonstrations and

vigilante groups to harass the Cuban doc:.

‘tors and technicians who are assistmg the ,

Jamaican government.
Despite the severity of the economic

¢risis on'the island, Seaga is now calling on

foreign governments- and international
lending institutions not to provide aid,
because such assistance could be inter- -
preted as support for the ruling PNP. He
has threatened to dishonour any agree-
ment entered into by the Manley régime
should his party be elected.

This is undoubtedly part of the reason -
- why the government’s attempt, since it-
broke off discussions with the IMF in
February, to refinance its debts of US $650
million" to commercial banks is meeting
with little success. According to Chauncey
Bailey, in a series of articles in the Harlem,
New - York based Amsterdam News,
Carter’s National Security Council is sup-
porting Seaga’s campaign and helping to. -
destabilise the Manley government. :

The absence of any credible socialist
alternative to the PNP helps to explain the
growing shift to the right in Jamaica. The
main political organisation to the left-of .
the PNP is the pro-Moscow Workers’
Party of Jamaica, headed by Trevor
Munro.

1t has adopted a policy of ‘alliance and
struggle’ with the PNP government which
has meant, to quote an article in the Morn-
ing Star on 4 June, that ‘The WPJ and the
PNP share, at least programmatically, a
common view of the major problems fac-
‘ing the country’.

In practice this has led to the WPJ
refusing to mount an effective challenge to
Manley’s policies since, in its analysis, this
would play into the hands of the right. In
the ‘gas demonstrations’ of January 1979
the party physically broke up a spon-
taneous movement of discontent and
allowed the JLP to exploit the situation
for its own ends.

The period ahead will see a heightening
of political tension and mass upheavals
throughout the English-speaking Carib-
bean.

British socialists and the black com-
munities here have an important respon-
sibility to build a movement of solidarity
with the masses of the Caribbean and Cen-
tral America; to oppose US destabilisation
of the Jamaican government, and to de-
fend the revolutions in Nicaragua and
Grenada.

Intercontinental Press
sntoet = PICCON

Intercontinental Press/inprecor this
week continues its coverage of Cen-
tral American politics with an
assessment of developments in El
Salvador, a major article by Livio
Maitan on Nicaragua and a report on
the attempted assassination of
Maurice Bishop in Grenada.

Also featured is coverage on
Iran, an appreciation of Walter
Rodney, and a review of a recently.
published interview with Andrei
Sakharov, the Soviet dissident.

- Single issues : 40p- -including *
-postage. Subscription rates: 26 for
' 24’ issues. Orders ‘and cheques/

" ‘postal 'drders 'to’ Iritefcontinental
Press, PO Box 50, London N1 2XP.




By Dodie Weppler

IF recent Fleet Street press reports are
taken at face value the Soviet Union
would be on the point of defeat at the
hands of the right-wing rebels in
Afghanistan.

Since the beginning of June, British newspapers
have been flooded with reports of an imminent
show-down in Kabul between the rebel forces and

‘the Afghan and Soviet troops.
- - It started with a report in the Daily Telegraph of
10 June. Five to twenty thousand rebel forces, it
claimed, were rallying in the mountains near Kabul.
(With a 15,000 margin of error, surely some concern
must exist in government circles about the accuracy
of Western intelligence!)

The next day, the same number of forces had in-
filtrated the outskirts of Kabul. And on 12 June,
The Times predicted a big clash in Kabul. Three days
- later, in an article headlined ‘Russians ‘‘besieged’’ in

the Afghan stronghold’, The Sunday Times reported
that a major attack by rebel forces was under way.

The Sunday Telegraph left us in no doubt as to
which side would win. Over 1000 Soviet troops had
been killed in May alone, it claimed, and 250,000 —
well over double the highest Western estimates of
troop levels today — would be needed ‘to bring the
country to heel’.

Readers of the press couldn t help but think that
Kabul was under seige and about to fall to the reac-

" tionary rebel forces who are fighting in Afghan’s
civil war.

Then, silence.

It was ten days before the Financial Times buck-
ed up courage to ask the embarassing question:
‘What happened to the battle of Kabul?’

The truth was that the show-down had been
manufactured, probablys by - US government
diplomats in Kabul who, as the Financial Times
pointed out, ‘are forbidden to stray beyond the city
limits’.

Although the British press argued for some time

. _that the Soviet military position is being seriously
challenged, recent assessments have begun to alter.
The Financial Times (27 June), for instance, noted
that British judgements about the situation ‘on the
ground in Afghanistan’ do not tally with those of the
US. :

- .
Pointer

British sources say that pro-government troops
are becoming more experienced in dealing with the
rebels and that current training will further increase
their efficiency.

Furthermore, recent changes in the attitude of
thé imperialist powers may be a significant pointer
‘to the state of the war in Afghanistan,

A fortnight ago the Soviets announced that one

“division of troops and 108 tanks were being

withdrawn. Western leaders, meeting in Venice,
responded with a common statement calling for a
total and permanent withdrawal of Soviet troops.
Since the Venice Summit, however,'these leaders
have adopted divergent views. Lord Carrington
" dismissed-the troop reduction as nothing more than
a ‘stunt’. Thatcher claimed the Soviet announcement
was made only to encourage a few more wavering
athletes to attend the Moscow Olympics. But French
President Giscard greeted the announcement as a
‘meaningful step that deserves to be followed
through’, one which justified his decision last month
to meet with Brezhnev in Warsaw in defiance of
President Carter.
NATO governments meeting in Ankara a few

days later -decidedagainst .formal aid. to the rebél

forc;q, pend.m,g the Qutqome of the Saviet moves.

yiser angnlew Brzezinski say
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Imperialism and

the civil war
in Afghanistan

Soviet claims, yet they are beginning to join the
Austrian Prime Minister in talk about Afghanistan

- being ‘in the Soviet sphere of influence’. Brzezinski
said that the US would allow Soviet troops to
withdraw ‘without any loss of face’.

Military confidence on the part. of the Soviet
Union is not the only factor which led to the an-
nouncement that its troop level would be reduced.

The USSR is also motivated by its search for a
deal with imperialism. The best solution for the
"Soviet bureaucrats would therefore be a negotiated

settlement, but clearly one that is not based on the

victory of rebel forces, with the threat to the Soviet
regime this would represent. This search for a deal
with the West may serve the Soviet bureaucracy’s
needs but it is absolutely opposed to the interests of
the people of Afghanistan.

As early as 22 February, Brezhnev proposed talks
between the Afghan government and Iran and
Pakistan at a regional level with a view to resolving
the Afghan issue. The Karmal Government again
called for these bi-lateral talks on 14 May, adding
that any resulting agreements should be backed by

_the Soviet Union and the United States.

The Afghan plan called for a:‘zone of peace’ in
the area, with the removal of the considerable
numbers of military bases used by the US in the
region.

Of course Western powers want a different solu-
tion. From the beginning, they have backed the rebel
forces who have fought to resist the radical reforms
introduced when the People’s Democratic Party
came to office in April 1978. While it is probably true
that the isolated ganes of reactionaries with whom
British journalists have travelled are not equipped with
sophisticated weaponry, it is not at all the case that
the rebel forces are being ignored by the West.

The Daily Telegraph commented en 22 June that
although earlier in the year the guerrilla forces were
desperately short of arms, today ‘vital supplies of
western arms along with millions of pounds of Arab
money are now reaching the guerrillas...Western
diplomatic sources have disclosed that British
automatic rifles, landmines and grenades are being
channelled to the guerrilla strongholds on the
Pakistan frontier.’ _

‘Generous’ stocks’ of US arms have arrived
covertly recently and an estimated $25m has reached
the rebel forces from the Saudi Arabian regime. ‘A
substantial fund’, as The Economist described it, has
also be contributed by the United Arab Emirates.

Furthermore, the imperialist powers have aided
the rebel forces in other important ways. Pakistan
has been backed to the hilt as a launching pad for the

gﬁactiouary gangs. The Times reported on 30 April
e $200m arms sales credit offered to Pakistan and

by 16 June a full £100m of aid had been spent.’ Thek .
World Bank agreed-at the beginning of June to.givéa, . . .

ST Confererice argued that ¢
" been portrayed EIS‘ a stralght issug of freedom against,
| totailtanamsm

wrv'urh\wn-bﬂc'i ‘o

further £50m to Pakistan for refugee relief.

The military aid has probably not been

R T o D atmin ,.j'r‘

dlstrlbuted efficiently but nevertheless undoubtedly
has caused difficulties for Soviet and Afghan forces.
However, despite strenuous efforts no political alter-
native to the Kabul regime has emerged from the
reactionary camp.

Islam has been able to prov1de a banner for get-
ting the rebel gangs to meet. But it is the underlying
politics of these Islamic groups which is fundamen-
tal. The only serious basis on which these gangs can
oppose the Russian troops is opposition to tne
reforms initiated after April _ 1978. This
means a giant step backwards for the Afghan masses
and a crushing of their newly won rights. Little
wonder that these groups cannot get agreement
amongst themselves, let alone rally broad forces
from the Afghan people, despite all the blan-
dishments of imperialism and their clients.

A recent step towards trying to assemble such a
political alternative based on the reactionary rebels
came in May in Islamadbad with the 39-state Islamic
Conference of Foreign Ministers. The Iranian
government allowed representatives of some of the
rebel forces to attend this meeting as part of its
delegation. Although a three-member committee was
established, chaired by Habib Chatti, the Tunisian
chairperson of the Islamic Foreign Ministers con-

- ference, The Economist argued that its ‘innocuous

plans’ for a United Nations conference and for talks
with the Kabul government would be ‘a waste of
time’, ‘as they were based on a total withdrawal of
Russmn troops.

The war in Afghamstan was not even mentioned
in the final communiqué which came from the
meeting! Six of the 39 countries who are members of
the conference refused to back the proposals in-
cluding Syria, Libya, North and South Yemen and
the Palestinian Liberation Organisation.

This three-inember committee meeting in Geneva
with some of the rebel groups last week was marked
by continual squabbling. Although the pro-Western
‘Islamic Alliance for the Liberation of Afghanistan’
attended — formed from five rebel groups who met
in Peshawar, Pakistan in May — alongside the fun-

_damentalist Islamic Party of Afghanistan, the

Geneva meeting was boycotted by two further
Iranian based rebel groups.

“The Islamic Party of Afghanistan claims two
thirds of the rebel forces but has consistently refused
to recognise or cooperate with the Alliance because
of its ‘long-term differences over the future of
Afghanistan’.

Unless these groups start from social programme
rather than the vague idea of Islam, they will never
unite. Until then, the project of Habib Chatti to pro-
mote a PLO-type united front is doomed to failure.

It is this reality which has prompted some further
thinking on the political alternative to the Kabul
regime in the. Fleet Street press. On 10 June, a,
Guardian ed:tqnal backmg the efforts of the l§}gml
..the seizure of Kab .has, 4

hat was always rubbish;.it 1 doub

.l.,{ul sl fgnba vy

rubbish today...Even if the forces of rebellion were
to precipitate a Soviet withdrawal, the tiny Afghan
1ntelhgentsla who remained — the students, the serv-
ing army officers, the. guerrilla leaders — would still
be Marxists dedicated to social advance — schools,
hospitals, efficient agriculture — rather than to the
collected writings of Ronald Reagan.’

.This same approach was reiterated in a Guardian
editorial last week. The Islamic efforts pointed to a
solution for imperialism, but the assessment of
‘political reality today was clear: ‘...at the moment
there is no alternative neutral (sic) government in
waiting, only merely feuding bands...Take away Mr
Karmal, look for a coalition, and you are still
substantially dealing with Communists.”

Despite the fact that the trend of events is far
from a united opposition, the barrier to a rapid vic-
tory over the rebel gangs is not only aid from im-
perialism but also the stance and orientation of the
PDP government and the Soviet authorities. They
are opposed to extending what authority they have
today - through the development of the self-
organisation and the independent mass mobilisation
of the Afghan people. Instead, they promote
bureaucratic, administrative and undemocratic
methods towards the masses.

Peasants

Conditions for the self-organisation of the masses
are more favourable today than if the reactionary
forces were victorious. Under pressure, new peasant
formations have been set up -called Democratic
Peasant Unions. Trade unions have also been extend-
ed and exist in Kabul, Helmand, Kandahar and in the
Nagahar province.

It has even been reported in the Kabul press that
the workers in the Afghan textile mills in Gulbahar
have set up a ‘resistance group’. This, together with
promises of the inauguration of the ‘second phase’ of
the land reform, are aspects of a programme which
the PDPA government should base itself on. This is,
unfortunately, not the preferred course and it is also
undoubtedly a cause of the prolongation of the civil
war and inability of the Karmal Government to main-
tain or extend its basis of support.

One further consequence of these methods is the
lack of a democratic way. of resolving differences
within the PDPA. So internal rifts in the PDPA be-
tween the Parcham and Kahlq factions, which were
temporarily healed when the PDPA came to office in
1978, appear to have heightened considerably. The
announcement in the Soviet press of the execution of
about a dozen former members of the Khalq faction,
including ex-President Amin’s brother and nephew,
represents a continuation of methods which can only
play into the hands of the pro-imperialist forces and
are alien to resolving differences in the workers’
movement.

But despite our criticisms of the Soviet forces and
the PDPA government, and the barrier their methods
make to a speedy defeat of the rebels, we have to get
out the truth on Afghanistan in the face of a con-
certed imperialist propaganda offensive. While
socialists need to criticise Soviet methods, our main
line of fire must be on the imperialists’ manoeuvres
and their rebel gangs. We must oppose the demand of
the imperialists for the full withdrawal of Soviet
troops from Afghanistan. The intent behind these
calls is to secure the victory of the right-wing forcesin
Afghanistan, A victory against the rightist forces will

. create the best conditions to extend the struggle in the

interests of the Afghan people. —

This has to be the stance which informs socialists
and serious militants in the unions. For let us make
no mistake, a victory for the rebel forces will have
enoermous mtemauonal consequences and will con-

- demn the people of Afghanistan to unteld misery and

suffering, under a rregime prcparecdv to - ruthlessly
§taq19 out any.vo;ce of 0pposmon, l;enumscem of the .
s shal’s rdn. o0 <o :
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IMG debates SWP

SOCIALIST Challenge, launched by
the International Marxist Group in
1977, has consistently fought for -
unity among revolutionaries in
Britain.

That unity is vital not only to
fighting the attacks of the Tories
but presenting a credible alter-
native to all those militants who re-
ject the possibility of a gradual,
reformist path to socialism in
Britain today. B

" The unity of the twolargeét far :
left groups, the Socialist Workers

Dear Comrades )
I have been asked by our central committee to
reply to your letter suggesting that our two

fight ‘to build a joint organisation’.

- You state that at your conference you agreed ‘to
withdraw the resolution sent to the SWP in -July
1978’ which, as you will recall, declared that we were
a ‘syndicalist break with Marxism’. This you suggest

- enables our two organisations to engage in joint work
and discussion with an ultimate view to fusion.

As we'wrote in our reply to your letter of 1978, if
our two organisations were agreed over our analysis
of the present situation and what had to be done it
would be very wrong of us indeed not to unite our

. forces. However your attitude at the time made it ab-
solutely clear that we were far from such agreement.

Given your view of us you had to see it as your du-
ty — whether or not we were formally in the same
framework or the same organisation — to wage a
struggle to smash our leadership and our traditions,
since they were likely to lead us ‘to cross the class

» concluded that for you any talk of ‘unity’ could only
be a manoeuvre designed to make that easier for you
to do.

Have things changed as a result of the resolution
that was passed at your last conference? Not if the

has been- terminological, without any real shift in
your analyses and practice. For, without a shift such
as this, you would be forced in any joint activity or in
a fused organisation to try and counter our method
of work, to undermine our influence and to
substitute your own.

Centrist

You quite rightly remark on your latest con-
.ference resolution on ‘unity’, ‘we are opposed to a
fusion where one side calls the other ‘‘centrists’”.’
Such ‘unity’ can only mean a permanent slanging
match between ‘government and opposition’ inside a
formally united organisation. Yet two years ago
when you waged an offensive over the question of
unity, you did regard us as centrist. We cannot help
suspecting that your basic analysis of our tradition
remains the same despite your willingness to jettison
the word itself. :

and the article in Socialist Challenge since have rein-
forced these suspicions. At your conference speakers

organisations establish ‘the framework of o

lines’ if it came to any large scale convulsion. We .

only change to your basic perspective and orientation -

The resolutions and speeches at your conference

Endthe Sca

Party and the IMG, would give
revolutionary socialism in Britain a
massive boost. : '

It would put pressure on
militants in the Communist Party,
on the left-wing of the Labour
Party, in the trade unions, and the
women's liberation movement to -
unite in action with revolutionaries.

It would force smaller groupings
to re-assess the sectarianism which
has consistently held back the
growth of revolutionary Marxist
ideas in this country. '

‘Here we publish the correspond-

Never mind the unity, build the

the Great Debate in Central Hall. For Valerie, Paul
Foot’s argument against Benn could be summed up
in the most hostile terms: ‘Paul Foot echoed Hilary
Wainwright’s semi-syndicalist theme of going where
power lies’ on the shop floor. ’

Yet Valerie claims to be a supporter of unity.
With supporters like that who needs splitters? We can
only wonder whether being ‘semi-syndicalist” we are
still in Valerie’s eyes a ‘syndicalist break with Marx-
ism’.

The same hostility was shown in the major article
in Socialist Challenge on the lessons of the steel strike
by Brian Grogan. Apparently, in that strike the ac-
tivities of the SWP only detracted -from what is
presented” as the major task of the strike, ‘the
building of the unofficial national strike committee’,
and support for the key militants involved.

Tactics

Note the word only. Nothing we did in the strike
had any beneficial effect. The hundreds of thousands
of leaflets, the many national and local bulletins, the
fortnightly meetings of up to 40 militants from dif-
ferent parts of the country to discuss tactics, the work
around picket lines and flying pickets, even the call
for a national strike committee when it seemed a
realistic prospect — it all ‘only’ deflected, the atten-
tion from the key task. For comrade Grogan, as for
those who would designate us as ‘centrists’, we are
‘only’ an obstacle in the class struggle to be got rid of
as soon as possible. .

But that is not all. Apparently our comrades in
steel failed to hide their identity as revolutionary
socialists. Instead, week after week, in most major
steel areas they made the ‘mistake’ of producing
SWP bulletins called Real Steel News analysing what
needed to be done from a revolutionary socialist
standpoint.

The result, Grogan claimed in a letter in Socialist
Challenge a fortnight later, was the isolation of the
SWP comrades from the real developments of the
rank and file movement. By issuing Real Steel News
as well as taking part in the strike committee, pickets
etc, we were trying to impose a party bulletin on the
fight inside the structure of the union, most notably
the strike committees. This could only undermine the
devéelopment of the rank and file leadership.

For revolutionaries to be open about the lead they
offer to non-revolutionary activists (Grogan lists
councillors, JPs) stops the development of rank and

~ tion.

-ence between the IMG and the SW
about fusion. The SWP's response
is a negative one but Socialist
Challenge feels sure that this will'
not end the debate on this ques-
We hope that the dialogue be-
tween the two organisations will
continue both in joint action and ...
through the pages of Socialist
Worker and Socialist Challenge. Tc
this end we explain the positions

‘adopted by the last IMG conferenc

on the basis for membership of the

revolutionary party.

taken numerous attitudes on these). Thefact that'y
can continue to repeat the lie again indicates that t
attitude of many of your leaders to us.remains u
changed. . -

There is another element of hostility in your
titude to our organisation to which we unfortunate
have to refer. This is the way you continually repe
the lie (for instance in your unity resolution) that t
‘SWP does not have a democratic internal regime

This must amaze the thousands of our membx
who, for instance, argued our differing analyses
the class struggle, the organisation of blacks a
women, the structure of our organisation, before o
conference last year; or who argued just as vigorou
over the sort of paper we needed the year before.

Your justification for your lies is tortuous in t
extreme: Steve Jeffreys supported minority po
tions, the movers of the majority positions oppos
him being elected to the national committee, arfd t
‘rank and-file’ delegates overturned that oppositic

The fact that the conference delegates vote dov
the recommendations of the leadership shows tt
the organisation is undemocratic! The fundament
point is not, however, your dishonest and illogic
argument. It is the hostile tone to the traditions:
our organisation that underlies it. It is a tone th
makes us suspect that ‘a fight for unity betweer o
organisations’ could only mean continual factior
strife and sectarian sniping, with any attempt
ourselves to curtail this in the interest of implement
tion of the democratically agreed majority positio
being denounced as ‘undemocratic’. :

Action

You virtually admit in your unity resolution t
what you foresee is not in reality united action fror
single organisation, but endless arguments betwe
our two organisations even if formally united:

‘In fighting for unity with the SWP we wot
not dissolve the key political differences b
ween us...” (ie your contention that we :
‘semi-syndicalist’)

‘A polemic on our positions on the unit
front, the independent women’s movem
and so on will be conducted before, duri
and after fusion...’

So the “fight for unity’ will involve you arguing in t
tone we’ve already heard from cdes Coultas, Grog
and Potter — and us presumably replying in kind.
this really the way forward to building an organi

file leadership! One begins to wonder who are the tion that can overshadow the CP and appeal to thc

supporting the resolution in favour of a unity ap- 0 >
reel syndicalists. workers looking to the Labour left at present? |

proach accused their opponents (nearly half the con-
ference) of effectively seeing us as centrist; and cer-
tainly within the opposition there was a grouping,
small but closely linked to leading elements in the
Fourth International, who openly call us centrist.
Yet you want us to “‘fight for a united organisa-
‘tion’ including all these elements. If the unitarians in
your organisation were serious about the terms of
their own resolution, they would have to break with
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isn’t it really a guarantee of reproducing on a larg

. and more disastrous scale the sectarian inward loc

Front ingness that characterises groups such as the Sp:
tacists, the WSL, RCG and RCT?

Now the IMG are entitled to their own opinion of "You go on to say ‘Public discussion on all t
what needs to be done and of where we go wrong. But  points that divide us would be valuable’. We wonc
such a fundamentally divergent view from usinakey whether you can really believe this. A/l the points ti
strike as to lead you to say we only deftected people divide us would go right back to 1947. -~
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No doubt in some of us too there lurks a little st

those people who believe that we are centrists and

then approach us for unity with only those who do

not believe that we are centrists. Otherwise they are
-asking us to accept precisely the kind of unity they
* say is undesirable! :

Approach

But that is perhaps not the most important point.
More significant is the fact that nothing in the
analysis of yeur conference or of Socialist Challenge
leads us to suppose that you have shifted your posi-

" tions fundamentally on the way you judge our basic
approach to the class struggle.. Your conference’s
grudging admission that we are a ‘revolutionary’ and
not a ‘centrist’ organisation was accompanied by
sniping references by speakers for al// tendencies to
our ‘rank and filism’.

Even the resolution on unity insisted that our
‘rank and file approach starts from a false choice. Do
we base ourselves on the activity of the rank and file
or.do we also include the reformist leaders? Their
rank and file teachers group fetishes school based ac-
1ions. and- unofficial ‘strikes.....> The tone-has-been

maintained since in $Soctalist Challenge:. :

Take for instance the article by Valerie Coultas on

away from the major task hardly lays the basis for
real unity of our organisations. )

“If the articles of comrades Grogan and Coulfas
were isolated occurences may be we could just let
them pass. But they were not. As we have seen, they
followed on from the terms of the unity resolution
itself. And their points have been repeated almost
word for word in articles since, for instance in an arti-
cle by another ‘supporter of unity’ Stephen Potter in
Socialist Challenge of 22 May. Like Grogan he ob-
jects to revolutionaries being open about where they
stand: ‘It was clearly a mistake in the steel strike to
build a party front in opposition to building a na-
tional strike committee’. : . i

The hostile tone is contained in his comments on
an article by Tony. Cliff calling for united front ac-
tion against the Tories. We are told that Cliff’s call
for a united front approach against the Tories con-
tradicted some positions adopted by the last con-
ference of the SWP. .

The lie that the SWP was opposed to united front
(because we refused to hide our politics inside them)
was common currency from the IMG when you still

+described us as ‘centrist’ (despite the fact that year
after year our conference passed resolutions on the
- united front — two at the last conference and we have

vy

tarian demon-that would like to recall the about tu
of the Fourth International in 1948 in sudder
discovering that workers’ states had been creat
three years before without the working class, or yo
claim in the mid-’60s that there were ‘workers a
peasants governments’ in Algeria, etc, etc,
nauseam. ’ ‘

But is that really the recipe for building a pa
rooted in the workplace? o

The very fact that you can even suggest that su
discussion is ‘valuable’ indicates to us. that a go
-chunk of your leadership want not a united interve
tionist organisation, but a permanent debate in
framework which would lead us right away from
problems of the working class today. What we wou
end up with would be a slanging match (the tone
your articles already prove that) which would hinc
the modest work thiat we have beén doing to buil
revolutionary presence in the class.

We regard it as our revolutionary duty to avc
such a slanging match like the plague. Since that
what you mean by ‘fighting for-unity’ we have to s
that we can have none of it <+~ .

"We say it regretfully because we know that with
the IMG there are many revolutionaries' who' h:




te break out of the sectarian style of politics

{rying to build. Indeed on the basis of discussion
‘individuals, some of us began to feel in the run
¢ your conference that a reorientation on your
‘might open prospects for organic unity.

e tone of the contributions at your conference
in your paper since have dashed any such hopes.
clear that those elements who are genuinely mov-
towards our positions only got-a majority of your
ference by compromising with those whose posi-
s remain in essentials what they always were.
At the same time the essential political differences

ecn our organisations have if anything grown
ce.your conference. This is shown not merely by
r_seéctarian snipes around our work round the
trike but also by the way in which you described
¢ of ‘the most significant developments in the
omen’s movement (the taking of direct action
t-the Corrie Bill in Parliament Square in

ry as being counterproductive) and also by the
¥ .in° which you have slid into pro-Russian
ologetics over the question of Afghanistan.

“*What is the common thread that underlies these

fferences? .

We base ourselves squarely on the insistence that
femancipation of the working class is the act of

rking class itself’. i .
Ve regard it as substitutionist nonsense to talk of
orkers’ states where the working class has no con-
il over the state power, to see students, third world
erilla leaders or “left’ trade union officials as able
et in place of the working class, to identify the
rmed forces of the Russian state as the ‘Red Army’
ling as the agent of Socialism or to love up to left

ar Comrades,

overwhelming' majority of revolutionary
alists will respond with disappointment and
isbelief to your irresponsible decision to evade
it clear offer of discussions on unity and joint
. This rejection becomes even more absurd when
consider that your organisation has taken the in-
tive in proposing discussions with the French,
anish, and Swedish sections of the Fourth Interna-
onal to discuss collaboration. One such meeting
#-between yourselves and the FI (represented by the
French; Spanish, and British sections) has already
en place. Your attitude thus appears both bizarre
1id inexplicable. ; :
*:What is most depressing is not the pitiful cocktail
f sophistry and trivial gossip to which you resort in
der to defend your sectarian positions. It is that
our,views on the basis of unity effectively rule out
ie possibility of building a revolutionary organisa-
i unless there is a monolithic acceptance of the
current tactical line of the SWP leadership.
- 'Your refusal to discuss our specific proposals for
joint work must place a big question mark over what
you really meant when you made your recent appeal
r-united action against the Tories.
.. Faced with the plain fact that your previous ex-
cuses for ignoring our proposals for joint work and
nity - have lost any foundation with the well-
publicised decisions of our last conference, you are
reduced to scrabbling through ‘the files of Socialist
Challenge in order to compile a ‘sensational’ dossier
of atrocities. Leaving aside the merits or otherwise of
pecific letters or articles which have been published
‘#n'Socialist Challenge, it is undoubtedly the case that
here are differénces between us.

‘Labour Party

You say that we ‘lie’ about your positions on the
united fronf. We insist that there remains a Jekyll
and. Hyde dichotomy in your practice. Is the infan-
tilism of the ‘steer left’ period and the launching of
e Anti Nazi League part and parcel of the same ap-
roach? We reject the former unequivocally. The
NL was a tremendous success and, as you-are fully
aware, Socialist Challenge editorially (‘Hats-Off to
the SWP’) paid tribute to the SWP, But you have so
~far not followed a similar approach in the trades
unions.
“For it is here that we need fighting fronts (rather
than SWP fronts) which unite all those who are
prepared to struggle against class-collaborationist
politics. The weaknesses of the Communist Party
- ‘make such an approach objectively as well as subjec-
tively necessary today. So disagreements with your
‘tactics on the steel strike are not designed to score
- petty points, but to chart a coutse that could unite all
steel workers prepared to struggle. )
In our opinion your attitude to the Labour Party
also suffers from certain defects. Your main reply to
‘'thoseé who are groping for socialist politics in the -
Labour Party is to pose the SWP as an organisational
alternative, something which is not only untrue but
“appears surrealistic given the divisions on the far-left.
i Furthermore to regard the Labour Party as a cor-
* pse is-clearly wrong. It would be foolish in the ex-
~treme to exclude for all time to come a tactic which
would imply sending all our forces into the Labour
Party in order’ to .win. workers .to full-blooded

e v e,

ho have begun to seriously appreciate what we

al of Disunity

MPs in the abortion campaign.

The same starting point underlines our attitude to
Afghanistan, over the steel strike, and over the abor-
tion campaign. You denounce our approach on all
these issues as ‘rank and filism’ or ‘semi-
syndicalism’. . )

It is this which explains your repeated insistence
against all the evidence that we oppose the united
front because you cannot understand that for us the
precondition for any united front activity, with MPs,
union leaders, is our real ability to propagate notions
of independent, revolutionary class action. )

' Nothing in your conference or your letter leads us
to believe that these differences have diminished
since your last letter of two years ago. This is unfor-
tunate, since although we are six times your size, for
us to be able to unify with others farces around a
common appreciation of our tasks would make the
job of revolutionaries a little easier.

But that common appreciation does not exist yet
and without it we will merely get continual sectarian
wrangles. Under such circumstances your invitation
for discussions of a ‘fight for .unity’ is a waste of
time. C

We do however repeat our call of two years agoto -

those of your members -who are beginning to ap-
preciate what we are about: break with the sectarians
who still see us as centrists: break with those who talk
in the tones normally applied towards centrists:
break with those who still see defence of the actions
of the ‘Red Army’ as the lodestone for their world
politics and join with us in building a party — a party
to lead the working class self activity in the struggle
for socialism.

Yours Fraternally, CHRIS HARMAN

A think youre irresponsible

} These are important tactical disagreements, but
all Chris Harman’s attempts to make the SWP
membership’s- flesh creep cannot disguise the fact
that these are not differences on the fundamental
questions that divide revolutionaries from reformists
and centrists. )

His supposedly ‘anti-sectarian’ stance therefore -

amourits to the old British sectarian position that
revolutionaries should split over secondary posi-
tions. i
Comrade Harman is perhaps genuinely unable to
~understand that despite these differences we still
regard the SWP as a revolutionary organisation. In
his eyes anyone who differs with the current tactics of
the SWP in a strike or on a demonstation must be
~ breaking with revolutionary politics.

He therefore finds real difficulty in understan-
ding that we do not share this view. In this case we
can understand that he fears any unity would ‘end up
as a slanging match’, which reminds one of an old
Russian saying cited by Gogol: ‘If your face is ugly
‘don’t blame the mirror.’ )

So carried away is comrade Harman by his
hysterical method that he ends up by accusing not
just the IMG but, by implication, the great majority
of SWP members of opportunism and ‘hiding our
politics’, 3

In the steel strike the SWP intervened, not
through a united front grouping open to all- who
agreed on the basis for carrying the strike forward,

but through SWP bulletins which thereby excluded

those militants who were members or supporters of
other parties, or not prepared to present or identify
themselves with the SWP. By criticising the SWP for
this, says comrade Harman, we are attacking the.
SWP for ‘failing ‘to hide their identity as revolu-

" tionary socialists’.

But hang on a moment. In every other industry
than steel, SWP mémbers intervene through rank
and file formations which, though their actual degree
of independence from the SWP may vary, are cer- -
tainly not billed as party bulletins, and declare that
they are open to all workers who agree with their
demands. Does this mean that all SWP members out-
side- the steel industry are ‘hiding their identity’?
Perhaps there is more of a basis for unity than com-
rade Harman imagines...

The absurdity increases when comrade Harman
attempts to argue that the differences between us
have widened since the conference — and ends up im-
plying that we cannot unite-because we do not agree
on what tactics to adopt on an abortion demonstra-
tion and on how to evaluate the Russian intervention
in Afghanistan,

Monolithism

While on the subject of Afghanistan, it is worth
pointing out that there are differences inside the
Fourth International. Socialist Challenge has not at-
tempted to conceal these divisions. We do not believe
that differences on vital national or international
questions should be hidden from readers of our
paper.

We believe that our conception accords with the
theory ag:l practice of classical marxism. Comrade
Harman “would do well to remember that
monolithism and theoretical absolutism were
Stalinist impositions on the. international workers
movement. It is undoubtedly the case, and hardly
surprising, that this garbage has left its impact on
even the most verbally intransigent anti-Stalinist cur-
rents. It is best, however, to be aware of the origins of

* certain party-building practices. Practices which, in

_ poisonous atmosphere, fuelled by suspicions that the

-Written in a style and tone designed to provide your

_ reality, have very little to do with genuine democratic
centralism in.conditions of bourgeois democracy.

Many on the left will see all this as confirming
their view that revolutionary Marxist organisations
-are inescapably given to irresponsible splittism.
Much of the history of our movement may seem to
confirm this. But we base ourselves on another aspect
of our history — the process of regroupment which
produced the Communist Party of Great Britain in
1922.. .

No serious observer could claim that the present
differences between the IMG and the SWP bear any
comparison with the differences between the British
Socialist Party, the Socialist Labour Party, the In-
dependent Labour Party Left and the revolutionary
syndicalist shop stewards who came together to form
the early CPGB. i -

And whatever the accusations we might have
thrown at each-other in the past, they pale into in-
significance compared with the epithets these com-
rades had put on paper about each other. But they
were able to realise their greater common loyalty to .
the interests of the working class.. :

True, that was in a different situation. But was it
a good thing that the inbuilt traditions of sec-
tarianism were so deep that it took a world war and
the Russian revolution to break them? Must we wait
for a united organisation of revolutionaries until a
revolution occurs somewhere else? We certainly can-
not afford to wait until another world war!

We do not disguise our view that the present
regime of the SWP is an obstacle — not just to
uniting with the IMG, but to the building of any truly.
mass party. This is not out of opposition to the ‘tradi-

" tions’ of your organisation.

On the contrary. In the early 1970s, when the
SWP recruited workers more rapidly than at any time
since, it accepted the concept that minorities were en-
titled to representation in branch and district delega-
tions to conference, and to their fair proportion of
seats on-the leading bodies, consistent with the ma-
jority position at conference having a working ma-
jority. These positions are accepted by the IMG to-
day, without .our becoming as you ¢laim, a ‘federa-
tion of factions’. And they were the position of the
Bolsheviks too.

Any other position means that differences even
over secondary questions threaten to turn into splits,
and no discussion is possible without slander, accusa-
tions against comrades’ loyalty or integrity, and a

leading cadre will change the rules if ever they look
like losing. ’

The mass party we need to build will contain dif-
ferences far wider than those between us. By attemp-
ting to miseducate his comrades on this question,
comrade Harman creates obstacles, not only against
the IMG, but against the SWP ever developing into
anything but the largest fish in the pond of fringe
politics.

. But while what comrade Harman does say is bad’
enough, the most irresponsible part-of his letter lies in
what he does not say. To our concrete proposals for
discussions on joint activity around a recalled Defend
Our Unions Conference, around unemployment,
and for united action in the unions and among youth,
he makes no reference at all. He hopes, no doubt,
that those of his own members who did not see our
original letter will not notice that he is trampling on
the ‘united action against the Tories’ line laid out by
Tony CIiff in the article to which he refers.

Of course that proposal was aimed mainly at the
CP and the Labour Party — and quite rightly too.
But if the SWP is to escape the accusations of only
proposing united action to those organisations it
knows in advance will refuse, it cannot continue to
refuse to discuss united action with the only organisa-
tion in the labour movement that has responded to its
proposals. -

Derek Robinson was asked at a recent CP meeting
by some SWP comrades for his views on the SWP’s
position on united action. ‘Why should we unite with
the Trots,” he asked, ‘when they cannot agree among
themselves’. We can truly say that if Chris Harman
did not exist, Derek Robinson. and the Communist

- Party would have to invent him!

If you continue to refuse to accept the idea of a
united revolutionary organisation — for that is the
meaning of your position on the need for unanimity
on tactics — we cannot do more for the moment than
continue patiently to explain our position.

But on the question of united action we refuse to
accept that your present disunitary position is the last °
word. We know that many comrades at all levels of
the SWP realise that for us to discuss ways of work-
ing together could only strengthen the movement"
against the Tories and increase our ability to provide
a pole of attraction to the left of the CP, in those
areas where we were able to reach agreement.

By clarifying why we could not in other areas, it
might lessen the scandal of revolutionary disunity in
the eyes of wider layers of the movement.

We hope that you will reconsider- your position.
Your letter does your own membership a disservice.
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members with ‘ammunition’ against the IMG, it will
backfire and have negative effects inside your own
organisation.

As such it will be a setback for the task we face in
common: building a revolutionary workers party in
Britain and internationally. Once again we urge an
immediate meeting of our two leaderships to discuss
joint work and to map out a united approach in order
to give battle to the Tories. ’
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BATTLE OF IDEAS

AT the centre of Chris Harman’s
reply to the IMG there lies an im-
portant statement about the basis
for building a united revolu-
tionary party: ‘...if our two our
organisations were agreed over
our analysis of the present situa-
tion and what had to be done it
would be very wrong of us indeed
not to unite our forces’

‘In the absence of such
agreement’ the letter goes on,
‘any talk of unity could only be a
manoeuvre’.

" Finally the letter concedes that ‘to be
able to unify with other forces around a
common appreciation of our tasks would

" make the job of revolutionaries a little

easier’, but until this common apprecia-
tion does exist we will merely get continual
sectarian wrangles.

Chris Harman is making a point about
the basisa}or the unity of a revolutionary
party in @general sense — that the basis on
which we come together to build a party is

‘our analysis of the present situation and
what has to be done’

In other words; revolutionaries come
together to build parties.on. the basis of

- prior agreement on the precise tactical

tasks of the period.

Many conclusions flow from this, not
least that since there is supposed to be this
predetermined agreement, then

disagreements that de?k’)p within a party ~

have to be described ds sectarian wrangl-
ing. %

Seribus

Indeed the logic of this view, that unity
of revolutionaries requires this level of
agreement, makes anyinternal discussion
and  debate on, tasks exceedingly
dangerous. If isagreement is allowed

to develop o stions of tasks or tactics,
then a split is potentially- threatened.

Tl?i{sentlal thrust of this argument is * - ;
saying_that unity between the IMG and

the SWP is impossible without agreement
on our tagtical approach in the class strug-
gle today. But this is a polemical point on
Chris Harman’s part, rather than a state-
ment about the actual practice of the
SWP.

For mmple, at the last SWP con-
ference & substantial minority led by Steve
Jeffries were in considerable disagreement
with the majority over the analysis of the
present situation, and also over what has

.-to be done. Did Chris Harman move the

expulsion of this minority from the SWP,
as perhaps he should have on the logic of
his own view?

Of course not. In fact he had a sense of
proportion on the degree of seriousness of
the disagreements that were developingin-
side the organisation and saw that the
minority view nonetheless expressed itself
within a common framework.

The SWP, being a serious revolu-
tionary organisation, does not treat
disagreements inside its ranks
lightminded way. Debates are serious and
taken seriously. Minorities which disagree
over any number of questions both great
and small are not usually hounded out 6f
the organisation.

When new comrades join the SWP
they don’t promise to agree with every new
line or analysis that the leadership pro-
duces. Chris Harman knows the class
struggle is not set in aspic; that arriving at
an analysis of the present position and
what has to be done requires a’ constant
discussion, reassessment, and reappralsal
of new factors

Disgust

So if we are to reject Chris Harman’s
sketch of the basis for unity of revolu-
tionaries we have to put something else in
its place.

Following the First World War and the
victory of the Russian Revolution, revolu-
tionaries everywhere founded new parties
— Communist Parties. At that time these
new parties represented the revolutionary
elements inside the working class who
were disgusted with the attitude of the
social democratic parties to both the war
and to the revolution in Russia.

In Britain the Communist Party was
founded in 1920 through a fusion of a
number of smaller revolutionary groups.
In the period preceding
obstacles were raised- because. of dif--
ferences between these groups on the ques-
tion of whether it was right to take part in
elections to Parliament, and on the correct
attitude to the Labour Party.

Writing to Sylvia Pankhurst in 1919
Lenin expressed his view-of the overriding
issue in this debate:

‘Iam personally convinced that to re-
‘nounce participation in the Parliamentary
elections is a mistake for the revolutionary
workers of England, but better to. make
that mistake than to delay the formation
of a big workers’ communist party in
England__out ..

elemahps,

you, with sympathies

in a.

the . fusion -

the tendencies ..and.

Programme not tactics

THE revolutionary party seeks to politically unif)} the working class.

‘If, for example, among the British

- Socialist Party (the major element in the

future CP) there are sincere Bolsheviks
who. refuse, because of differences over
partzcatzon in Parliament, to merge at
once in' a communist party with the
tendencies 4, 6, and 7 (three other group-
ings which later helped to form the CP)
then ‘these Bolsheviks, in my opinion,
would be making a mistake a thousand
times greater than the mistaken refusal to

_participate in elections to the bourgeois

English Parliament.’ (Letter to Sylvia
Pankhurst, 28 August 1919.)

" So in 1919 Lenin was quite clear that -
. the unity of revolutionaries, in one big

Compmunist Party, was of an importance
that Mr outweighed differences over ques-
tions as far-reaching-as the correct attitude
to bourgeois parliaments.

-Why did‘Lenin put sq much weight on

thls Guestionof unityof gevolutionaries in -
“and .siand, SIBGeREly s fO + v onesbig pariyd -« = «an A o
a3t 250503 First of all we have to dismiss any im-

plication that from Lenin’s point of view it
was one big manoeuvre. Consistently
through the history of the Bolshevik fac-
tion in Russia up to its final split with the
Mensheviks with the outbreak of the First
World War, we can trace the same consis-
tent attitude on Lenin’s part.

‘Lenin’s attitude to disagreements in
the Bolshevik faction after 1905 presents a
silmilar example to illustrate this point.

After the 1905 revolution in Russia there
was a big debate withiri the ranks of the
Bolshevik faction on whether they should
boycott or take part on the elections to the
newly established Duma. Factions were
formed on either side, and there was a
fierce debate,  but both Bogdanov and
Lenin, who led the fight on either side,
were agreed on one thing — neither felt

.this disagreement.justified a split and the

formationtof seperate parties.

. 5 v «'o Chiris Harman refers to ouy: different

tactics in the steel strike as a major indica-

hat basis
for unity?

tion of the impossibility of unity between
our two organisations. The difference of
approach embodied by Real Steel News
and the Steel Sheet are important. But
since we no doubt agreed on the central
issues — that the workers should not
subordinate their interests to the viability
of the industry; that the present leadership
of the steel unions would in no way lead
the fight to win; and that a new leadership
is needed based on militants at the base of
the unions — can differences on other
questions really be used to argue against
unity.

What would Lenin have thought of

these excuses from our lack of unity — he
did not demur from being in the same
organisation with revolutionaries who
took a completely different attitude on the
fundamental issue of the correct approach
to institutions of the l_)om:geois-state.f

So what were the principles that Lenin

" Britain out. of NATO,

Jooked to which allowed him to take sucha
consistent attitude to the unity of revolu-
tionaries?

The revoluuonary party exists for a
very specific purpose — to lead and unify
the working class in achieving its historic
interests, the overthrow of capitalism and
social revolution. This is no easy task.

First, it is no easy task because the im- .
perialist bourgeoisic is very -strong.
Especially in the advanced  industrial
countries like Britain, it is clear that.

capitalism will only be overthrown by ...

bringing huge social forces into play. The
whole working class — or nearly all — will
have to be united in its tasks in order to
bring, about the social revolution that
marks the end of capitalism. )

Revolutionaries in building a party are
creating an instrument to maximise the
unity of the working class towards this
goal in the field of politics.

But this brings us slap up against
another big problem. The working class
today is not united; it doesn’t have a sense
of.its destiny as a whole. It is divided by
nation, race, sex, skill, age, occupation,
political and cultural levels, between pro- )
ductive and unproductive workers and in
many other ways. Even among revolu-
tionaries these differences and divisions
express themselves, so that dlscovermg the
best route to achieving the interests of the.
woll;kmg class as a whole is again no easy :
tas

This explains the whole history of the
revolutionary movement. It explains that
among revolutionaries, who are seeking to
realise the historic interests of the working
class as a whole, there has to be the liveliest
of debates and continual discussion.

It is this process of debate and discus-
sion, of approaching problems from one .
angle and then another, of following
through differences and fighting for them
by forming tendencies and factions when.
necessary, that is the only way to begin to-
approach the interests of the working class
as a whole.

Coupled with this full debate within
the ranks of revolutionaries there has to be
the utmost unity in action around a set of
tactical prescnpuons agreed by the ma-
jority.

This is the way that revolutionaries
who are serious about the tasks confron-
ting them  have to behave. There is no
shortcut to ensuring that the ideas of
revolutionaries are right except to debate,
discuss and then to act, assess, and debate
again This is not the ‘sectarian wrangl-
ing’ (a favourite CP phrase) feared by
Chris Harman, but the liveliest and best
tradition of the working class movement.

Lenin considered that the need for uni-
ty of revolutionaries was .an overriding
question because the main role of the
revolutionary party is to unify the working
class against the capitalist class. How cana
revolutionary party hope to succeed in
unifying the class in the field of politics if
it cannot even unite with others it sees as
revolutionary because of dlfferences over
secondary questions?

Unify

Once we understand that the main task
of the revolutionary party is to unify the
working class it becomes immediately
clear that it is the height of irresponsibility
to allow divisions to continue among
revolutionaries on secondary questions. If
we think those who were revolutionaries
have moved into the camp of the
bourgeoisie then we may well have to split
from them. .

The IMG believes that the SWP is an
organisation of serious revolutionaries in
the camp of the working class. We do.
think our differences with the SWP are a
serious matter, which we should con-
tinuously debate and discuss.

We consider that the SWP’s analysis of
the Soviet Union is not only wrong but
potentially dangerous. It could lead the
SWP out of the camp of the working class,
in our opinion. We make no secret of this.
But if we can agree on a campaign to stop
Cruise missiles being stationed in this
country; if we can share a position in
favour of unilateral disarmament and of -
then we should
work together and carry on the debate on
the Soviet Union,

This is not a manoeuvre, nor is it sec-
tarian wrangling. It is a matter of having a -
sense of proportion in facing up to the
huge tasks of building a revolutionary par-
ty that overcomes the divisions inside the
class we are based on. .

Parties, as opposed to sects, are based
on the historic interests of whole classes.
For revolutionaries this means the work-
ing class.

.In our view the SWP is a revolutionary
organisation. It does seek to pursue the in-
terests of the working class. Unless it is the
view of the SWP that the IMG is not a
revolutionary organisation — that it has
crossed into the camp of the bourgeoisie
— then there is no basis for arguing that
we should not unite in one organisation,
That is the best way to pursue the interests
of the workmg class

There is certainly no basis for arguing_
against discussing our .differences. and
engagmg in. joint » work »where- we -can

E agree. To fail to do that would B¢ careless

of the massive tasks that confront us.
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LETTERS

RATES for ads to appear in What's Left. 5p
per word or £4 per col. inch. Deadline: noon
Sat. prior to publication. Payment in advance.
ROOM available in South-east London.
Communal set-up. Ring Freeman, Oldham or

- Woods 01-858 6865.

PLUTO PRESS REPRESENTATIVE
We are looking for a committed -socialist

-~with experience in publishing or the book trade

to work as a sales representative in outer
London, the south of Ertgland and Wales. The
job is based in London office and includes
liaising with agents abroad and participating in
general policy-making. We are looking for
someone who is well organised and able to
drive. R )

The job allows for plenty of initiative and
responsibility within a supportive and friendly
environment. Salary £5,000.

Apply in writing with full c.v. to: Pluto
Press, Unit 10 Spencer Court, 7 Chalcot Road,
London NW1 8LH. Tel 01-722 0141.
PICKET to protest against the detention. of
Spanish political prisoners. Outside Spagish
Embassy, Sat 5 July, l1lam to noon, 24
Belgrave Sq, London SW1. Friends of ETA.
ENFIELD Revolution gig and disco. 3 Strange
Angels and Instant Class 1X. Sat 12 Jly, 8 ’til
late, at Scope Community Centre, 232a
Ponders End, High St, Enfield.

. PRESS Freedom conference, sponsored by the
NUJ, TUC, and the Campaign for Press
Freedom. Sat, 12 Jly, 10am to 6.30pm. Social
7.30 to 10.30pm, with showing of CARM film
It Ain’t Half Racist, Mum. At Leeds Trades
Club, Saville Mount, Leeds.. Everyone
welcome.

the Nicaraguan
Revolution celebration, Sat 19 Jly, 7pm, Logan
Hall, Beford Way, London WCI. Poetry from
Linton Kwesi Johnson, reggae from Aswad,

plus Latin American music from Saraguru. .

Speakers from Granadan, Cuban, Mexican,
and Vietnamese embassies, and Stan Newens
MP. Tickets £2 in advance or £2.50 on the
door. . 'Contact Nicaraguan ~ Solidarity
Campaign tel. 01-226 6747.

KILBURN Troops Out public. meeting. Ruth
McAllister, recently released Armagh protest

* prisoner, speaks on the prisoners’ struggle and
28

the war in Ireland. Tues 8 July, 8pm, at
Chippenham pub, Shirland Rd, London W9.
Buses 31 or 28.
PROTEST AND SURVIVE
European nuclear disarmament

Public meeting with E P ‘Thompson,
supported by Ken Coates, Peggy Duff, Stuart
Holland MP, Mary Kaldor, Bruce Kent,
Zhores Medvedev, Dan Smith and Susannah

ork.
Thurs- 10° Jly, 7.30pm, Central - Hall,

Westminster
CONFERENCE to launch national child-care
campaign, jointly called by the London
Nursery -Campaign and the Surrey Docks
Child-care Project. Sat 5 Jly, 10.30am to Spm,
at Queen Mary College, Student Union,
Bancroft Rd, off Mile End Rd, London E3.
Creche, low cost food, pooled fare. Adm £1.50
(75p unwaged). Details from Carol 01-231 3033
or Myra 01-981 221.

SNSCEVENTS

BRADFORD: SC available from Fourth Idea
Bookshop, 14 Southgate. ;

HACKNEY: Socialist Challenge jumble sale.
Sat 5 July 2pm St James Church Hall, Powell
Rd, ES. Donations -of goods to Hackney

.branch.

HACKNEY Socialist Challenge public
meeting, ‘Revolution in Central America and
the Caribbean’. Tuesday 22 July, Homerton
Library, 7.30pm. Speakers: Fitzroy Ambersley
(recently returned from Caribbean and
Grenada), Toni Gorton, and Nicaraguan
Solidarity Committee speaker. :
HUDDERSFIELD: SC supporters sell papers
every Saturday 11am-1pm. The Piazza. SC also
available at Peaceworks.

LAMBETH: SC now available. at kiosk
Brixton tube, Oval tube, Herne Hill British
Rail and Tetric Books Clapham.

NEWHAM: SC sale every Saturday, 11am to
noon, Queen’s Rd Market, Upton Park.
OLDHAM: SC sold every Saturday outside
Yorkshire Bank, High Street. For more
information about local activities. Tel. 061-682
5151.

OXFORD: SC supporters sell every Fri 12-2pm
outside Kings Arms and = every Sat
10.30-12.30pm in Cornmarket.
STOCKPORT:. SC sold every Saturday ipm
Mersey Square. Tel. 061-236 4905 for more
information.

SWINDON: SC on sale 11-1 every Sat., Regent
St (Brunel Centre).

TEESSIDE: SC sales: at Newsfare shops in
Cleveland Centre and on Linsthorpe Rd,
Middlesbrough, and at Greens Bookstall,
upstairs in Spencer Mkt, Stockton High St.
TEESSIDE SC public meeting: ‘Can the
Labour Party bring socialism?’ Thurs 10 July,
7.30pm, Borough Hotel, Corporation Rd,
Middlesbrough.

TEESSIDE: Thursday 24 July SC forum: Iran
and the Middle East. 7.30pm Borough Hotel,
Corporation Rd, Middlesbrough.

TOWER HAMLETS: SC supporters sell
papers every Friday 5-6pm Watney Mkt, Sat
tube, Sunday
10.30-12.00 Brick Lane.

LIVERPOOL: SC public meeting Thurs 26
June 7.30pm, ‘Miami — Bristol: The Black
Revolt’.  Speaker: Paul Adams, Revolution
Youth national cmttee. Venue: 15a Richmond
St (off Williamson Square).
WOLVERHAMPTON: Socialist Challenge
supporters meeting. Why the Communist
Party isn’t a Communist Party. 14 july, 8pm
Coach and Horses, Cannock Rd. Speaker:
Mick Powis.

IMG NOTICES

TRADE union fraction . leaderships
aggregate. Saturday 5 July, 10-S, Caxton
House, 129 St Johm’s Way, London N19.
Nearest Tube: Archway, Northetn Line.
NATIONAL Abortion Campaign fraction
takes place on Saturday S July at the National
Centre, 10-6. All branches to send one

representative. Spare copies of new abortion -

pamphilet also required and Women in Action
for this weekend.

ANTI-CRUISE missiles fraction: the first
meeting of this new fraction will take place at
the National Centre on Saturday 19 July. The
meeting starts at 11am. All branches to send
one representative.
BULLETINS. Out Bulletin

now! on

. Afghanistan (35p), Minutes of World Congress

(£1.50). Orders being taken now for CC
bulletin (40p). Still available: IMG conference
minutes and IMG International information
bulletin. All bulletin orders to be taken through
IMG branches.

CENTRAL Committee report backs: branches
should schedule report backs from the last CC
from CC member resident in their area.
Otherwise the centre will provide a reporter at

: the normal speakers fee. Documents available
in the next two weeks. -

Irish Solidarity
— a hecessary
addition

WE were pleased to see con-
siderable coverage given once
again to the Irish struggle (19
June). -
We do however have one main
criticism of this article and of .
those preceeding it. In the double
page spread (‘No Tory plans for
Ireland’) there were contributions
from Irish trade unionists, the
Provos, and the IMG none of
which mentioned the all too fre-
quently forgotten sympathising
section of the Fourth Interna-
tional in Ireland, Peoples
Democracy.
The Comrades in PD are
xfighting around the programme of
a 32-County socialist republic and
the debate around affiliation to
the FI is taking place in PD. In
their struggle to add a hard,
political cutting edge to the war in
Ireland, they would therefore
naturally expect considerable sup-
port from their closest section.

We feel that this support is
seriously lacking, both from the
IMG-and Socialist Challenge.

_ As part of a revolutionary
organisation in Britain we would
in no way doubt the commitment
of our organisation to fighting the
imperialism of our own ruling
class. However, this commitment
could be expressed more fully by
-expressing our solidarity with the
comrades in Ireland both more
openly and concretely..

PD comrades from the 32
Counties intervened at the recent
H Block demonstration and con-
ference. At the conference in
Belfast, comrade Fergus O’Hare
was re-elected onto the national
Smash H Block Committee with
one of the largest votes. PD also
produced a pamphlet, H Block
Struggle — Irish Revolution On
the March, which can be obtained
from:

Connolly Bookshop,
Avocca Park,
Andersonstown,

Belfast E 70
PD has always fought for a

broad-based campaign on the H
Block issue despite criticism from
both Sinn Fein and the left. To-
day, the campaign argued for by
PD has massive support. PD has
been involved in the campaign
throughout Ireland. They are ac-
tive in Belfast, Dublin, Limerick,
and Cork.

They have been in the
forefront of the Armagh
Prisoners Solidarity Committee
and have been active in the trade
unions and student movement.
PD’s.paper Socialist Republic is
sold across the 32 Counties.

In all our solidarity work on
Ireland in this country it should
be one of the main political tasks
of the IMG to both consult and
give massive support to PD in-
cluding raising funds.

‘We hope that our criticisms
will be noted and acted upon for
the sake of the Fourth Interna-
tional®and the Irish struggle.

PAULINE ROE, Birmingham
IMG and TOM, '

STEVEN McGARVEY, Birm-
ingham Revolution and TOM

Defend
Chinese
dissident

WE, the undersigned, protest
strongly against the sentence of 15
years imprisonment imposed on
Wei Jingsheng who was arrested
on 29 March, 1979.

We believe the case brought by

. the Chinese Government against

Wei is not an isolated case, but it
illustrates the government’s inten-
tion of suppressing the people’s
struggle for basic human and
democratic rights.

Since his show trial, the
Chinese Government has not re-
judged Wei’s case according to
the people’s will, but on the con-
trary, it has deepened the repres- -
sion against the democratic move-
ment, :

At the same time as Wei’s ar-
rest, the Chinese Government ar-
rested other democratic movement
activists including Fu Yuehua,
Ren Wanding angd other sup-
porters. It had reWoked the Si Da
(four basic democratic principles),
banned the Democratic Wall (Xi-
Dan) and numerous unofficial
magazines.

IT'S A LONG TIME
SINCE 1 SAW A BR\T

Based on these facts, we
believe that the Chinese Govern-
ment’s policy is undemocratic and
repressive. We strongly disagree
with such moves and demand:

1. The immediate granting of
all basic citizen’s rights to Wei
and other dissidents and their un-
conditional release.

* 2. Chinese citizens have the
constitutional right to freedom of
speech, publication, rally, form-
ing political parties, forming trade
unions. We demand that the
Chinese Government should pro-.
tect these rights.

3. Immediate reinstitution of
the Democracy Wall for the peo- |
ple to exercise their rights of

"freedom of speech.

TARIQ ALI, ROBIN .
BLACKBURN, TREVOR
GRIFFITHS, FRED
HALLIDAY, QUINTIN
HOARE, STEVEN LUKES,
RALPH MILIBAND, E P
THOMPSON, Committee to
Defend Democratic Rights in
ﬁl;ina. P.O. Box 50, London

Dyslexia —
not an iliness

I WAS horrified to read the note
Brain damage? on the letters page
of the 12 June issue-of Socialist
Challenge.

_ Many people who have dyslex-
ia are stigmatised as ‘sick’ by
competitive capitalist societies
which are obsessed with

_‘intelligence’. Our society has in-

corporated dyslexia and the
stigmatisation of people who have
dyslexia into the wider class
system.

Your attitude to dyslexia is
comparable in its patronising tone
to the way you cover gay and
related news. I am gay twenty
four hours a day, not just in the
trade unions, and not just in every
five or ten issues of Socialist
Challenge.

EDWARD BELL, London

Wise not to
unite?

EVEN by your own standards the
decision of the League for
Socialist Action not to fuse with
the International Marxist Group is
principled. X

You reported (19 June) that
the ‘LSA disagreed with the posi-
tions adopted by the IMG con-
ference on revolutionary unity...’
This isn’t just a tactical question.

It is a disagreement with the
IMG’s strategic and program-
matic position that the Socialist
Workers Party is a revolutionary
organisation with whom the IMG
could unify in principle.

It would appear that the
Bishop of Chester has a clearer .
understanding of this than the
unity zealots of Upper Street. In a
letter to the Times recently on
unity between the Anglican and
Roman Catholic churches, he
noted: .
‘However, a dictum of Lenin
concerning the desirability and
method of uniting the varying
bodies of the Social Democratic
Movement on a common platform |
is worth repeating:

. ¢ “‘Before uniting, and in
order to unite, we must decisively
and definitely draw a line of
separation. Otherwise our union
would be merely fiction, covering
up the present confusion and
preventing its radical removal.’’ *

Although not a member of the
LSA, it seems to me that they
have drawn a line on the question
of your attitude to the SWP. In
the present circumstances they
would be wise not to cross it. .

TONY MARSH, Bootle.

UH-OH! SPOKE
TOO SOON !
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Defend
anti-racists

LAST Saturday, 21 June, the
police attacked an Earlington
Family Defence Committee street
meeting on the Seven Sisters

Road, North London. They broke

up the meeting and arrested four
supporters of Fight Racism! Fight
Imperialism!

- . In protest against this and to

. defend the right to put forward

anti-racist views, Fight Racism!
Fight Imperialism! has called a
street meeting: Assemble at
1.30pm, Saturday 5 July, on
Seven Sisters Road, near the junc-
tion with Holloway Road, near

. McDonalds.

These arrests follow two
previous occasions when police
harassed the street meetings. They
were told in no uncertain terms
that we had no intention of stop-
ping the meeting but would con-
tinue to speak, distribute ’
literature and raise support for
the struggles of black people.

Their sole aim was to stop the
street meeting. This is proved by
the fact that the four arrested
were not even immediately charg-
ed. The police say that they are
‘considering’ issuing summonses._

Police of Holloway area are
well known for their brutal racist
attacks on black people. The
reason for this attack on the
sellers of Fight Racism! Fight Im-
perialism! and the meeting is
because they were exposing the

- truth of vicious attacks on black
people and the growing revolu-
tionary struggle of black people.

We will be back on 5 July, do-
ing what we have done for the
past 7 months — speaking out
against this thuggery. We call on
all your readers to support this
meeting.

_ Stand up against police harass-
ment.

MAXINE WILLIAMS, London

Behind the

‘democratic

socialists’

PHIL Hearse gave a good ac-
count of the rise and fall of the
Campaign for Nuclear Disarma-
ment (19 June). Quite rightly, he
ascribes CND’s defeat largely to a
right-wing organisation with the
misleading title of Campaign for
Democratic Socialism. It used its
influential contacts and lavish

" funds to get the Labour Party

conference decision, supporting
unilateral nuclear disarmament
reversed.

Less well known is howithe
Campaign for Democratic
Socialism came into existence.

The preliminary meeting was
held in a flat of a journalist nam-
ed Ivan Yates. The small group
who met there, realising the daun-
ting size of the task, saw it would
‘be impossible effectively to
challenge CND unless substantial
funds were found. A whip round
at the meeting raised only £370,

“of which Lord Diamond and Lord

Longford gave £150 each. Reluc-
tantly, it was agreed to -abandon
the project if much bigger sources
of finance did not become -
available.

“At the next meeting, Bill
Rodgers, MP for Stockton, an-
nounced their money worries were
over. He had succeeded in getting
Certain Individuals Anonymously
— perhaps this could be ab-
breviated to CIA — to put up the
money. From that moment the
Campaign for-Democratic
Socialism became so wealthy that
it seems to have possessed more

‘pound notes than Mr Lipton does
-tea leaves.

At the present time, with the
recrudescence of the nuclear
debate, Bill Rodgers has emerged
as the foremost.advocate of

Cruise missile craziness. He
should be questioned publicly -
about the funding of the Cam-
paign for Democratic Socialism.
Should he continue to keep
these financial arrangements hid-
den, people are liable to suspect
he has something to hide. This
would particularly be so if he
tried the same trick again. Con-
fronted by mounting opposition
to Britain’s nuclear policies, will
he create another organisation —
financed by Certain Individuals
Anonymously — in an attmpt to
undermine the protest movement?

RAY CHALLINOR, Whitley
Bay

Ldoking 'back
on the SWP

THE letter from Colin Herd and
Steve Treloar (5 June) dealt with
their experience in the SWP and
their subsequent decision to leave
and join the IMG. I’ve been
through a similar process myself
and would like to add to what
they said for two reasons.

~ Like many people, I'd been
around the left for some time and
never seen any reason to join any
particular organisation. I even-
tually joined the SWP because I
was impressed by the Anti Nazi
League and saw them as the main
initiators of that movement. I had
also been reading Women’s Voice
regularly and saw it as the best
women’s liberation journal
available. .

My experience as a new
member of the SWP was that no
attempt was made to educate me
in the politics of the organisation.
The one and only training school
I attended occurred as a result of
the influx of new members
through the ANL. It was devoted
to the ‘turn’ away from the ANL
and back to rank and filism.

This ‘turn’ was never discussed
by the whole organisation either
before the school or afterward.

My experience of Women’s

- Voice (the organisation), was

almost identical. It gradually
became more directly tied to the
SWP. A woman joining Women’s
Voice was in fact joining the SWP
but without enjoying the rights of
an SWP member.

. Women’s Voice allowed the
SWP leadership, and the
organisation as a whole, to do
and say very little regarding

. women’s oppression or the

women’s movement — all such
discussion being channelled off in-
to a seperate organisation. One of
the results was that the rampant
sexism which exists in the SWP
goes largely unchallenged.

For the SWP a cadre organisa-
tion is unnecessary, the implica-
tion being that joining the SWP
(or Rebel or Women’s Voice or a
rank and file group) is in itself
enough.

I hope that the debate between
our two organisations continues
on a political basis. Like Colin
and Steve, I met many commited
revolutionaries in the SWP for
whom I have a great deal of
respect. My personal hope is that
we will eventually convince these

comrades of the superiority of our
organisation and win them to the
ranks of the Fourth International.
H MACPHERSON,

London NW10

Orwell prize.

FOR the fifth year of the George
Orwell Memorial Prize, Penguin
Books Ltd is offering an award of
£750. The award will be given for
an article, essay, or a series of ar-
ticles commenting on current
cultural, social, or political issues
anywhere in the world. )

The work must have been
published in the UK, in a
newspaper, periodical, or pam-
phlet in the preceding year. For
the 1980 award any article or
pamphlet which appeared in 1979
will be eligible. The judges will be
looking for originality, literary
merit, and expressive power.

The judges are: Lord Boyle

‘(chairperson), Dan Jacobsen,

Francis Wyndham, David Watt,
Miriam Gross.

Submissions should be spon-
sored either by the editor of the
publication in which the article -
appeared, or by the organisation
which commissioned the pam-
phlet. No entry will be considered
unless it is so sponsored.

The closing date for receipt of
entries is 8 August 1980. Entries
to: Barbara Buckley, National
Book League, Book House, 45
East Hill, London SW18 2Q3.

GEORGE ORWELL
MEMORIAL PRIZE

‘Petr Uhl and the
jailed Chartists in
Czechoslovakia’

Excellent new campaigning
pamphlet,

40p plus 12p (p&p)

From SC Pamphlets, .

PO Box 50, London N1 2XP.
Bulk order rates on request.

INTERNATIONAL

Theorsticai Journatof the intemational Marsis

INTERNATIONAL, theoreti-
cal journal of the IMG. Now
available at a 25p discount to
IMG branches. Send in your
orders right away.

Micro-chip
‘miscalculation

Granule of military might,
Omniscient atom brain

all-but split and split and split
in a brilliant flash so searing,

Pat Arrowsmith

mischievous molecule comprising
million megatonne micro-mind:

suddenly last week got muddled,
made a monstrous minute error, -

massive earthquake roar so thundering -
our globe would have exploded, shrivelled
like a. pin pricked toy balloon.

again...
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" and delay the Tory Government

for the North of Ireland.

And although Secretary of
State Humphrey Atkins says he is
still considering a couple of op-
tions, the overall principle behind
the plan is clear — to hand over
authority to the Loyalists.

Some limitations may be placed
on this power but the Tories have
once again decided to play the Orange
card. The people of the North of
Ireland ‘can now look forward to the
establishment of a ‘devolved’ regime
with the Rev Ian Paisley at its head.

The Tories argue that this is a
‘democratic’ solution, that the rule of
the North of .Ireland majority must
prevail. It is a peculiar sort of

democracy which needs_the protec-

tion of 15,000 British soldiers and the
same number again - of locally
recruited soldiers and cops to survive.

And it ‘is a Strange concept of
justice and’ equality before the law
which this week allowed:'a former
member of the Royal Ulster Con-
stabulary to be let off with a suspend-

" ed two-yéar prison sentence for kid- -

napping a Catholic priest.

Truth ;

The truth is that such a
‘democracy’ is a sham. Ttisbased on a
North of Ireland state established in
1921 against the wishes of the people
of Ireland as a whole-and without
even the support of the majority in
the nine-county province of Ulster.
The only way the state could be born, .
the only way it has survived since is’
through the presence of-the armed
might of the British state,

The truth is this simple and this
obvious: the war in the North of
Ireland is being fought, the thousands
of British troops are there-because the
_majority of the people of-Ireland are
opposed to the partition of Ireland.

The Tories, as the-- Labour
Government before them, are still

determined to enforce the division of -

Ireland at the point of a gun. The pro-
posals announced by Atkins would
not see the light of day if British
troops were not in occupation of the
North of Ireland. T~ .

The majority of the Irish people
will offer -no welcome to the. Tory
plans, and that rejection should be
taken up in this country._ ’

It is'an encouraging sign that for
the first time in ten years the national
executive of the Labour Party has
broken from the traditional ‘bipar-
tisan’ approach. This-is the meaning .,
of the statemént- agreed last week- by
- the NEC*c'rmt;psmg the tormre m t
R

B

—

AI"I‘ER months of speculatlon »
‘has finally announced: its plans_

infamous Long Kesh and Armagh
prisons where Irish political prisoners

are held and brutalised daily.

It was only to be expected that the

leaders of the Parliamentary Labour
Party would show their contempt for
Labour Party democracy and savage-
ly attack the NEC’s mild statement

Socialist policies for the crisis

SOCIALIST Challenge sold 70 copies
in the Warrington steel plant last
week. The reason? Steelworkers want
to read a paper that takes up their
fight against steel closures, a paper
that tells them about other struggles
against redundancy as the employ-
ment figures rise.

But to take a stand against volun-
tary redundancies in the workplace
today requires clear answers. Socialist
Challenge provides the only answers,
the socialist answers — for the right to
work, aainst the profit system, for a

planned economy —- that militants

, are finding they need more and more
, to fight the Tories effectively:. -,

‘want a new,

Lo T, conﬂm‘:ﬂqﬁpg‘a t(np lhe%paper :

Reglstel:eb wngh the Post Offlce as’“a newspaper Publxshed’ by Cardmal Enterpnses for Socvahst Challenge.: §g§/9 Upper Street London Nl Prmted by East End Oﬁset Ltd (TU) London Ez -

needs cash. In the autumn we intend
to relaunch Socialist Challenge in a
big way. The staff will be touring the
country to discuss lmprovements we
can make.

We know that large numbers of
people will be fighting the Tories’
vicious policies next winter and we
improved Socialist
Challenge to be there fighting with
them. We appeal to our regular
readers to dig into their pockets and
give us some cash before they hit the
beaches, or the floods.

Our thanks this week to:

J Carroll. o £L00
. ‘M Tupper . . " - o 15,00
tCun;ulqnvetmab 57- S %65‘3} ,

[EERPIE S I

created by the last Labour govern- -

Unfortunately some of the ’ ft’m

the NEC have already:back-tracked
on the statement they voted for, The .
reverse  should happen. The only S
socialist solution for Ireland is to
allow the Irish people to decide their i
own future, and that is what thg leftin P
the Labour Party should be saying = .
about the Atkins’ proposals. A deter- e
mined struggle needs to be taken up S
within - the :Labour Party . to: break -
once and for all with blpartxsanshlp

Struggle

;- With or without such a struggle,”
" the fight ggamst the Tor oy ‘solution’. =
and all British “solutions’ for Ireland
needs to be stepped: up. Three weeks
ago the Committee for Withdrawal
from Ireland called for a demonstra-
tion based on opposition to the Tory
plans, and called instead for British
withdrawal. This initiative was taken
up at the Troops Out Movement con-
ference last Sunday.

The date for that demonstration is
8 November. That may seem a long
time away. But it gives all those in this
country committed to ending British
presence in Ireland an opportunity to
build the demonstration into a
« massive display of opposition to
s - *Britain’s pursuit of the Irish war.

" The easiest way to end that war is
for Britain to get out now. That is
why Socialist Challenge is supporting
a troops out now contingent on the
demonstration.

Atkins and the Labour leaders
who support him need to be told
unequivocally that they have
nothing to offer the Irish people.
Let them and the troops they con- -
trol leave Ireland to find its own
peace and its own solution. Let
the call on 8 November be for
them to do that without delay.

criticising the prison conditions.
After all, those conditions were

ment.

12 months £12.50; 6months
12 months — Surface Mail
Airmail

Britain:
Abroad:

Multi-reader institutions: Double the above rate

Name
Address

I enclose a donation for the Fighting Fund of

Chequu POsandMoneyOrderssnouldbemade to ‘Socialist Challenge
Complete and return to: Socialist Challenge, 328 Upper Street Lpndon N1-
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