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Reagan’s
visit and the
ElSalvador
elections
see pages
3.4,5.

Norman ‘caveman’ Teb-
bit is again on the war
path  against trade
unionists and young
people.
He is preparing

® Further attacks on
union rights He is con
sidering amendments
to his own anti-union
Bill now going through
parliament to force
secret ballots on ¢trikes
and lay-oft without pay
workers 1 enterprises

affected by sectoral
strikes.

® The extension of his
Youth Trainina

Schemes to include al!
youth between 16 and
17 This would enforce o
maximum wage of f15
per week.

Tebbit has been en:
couraged to up the ante
by the pathetic failure

Norman Tenbit

i oGl Laue WUl and
Labour leadership to
prepare any serious

tight against his laws
The response to his at
tacks on youth has been
nothing short of

disgraceful

Tebbit's  proposals
for secret strike ballots
have nothing to do with
extending democratic
nghts. He has simply

ON UNIONS

AND YOU

noted- the massive 'm
pact that the Tory ;:ress
can have on union deci-
sion making, if the pro
cedure is taken out of
mass meetings of
workers. He is more
hopeful that playing on
the isolated individual
outside of the solidarity
and feeling of collective
strength of mass
meetings will sap any
determination of
workers to fight back.
The undemocratic way

. that the union leaders

conduct union affairs
gives the opening to
Tebbit on this front.

If the anti union
laws are Tebbit's right
hook, his attacks on
youth constitute a
sharp blow to the solar
plexis. It is indispen

™

Under Tebbit’s laws, the clause waiving liability against any

official that repudiates strike action will put pressure on the
unions to further discipline the rank and file — even fo
every day trade union activity.

sable that the trade : ' i
union and labour move :
ment rise up to defend
the youth. If they don’t,
not only will the youth
suffer a crushing blow,
but the wage cutting
plans of this Tory
government will receive
a massive boost.

The fight for union
rights and the fight for
youth rights go hand in
hand. Rank and file
workers, in struggle
after struggle, have
shown their willingness
to fight. The youth
rebellions of last sum
mer showed the in-
domitable spirit of the
youth. What we all
want is a lead. This is a
task which the
meeting of trade union
executives on 5 April is
unlikely to provide.

Under Tebbit's laws the closed shop Will be almost ihpossible

to win or maintain. £20.000 will be paid to scabs or ‘nonners

court any unio

Under Tebbit's laws union funds will be liable. Any
employer that has the inclination will be able to take to
n involved in strike action.

Under Tebbit’s laws, refusal to obey court orders to stoj
strike action will lead to the imprisonment of trad
unionists.
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THE VICTORY of Roy Jenkins
in the Hillhead by-election last
week is a further consolida-
tion of the Social
Democratic/Liberal Alliance.

It rubs in the message that
the Alliance will be a major
obstacle to the achievement
of a majority Labour govern-
ment at the next general elec-
tion.

But the question remains:
how can the SDP be fought by
the labour movement and why
has that fight been unsuc-
cessful so far?

The Hillhead result does not con-
tradict the trends already established
by Warrington, Croydon and Crosby.

* That the Tories did and will suffer
greater losses at the hands of the
Alliance than the Labour Party (a
16.7 per cent swing away from the
Tories, a 13.7 per cent swing from
Labour).

* That the Alliance will be a serious
factor in the formation of the next
government unless they can be
politically defeated by Labour (even a
cautious extrapolation from Hillhead
would give a hung parliament with the
Alliance in third place acting as coali-
tion partners for any possible govern-
ment to have a majority in the House
of Commons).

» That the Alliance can win in a wide
variety of different seats (even against
a ‘radical’ Scottish Nationalist can-
didate, Roy Jenkins was able to take
the lion’s share of the protest vote
from the Tories and Labour and
deprive the SNP of its deposit — an
outcome which many commentators
— including Socialist Challenge —
misestimated.

 That the Labour Party cannot
decisively defeat the Alliance in a
general election with the sort of ‘low
profile’ campaign waged by David
Wiseman.

The predominant attitude towards
the SDP within the left of the labour
movement has been to turn Nelson’s
eye towards the SDP in the hope that
it will go away. Others have even
greeted its emergence, seeing it as a
poultice to draw the right wing poison
out of the labour movement. Neither
of these strategies will succeed.

The argument that the SDP is a
creation of the media is true; nobody
can question the astonishingly par-
tisan, nature of the coverage it has
received from a press corps from
which it has found its most en-
thusiastic members.

But the argument that the SDP
will therefore disappear as its news
value becomes dated is unjustified. It
fails to answer why the press has given
this support and whether or not the
party has a wider backing from within
ruling class circles.

Tony Benn was in no doubt that
the latter was the case when he
described the SDP as a conspiracy
hatched by the City. But why should
such a conspiracy suggest itself?

Thatcher upon assuming office in
May 1979 made some firm promises
to the bosses. She promised that she
would restore the profits of the
capitalist class through curbing the
power of the trade union movement.
This would be achieved through the
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The H)'I[head campaign should have based itself on the gains of the last conference

Hillhead's lessons

creation of mass unemployment and
the continuous erosion of basic rights
won by the working class.

Such a programme would take
two terms of office to complete. A
recipe was required for maintaining
electoral support while implementing
devastating attacks on working class
living standards. Thatcher, despite
cries to the contrary from the ‘drys’
within the Tory Party, has held true to
this strategy. Many defeats have been
suffered by the unions in the battle to
defend jobs. Attacks on basic rights
have been carried through with littie
response from the labour movement.

The countdown to a ‘law and
order’ election has begun. The Tebbit
proposals to shackle the unions will
have their third reading on 26 April.

But the ruling class still fun-
damentally doubts the ability of the
Tories to carry through this pro-
gramme.

The rot set in with the miners’
strike against pit closures in February
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YA“)'najor obstacle to a majority Labour government

for the
lahour movement

last year. However temporary the
retreat of the Tories it confirmed in
the minds of the bosses that Thatcher
was far from succeeding in her major

" objectives.

This lesson was confirmed by the

train drivers dispute, where a small
union set back the efforts of the
Tories to carry through the ra-
tionalisation of a major nationalised
industry.
. The speculation begun a year ago
on the outcome of the next general
election has not abated. The ruling
class is less confident than ever that
Thatcher can win through. ‘

This situation would not be so
serious if it were not the case that the
major beneficiary from this crisis of
Tory strategy was a Labour Party
rendered an unreliable prop for
capitalism as a result of the gains won
by the left over the last three years.

Today there is no Wilson/
Callaghan leadership team to pick up
the pieces from a crisis of Tory

—

strategy of the type that brought
down Heath in 1974. Other safety
nets must be found. Coalition, with
the SDP as the broker, is the answer
which has been arrived at.

It is this which explains the flex-
ibility of SDP policies rather than an
absence of policy. In fact the SDP
holds the line for the bosses on all the
most important questions of the day:
continued membership of the Com-
mon Market; the necessity of an in-
comes policy as the economy expands
slightly; the committment to support
Britain’s nuclear deterrent and our
full reponsibilities in NATO; and ,
last but not least, the pledge to reform
the unions, backed by the majority
SDP support for Tebbit.

In no sense can the SDP be
represented as a ‘soft option’, in fact
its policies in all fundamentals corres-
pond with the basic needs of the
employing class today, unlike those of
Labour.

If the ruling class has to carry out
the grand manoeuvre of coalition the
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price will be high. At least some
serious steps towards the introduction
of proportional representation in
elections will be demanded by the
SDP, sufficient to change permanent-
ly the shape of the British political
situation. In addition, if the primary
direction of such a coalition a
Tory/Alliance government, were
achieved the price would be That-
cher’s leadership, resulting in a
wholesale reform of the Tory party.

This is the reason for the SDP’s
backing from the ruling class and why
the Nelson’ eye approach will not
work. It is the crisis of the Tories
which lies at the root of the way in
which the SDP has emerged. Its back-
ing has been achieved not because it is
an alternative to the Tories, but an
essential complement.

Of course the ruling class has not
abandoned the struggle to reverse the
process of reform of the Labour Par-
ty and once again render it a party ‘fit
for government’ — a reliable prop of
the capitalist order.

Its chosen instrument is, and re-
mains, the trade union bureaucrats.

The Bishop’s Stortford agree-
ment, far from representing ‘a truce’
in the internal struggle in the Labour
Party, represents only the first step
towards a growing reassertion of the
traditional role of the bureaucracy as
the major barrier to left advance in
the party.

The fundamental aim of the
right/centre offensive is the promo-
tion of policies which, like those of
the SDP, ‘hold the line’ for the
bosses.

That’s why its totally justified to
characterise these policies as ‘SDP
policies’, and totally wrong to see the
emergence of the SDP as a useful
channel for drawing out the right
wingers in the party. The fundamen-
tal problem with the Labour Party
has never been right wingers of the
Snowden/Gaitskell/Jenkins type.
The fundamental problem is the role
of the trade union bureaucracy.

So how should the labour move-
ment fight against the grand
manouevres of the ruling class to deny
the Labour Party office?

* There has to be fight for joint
trade union and local Labour Party
action to defeat the Tories
policies, drive them from office
and to elect a Labour government
committed to socialist policies. A
defeat for the Tories particularly on
Tebbit will lay the best basis for
discrediting Thatcher entirely and
hence any coalition government in-
volving the Tories.

An election campaign based on
this type of strategy would also have
the best chance for success against the
SDP. The defeats (of the Hillhead
type) and the hollow victories (like
that of Warrington) as a result of
timid, rightist campaigns should now
convince the Labour Party that a bold
approach based on the fundamental
gains of conference policy is the way
to win the next election.

* There has to be a fight against
the SDP policies of the Labour
right wing.

The fundamental way to defeat
the effect of the SDP within the
Labour Party is to confront the real
enemy — the trade union
bureaucracy. Defence of the policy
gains of the last three years is part of
that, so is the reversal of the witch-
hunts. ’

At the same time Tony Benn has
accused the Labour leadership of
defeating the left in order to carry out
a coalition with the SDP. Foot has
vehemently denied the charge and it’s
true that the Labour right and centre
have not yet abandoned the fightfora
general election victory. But the
threat of coalition is a very real one.

The Alliance is a serious and
highly dangerous factor in British
politics for the labour movement. It
cannot be wished away. The only
basis for ensuring that the Labour
Party does not suffer Hillhead-type
defeats in the general election is the
fight for a Labour victory based on
socialist policies.

This course will mean an end to
the current truce with the Tories, a
full-blooded fight against Tebbit and
for jobs not bombs. It will also mean
an end to the truce with the Labour
right wing. But it is the only course

+has will defzar -2 SDP and the only
: ~ide in favour




Thatcher’s war
machine

By Bob Pennington

WHAT you don’t know about the Thatcher
government's arms spending, and the
schemes and plots of the arms manufacturers,
can now be put right. Go out and buy a copy of
War Lords: the CIS Report on the UK Arms In-
dustry, which at a price of 95p is a giveaway.

WEAPONS SOLD AND PROFITS MADE

Aircraft Group

Military Civil Outstanding
aircraft aircraft Trading military
Year Ending sales sales profit’ orders
31 December £m £m £m £m
0 1975 ' 267 127 27 640
e 1979 450 195 55 1,813
b 1980 613 292 63 1,703
1. Excluding launch costs.
2. To 14 June 1980.
Dynamics Group
Trading Orders
Year Ending Sales profit outstanding
31 December £m £m £m
1975 141 15 430
1979 344 23 978
1980 406 29 1,337

The pamphiet shows
how the arms manufac-
turers  and  their  ac-
complices in the Tory Par-
tv milk the ecconomy dry to
buy weapons whose only
use is to kill and maim
millions of people.

It also shows how
parliament has little or no
say in what gets spent. In
the financial year 1980/81
the defence cash limit was
set at £10.1 billion. But
that turned out to bc not
enough. By the end of the
year it had been upped by
£743 million which was a
rise of 7.5 per cent.

Budget

The  procedures  of
parliament however made
sure that no discusston was
allowed on most of these
increases, altogether less
than two per cent of the
arms budget was subject to
any detailed parliamentary
scrutiny.

If expenditure on
death and obsolescence —
most  weapons including
Trident 1 are outdated by
the time they go into pro-
duction — was already
horrifyingly high, it the
Tories have their way
things will only get worse.

in the period 1981/82
the government aims to
spend a total of £12.6
billion which is 11.5 per
cent of total government
expenditure which means
- that Britain spends more
per person on the armed
forces than any other
NATQO couniry.

Crumble

As Britain sinks ever
deeper into recession and
the social services visibly
crumble before our eves,
the Tories have jacked up
military spending by eight
per cent since coming to
oftice. )

From 1975 total public
spending, after taking in-
flation mto account. has
dipped by 2 billion,

Main areas of production spending

while military spending
has jumped by £5 billion.
Any increase in public ser-
vices has been immediately
hit on the head. As
Minister of Health Gerard
Vaughan says: ‘cash limits
are paramount once the
year starts’.

Limits

But closing hospitals
down is one thing that any 4
Tory minister is willing to =~
do. Cutting Chevaline,
Trident, Polaris and all the
other militarv parapher-
nalia is guite another mat-
ter, which has meant that
every single  vear where
mihitary  expenditure s
concerned the cash limis
have been broken.

To mahke sure that the
arms  manufacturers  can
keep the war machine roll-
ing and not be distracted-
by cash flow problems
they have been on a
guaranteed profit of 20 per
cent since- 1977, which is
2.8 per cent higher than
the average return on in-
dustrial capital in the
period 1973/77.

Health workers may
have to put up with a

miserly four per cent wage

increase, and the
unemployed youth of Bri-
tain may face years on
Social Security, but no

Defence White Paper 1981
said: ‘The government will
use the purchasing power
of the defence budget to
give the maximum support
to British industry ...” But
splurging out on weapons
does not create jobs. As
money spent goes up, and
profits climb to record
heights, jobs go down.
The Ministry of
Defence has committed
itself to cutting the 1979
total of employees from
247,000 to 200,000 by
1984. GEC Marconi which
employs 40,000 people is
already axing jobs — 900
having been cut at their
Chelmsford and
Gateshead factories with
more sackings on the way.
CIS have done a real
service to the socialist and
anti-war movements. They
have shown how the arms
manufacturers do well at
the expense of people’s
jobs and the welfare state.
Facts, figures and infor-
mation abount in this
pamphlet. We have a duty
to make sure it gets the

such economic problems
confront the arms bosses.

Government policy is
to buy the bombs and

Cost
Project (approximate)
Tornado GR1 & F2 plane £9,500m
AV8B plane' £1,000m
Sting Ray torpedo £ 920m
Type 42 Destroyer equipment £ 680m
Heavyweight torpedo’ £ 500m
Nimrod planes £ 360m
Sea Eagle missile £ 350m
Rapier missile update £ 320m
New sonar systems £ 240m
Sea Skua missile? £ 200m
Blow Pipe missile £ 200m
Ptarmigan communications’ £ 150m

Notes .

1 Estimated value of work going to UK.

2 Total development and initial production costs.
3 First phase only.

British Aerospace and the electronics companies’ main arms projects

boost the profits. The  jidest possible circula-
tion. Let’s make sure we
do that.

Company

BAe/GEC Marconi g

BAe

GEC Marconi
Ferranti/GEC Marconi
GEC Marconi

GEC Marconi
BAe/GEC Marconi
GEC Marconi

Plessey

BAe

Shorts

Plessey

CIS Report 31: The War
Lords: The UK Arms In-

dustry, 95p, available
from 9 Poland Street,
London W1.

Equipment procurement: where the

money goes 1981/2

Military running costs, excluding
equipment 1981/2

Sea equipment (32%) £1,343m

Budget overrun (estimate 10%)
£585m

Forces pay and allowances (38%)
£2,623m

Research & development (26%)
£1,683m
Development (22%) £1,419m

Land equipment (20%) £820m

Research (4%) £264m

Production (65%) £4,167m
New equipment (39%) £2,540m

Ailr equipment (40%) £1,689m

Forces pension (9%) £603m
Civilian pay (25%) £1,716m

‘Spares (25%) £1,627m

General support (8%) £316m

Building and miscellaneous stores and
services (29%) £1,980m.
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Scottish Comboign Against Tricent
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April, 1982

March starts—11-00a.m.
Blythswood square
Rally with Speakers
& Entertainment *

041-332 3141

e

- 420 sauchiehall St. Glasgow
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PRESIDENT REAGAN is going to visit Britai
on 7-9 June. Over the coming months we wi
be asked to welcome the man who has insiste
on the production of the neutron bomb, th
weapons of biological warfare and who is fois
ting Cruise missiles on Britain and the rest ©
Europe, which will make Europe -the ‘theatre
for nuclear war.

" President Reagan and his advisers condemn th
brutal suppression of trade union rights in Polan
and yet with blatant hypocrisy they increase th
financial support to the dictatorial regime in |
Salvador, which daily sanctions murder and torture

President Reagan is coming to Britain because h
knows he can find full support for his policies fror
the Tories, who themselves are prepared to spen
£10 billion to buy the American Trident missil
system. -

We believe that the colossal sum which is bein
spent on arms should be spent on more hospital
schools, better housing and bringing down the af
palling level of unemployment. We don‘t war
bombs, we want jobs. We want peace, not nucle:
holocaust.

We therefore think it is vital to show that whe
Margaret Thatcher and her Government welcom
President Reagan, she in no way speaks for th
labour and trade union movement in this countn
and urge support for a picket of the American En
bassy on the arrival of President Reagan in this cour
try. :

Sponsors include 35 Labour MPs and dozens of othe
labour movement figures and organisations.

Events include:
* Support for the CND march 6 June, London
* Picket American Embassy, 5.30pm 7 June

* Lobby of Parliament, 1pm 8 June
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AFTER THE GUATEMALAN COUP

By Phil Hearse

THINGS are becoming desperate for the
United States in Central America. Every last
hope of preserving a ‘moderate’ facade for the

regime in El Salvador seems to be going out of |
the window, as itbecome

s more and more like-

iy that the winner in El Salvador’'s presidential

election will be Major Robert D’Aubuisson.
D’Aubuisson, besides heading the fascist

ARENA party, is also widely believed to be the

jeader of E! Salvador’'s

death squads. He has

massive support in the middle class. Since the
army coup in October 1979, which installed the
junta which President Duarte leads, the United
States have clung on to Duarte’s reputation as
a moderate to argue that the problem in El
Salvador was ‘communist subversion’.

With fascist D’ Aubui-
ssan in  power, the
possibility of convincing
even the American Con-
gress that there s
something in El Salvador
worth defending against
communism seems  re-
mote.

The guerrilla move-
ments in El Salvador and
Guatemala are becoming
increasingly powerful, and
it seems certain that the
administration is actively
considering whether the
time has come to change
course, to try to reinforce

15,000 march
for El Salvador

15,000 people marched last Satur
of the people of El Salvador, in
coincide with the Salvadorean government’'s fraudulent
kers were Labour Party leader
d the elections as a sham, and
disgrace. Although not
rs were present, the

‘elections’. Among the spea
Michael Foot, who denounce
the sending of British observers as a
many trade union or Labour Party banne
demonstration was a good start to the campaign to stop
in. 800 people marched in the con-
Socialist Challenge and Revolution
he FMLN’. Right,
quare and below

Reagan’s visit to Brita
tingent organised by

Youth, behind the slogan of ‘Victory to t
front of demo, the rally in Trafalgar S
Salvador Moncada of the FDR speaking.

the ‘centre’ in Central
American politics, if the
hard right is incapable of
defeating the guerrillas.

Debate

The Guatemala coup
makes it certain that thisis
an active debate in the rul-
ing oligarchies in Central
America itself. The ‘young
officers’ who are behind
General = Montt’s coup
against Lucas Garcia seem
influenced not by the ex-
treme rightist Sandoval
Alacron, as was first

Socialist Challenge 1 April 1982 page 4
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day to support the struggle
a demonstration called to

thought, but in favour of
trying  to  ‘re-centre’
Guatemalan politics.

These terms in Central
America are of course
relative — all the major
government factions and
parties in both Guatemala
and FEl Salvador are
politically very right wing.
But for the United States
the question is  what
precise’ combination of
political forces is capable
of defending capitalism
and their interests.

Clue

A clue to the possible

options is provided by
looking at what occurred
after the 1979 army coup
in El Salvador. Duarte’s
original junta included
both the social democratic
MNR, led by Guillermo

Ungo, and the
Salvadorean Communist
Party.

The original pro-

gramme of the junta was
one of limited ‘reform’ —
which of course .was
sabotaged by the ruling
oligarchy. When Duarte’s
original government fell

apart, the MNR and the
CP walked out and joined
the opposition  FDR
(Revolutionary Democra-
tic Front).

Members of the Con-
gress  Foreign  Relations
Committee are openly ad-
vocating the possibility of
drawing a section of the
opposition inta negotia
tions in El Salvador. US
Secretary of State Alex-
ander Haig, despite
denials, has accidently let
it out that secret negotia-
tions have been held about
El Salvador with the
Cubans.

Whatever the precise
debate inside the ad-
ministration, there is ob-
viously an increasingly
widespread view inside the
US ruling class that simple
military victory against the
guerrillas is  impossible
without a  disastrous
Vietnam-style adventure.

A turn in United States
policy towards trying a
political manocuvre
towards the FDR would
pose some acute tactical
problems tor the
Salvadorean resistance. In
order to understand whv.
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we have to look at the dit-
ferent forces involved in
the movement.

The Revolutionary
Democratic Front is made
up of the revolutionary
guerrilla organisations of
the Farabundo Marti
Front for National Libera-
tion (FMLN), the MNR
and even some ‘left wing’
Christian Democrats.

Reform

The FMLN includes
four revolutionary armies,
of which the FPL is the
biggest, together with the
armed wing of the Com-
munist party.

The programme of the
-FMLN is without doubt
revolutionary. 1t explains
that the basic problems of
the Salvadorean masses
cannot be solved without
the rule of the workers and
peasants. True, the
Salvadorean Communist
Party has a different view,
but to incorporate its arm-
ed wing in the FMLN. it
has been forced to swallow
the FML.Ns revolutionary

programme.

The FDR does not
however have a pro-
gramme which could be
described as revolutionary
however. While stressing
the need to remove the
oligarchy and break the
hold of imperialism. and
putting torward many
concrete progressive
measures such as land
reform, nonetheless it
holds  back  from ad-
vocating a socialist solu-
tion in favour of vague
formulas about a ‘mixed
economy’ and so forth.

It is by no means un-
principled  for  revolu-
tionaries to participate in a
joint front against im-
perialism and the oligar-
chy with forces which are
politically bourgeois.
Nonetheless,  Ungo  and
the Salvadorean social

democracy are politically

opportumst opponents ot
working cliss power,

For the moment.
however, the decisive say
in the FDR remains with
those who have the armed
might — the FML N guer-
rillas. It the US offers
negotiations with the guer-
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and Britain
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ill the US change course in
Central America?

rillas, this could pose some
problems.

A political solution in
Fl Salvador must include
decisive elements of the
FMI.N  programme  in-
cluding the dismantling of
the army and  national
guard, the complete
removal ol all US person-
nel. and arelusal to forma
coalition with any of those
in Duarte’s junta.

Solve

Revolutionarics  stress
their  solidarity  with all
those  fighting in bl
Salvador  against - the
regime,  irrespective ol
their political orientation.
Nonetheless. the FDR and
FMI N have different pro
grammes with potentially
different outcomes.

It is the revolutionaries
of the FMLN who have
understood the essence off
revolution --

that it is impossible to

colve the basic problems of
the masses 1 a country
like Bl Salvador without
breaking from capitalism
mterna

nationally  and
tionallv




El Salvador

THE ELECTIONS in El Salvador were marked
with widespread guerrilia attacks. On Wednes-
day 25 March guerrillas attacked army
posts in working class areas of the town. But
despite rumours to the contrary, the guerrilla
attacks did not signify the build up to an all-out

FMLN meets
elections with

widespread
attacks

By Paul Lawson

Portrait of Farabundo Marti carried on Sunday
demonstration in London.

The death -
squadshaveit...

AS SOCIALIST CHALLENGE goes to press itis
uncertain who will form the next government

in E! Salvador

But while President Jose

Duarte’'s Christian Democrats are leading the
field with about 40 per cent of the vote, itlooks
as if Roberto D'Aubuisson’s ARENA party will

offensive.

The aim was to disrupt
the election as much as
possible, and 1o use the op-
portunity to demonstrate
the strength of the guer-
rillas. Between Wednesday
and Saturday sporadic at-
tacks including the
destruction of half of San
Salvador’s bus fleet con-
tinued, but the guerrillas
staged their main attacks
on polling day.

In San Salvador itself
people  queued  before
sunrise to vote. The reason
is obvious. Since voting is

their heroic action showed
that the FMLN were
capable of striking
anywhere they chose in the
capital.

Meanwhile the FMLN
took control of the provin-
cial capital Usulutan sixty
miles south east of San
Salvador, and infiltrated
the north eastern provin-
cial capital of  San-
Francisco Gotera, which
was cut off.

All over the country
major highways were cut
and communicaitons

compulsory and identity disrupted. Atempts by the k o e e
cards are stamped, it is army to re-open the Above, FMLN guerrillas stop buses on the road to
asking a lot of the ordinary  highways, and in par- Usulatan. Below, Jose Duarte campaigns before
people of San Salvador ticular the route o election.

. not to vote — the price of
not doing so could be dy-

ing at the hands of the na-
tional guard or the death

Usulatan, were prevented

by fierce resistance by the

FMI.N.
Nobody

expects  the

squads. Nab xpe
In  the countryside ﬁu)mnlll“i:ul'[i(l)and[:nlgpg'lixo
things are different —  P0¢ | an-
Francisco Gotera

large areas are controlled
by the guerrillas, and
despite raids by govern-

indefintely. By the very
nature of things, it is much
more ditticuit tor the guer-

ment troops the daily ey ey i
repression is much less rlllgs to permanently hold
. Lowns.

severe.

As people queued to
vote jn San Salvador gun-
fire could be heard all over
the city. A long battle took
place in one of the middle
class suburbs, in which an
FMLN commando of
twelve held down scores of
government troops for
several hours.

Eventually the use of
armoured personnel car-
riers with heavy caniion
resuited in the death of the
whole commando — but

Democrats . were et o
how-tow 1o the niae
Duarte v a0 st
peure with no crad b
whatever. By Salvadoroare
standards he has arecon |
ot being a oderate” aind
in 1972 stood tor president

Nonetheless they have
already this month repuls-
ed, in the most serious set-
picce battle of the war, an
attempt 1o dislodge them
from their  stronghold
around the  Guazapa
Volcano, not fifteen miles
from San Salvador. The
guerrillas do not expect
rapid military victory. But
today dual power exists in
ElSalvador — the growing
power of the FMLN guer-
riltas and the declining
power of the regime.

t h By Dave Smith

ceononig saborage

Five oddle choss waan
aquick end tothe war, and
D7 Nubusson is the person
to provade toush pofivies

[hev have cood reason
to heheve e DT Nuba

»

e

Socialist Challenge
FUND DRIVE ‘82

Your last chance ...

FOUR DAYS left and £1,400 still to raise —
that’s the prospect facing Socialist Challenge.
Just over £1,000 came in last week, a good try
but still not enough. That our supporters want
to see the paper expand is shown by the fact

be able to form a coalition with other smaller X . o ot Ttoizhmess” He s R . 4

right wing -paities. How do D’Aubuisson’s ‘(’-":”ll‘i,[,n"‘:"'"l -[:L“f“"‘r “"l“'k', well Riown s e leader o t!"at O‘rde{s for this week, which covers the Na-

politics differ from those of Duarte? R g e e e e tional Sales Day, are up by a staggering forty
Peadeer B The protect o hic i leading Tigure m the op 1\;‘11111\‘“ \\.H I\u‘u‘»ﬂzt\:lﬂv}- ”:I per cent,

M LN A

position Revolutionars

deaths over e past s

But even with such a large increase in sales

no ) o Lt v o Iy o break the T \ ,
R 1o power e et Democnane brons (b DR e, ' the money from the sales will not cover the ex-

' ' A throwel mitd retorms The e e i i arly
;lt'-» o / e i juni meluded the SabOtage vimpanen Dues e ?ense:," Whﬁh a Why w.e have Oar qua.rtaﬁy
\“‘;l‘! ‘ . miltary, the Chrstan D7 Nubusson o un. . .nve. e are piannlng a whole series of
Prosc ‘ 1 n‘\|~ 1]1 ~|:\ [rf‘l]](‘,k‘.l_;”-\,' ‘\l'l\hl"‘ \\lwmi Rnl?\‘l'lu D Nuburo oo, I\;_‘i‘\\”?]‘l'!‘!‘ e R'\ o activities arounzd the Reagan ViSit - if we don,t
ed 50 e e it P the i l\‘{l\hlch‘diaz:n'- SR make our target we won't be able to give

. \ prgo A : L™ he [
‘l'{.‘,,(,\,’{\.,’ e s was Republican - S Shha rp Reagan the welcome he deserves. The quarter
e i Reforms Action P (AR N A ends on 5 April — we need to raise another
S e l:yu\‘;;.\\ hat D o ‘ £1,373.09 to meet our target. Show Reagan and
Iv‘,:‘;‘i'h“'" e b I perstance of Cland  communisim’ ARIN e Thatcher what you think of their war drive.
S reform’ several model pes OFEaiINed Ho s . X P e oo Send us the money.

sant collecives were e Tors PSS W e b B
Junta Yoo Other reiorms were W oo ! SRR s 2
: t“\‘\.“\\‘c'\',“ gt hheral | protme sy Our thanks this week to the following supporters:
i ‘ and the nehiaw. - women e v SRR Lo S‘.Na’?sea £9.50 D. Thorpe ‘
S class wanted o ; Uiy sl e : et ‘ Birmingham 238.50 Manchester
1[\;;".' J Cowhareseramdbthey oo NENHENRRE " Co ‘I\’\‘ ‘ s Camden 50.00 Quter West London
Cont ‘ |§|t||].:]|\;kl~|n“;\ b I;lﬁ[”‘lr' o o L Brent 261.00 Ford worker
b, : ' . i]\\: ‘l.n\ad IL'iIAk\’:I\\ o I)L‘H\l‘.hlxl.‘:«». \I‘ IR " . ’ - gY|t\;:a irogkes 15'00 s
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A 4 colked oo e . Jhe . (I ' ’ ’ SHORTFALL
il the : NS ;
e

Socialist Challenge 1 April 1982 page i



‘A Charter for working mums’

LITTLE noted, and greatly underestimated,

thousands of women all

over Britain are

fighting against terrible odds to hold onto their

jobs.

At a recent public meeting sponsored by
Ladywood (Labour) Women’s Council in Birm-
ingham Brenda Clarke told of her fight for the
right to work and her setting up of a campaign

for part-time workers.

this report.

BRENDA CLARKE lost
her job as a part-time
gatekeeper at  Imperial
Meral Industries in Birm-
ingham. Her union, the
TGWU, agreed 10
management’s plans to
sack all part-timers.

Brenda took her case
to the Equal Opportunities
Commission where the
union convenor from her
Jactory spoke against her
reinstatement. She lost her
appeal.

She has appealed
against the verdict of the
tribunal- not to re-instate
ker on the grounds that her

Support the
Jradford 12

Valerie Coultas gives

children are grown up and
therefore she is eligible for

full-time employment.

IMI have offered her a
production job but she
wants her old job back.

She is angrv about her
convenor and the treat-
ment the part-time
workers received. But she
is not anti-union despite
the impression given byv
SDP-supporter Polly
Tovnbee in a Guardian ar-
ticle.

MY colleague and | were
employed as gatekeepers.
responsible for security at

IMI. Joan Clarke worked
from 7-12, 1 worked from
10-5, another  person
worked from 5-10.

We were, in effect, job
sharing. We regularly
worked 30 hours or more
each week. .

Both of us were the

‘breadwinners’  in  our
family because our
husbands were out of
work.

All the women were
members of the Transport
and General Workers
Union. In January 1981
the management entered
into a plant agreement.

Item five of that agree-
ment said that part-timers
should go before (full-
timers. Then and only then
.it should be first in_first
out.

The convenor held a
stewards’ meeting and a

vote was taken on the
agreement.  The  part-
timers’  evening  shop

steward objected but the

majority were in lavour.

A rmhass meeting was
held and each proposal in
the agreement was put and
each proposal carried.

The part-timers voted
against the full-timers. All
the  part-timers were
women.

On 23 October we were
asked to leave the com-
pany and Joan Clarke was
replaced by a ftull-timer
with three months’ service.

I was replaced by so-
meone with 12 months’
service. We resolved to do
something about this and
secured the support ot the
National Council for Civil
Liberties.

Sandra Powell has a
three-year-old  daughter
and the Tribunal recom-
mended she should be re-
instated.

On | January, she was
given her job back.

Our campaign  has
rightly  been  called a
charter for  working

mums, but it's  been
tempered by mv case be-
me disallowed because my
children have grown up.

The convenor came as
a witness for management.

When cross-examined
about his actions he said
that he only became aware
of the TUC resolution not
to discriminate  against
part-timers after he had
signed the agreement but
that he didn’t support it nd
suggested that he was not
bound by the union block
vote.

There is no doubt that
we part-timers are thought
of as second-class citizens
and that's why we decided
10 set up a campaign.

If vou want more informa-
tion about the part-time
workers campaign contact
Brenda Clarke, 21 Ensdon
Grove, Kingstanding, Bir-
mingham B44 0QH.

Leeds Sat 3 April

FREE THE BRADFORD 12

IzAsOanyouthschargethhCompiruymm
imprisonment for fighting Racism.

0

We don’

t all live

like Lady Di!

By Judith Arkwright

WOMEN are suffering
from unemployment at
twice the rate of men.
But figures published by
the Labour Research
department this month
show that young
women under 25 are the
worst hit.

Fittv-four per cent of all
unemploved  women are
under 25 vears of age com
pared to thiny tour per et
ol unemploved men.

There is spectilation thal
an incrcase mthe nimber ol
carly pregnancies and ma
riages s due to desperation i
the thoueht of nor finding
jobs on the patt ot manm
VOUNg WO,

The popular press and the
lories night vo on abour the
wonders of martage and the
ramily and sn't Lady
doing  woll? But tor mowt
Vorung women they are coerg
ed mto it by g oswstem which
cannot provide tor them

New technology e pa
llL‘\IlLH' I~ havine o \lk’\;l\(illll\‘!
eltfect on the hves of vouny
women. The bgual Oppor
tunities Commisston
estimates  that 1990
170,000 jobs will have been
lost in the secretaral and
clercal sector

guaranteed job at the end of
all trainme, for women and
men.

Schemes

I'he resolution carred
this vear's Women's  THC
onld be wideh cueulated
and acted oninside the fabour
movement, especialiv where it
calls tor "new schemoes 1o al
tord cqual opportunity for
voue women and men o
preparation for waerkue bie
and encourage younye wome o
1o enter non-traditional weas
ol work ',

Bur above all we wan? o
e avtion now todetend jobs
Younge wonten have dheads
Jhown that they re propared
to feh.

Women's
festival

By Toni Gorton with major political
Ral Iy & trade union speakers

) : O
AS the trial of the Bradford 12 — due to start26  criminal damage against o““‘ : i
April — draws closer, support is building up  Tej Singh. we \ “\,b Music Theatre
among the rade unions some of whom have 1530 e G National Forums _Stalls
ar:;:a:tsed thf political nature of the trial to the 5 5lice conspiracy against N N Demonstration Children’s Events
ecretary. the Bradford 12, will cause ‘
At the same time, the \ Refreshments

Inspector Tom Tate of the
West ) Yorkshire
Metropoiitan  Police, a

, 1 racial antagonism.’
national  demonstration
planned for Leeds on
Saturday 3 April is runn-
ing into obstruction from
local police.

The mobilising com-
mittee states that:

‘Despite assurances
from top community cop

CRECHE AVAILABLE

'SATURDAY
5TH JUNE

Battersea Park
LONDON from 12noon

If the demonstration is
banned the rally will take
place as scheduled.

Speakers -are from the
Indian Workers Associa-
tion, the Liverpool 8
Defence Committee and
AUEW/TASS.

LA OGO RGO
 amme— =
zinternational

‘\'\_ \‘-\‘\ 1 pm Savile Mount Park

o=l 57T 3 APRIL LEEDS
- picket of leeds crown court

mon 26 april 10 am

voung Asian member of
the campaign has been ar-
rested for fly-posting.
‘The police are con-
templating charges ol n-
citement to racial hatred,
contempt of court

and

Stop
this

[NEPTANIIAY

[ AN wriine to vouwon the nsiruction
wnion branch to express our concern at the pro-

1ol Pravin Parel. Suced

th\ which youny WO
leanvinye schootand colleve thes
suntmer wi be fookme tor

searetarial and clenead O thy
250000 women  completimy
1O courses an TUst S|
SCVCHIY POr et e recened
ramme tor commercied and
othice skl this s nothise 0
by trammne tor the dole gqueu. :

Munsoor, K :
RBuhram Khan. basant Puiel, Turlochan Gatd-

Vg, INhag Kaze all from Bru(/,'mv./_ (o con-
piracy und explosive suhstunce charees L
Vv nrembers rezard this as d polic i
desiened 10 mrmidate black  peonic '\,/,m,
oreanise thenelves aedinst Facii aiad o
nterests 0t l/l(’ll‘('mrlrl}luul\_ ) )

W rediise that these vouwre nien N Deon
GChive Iy cdipAEzie aried ’/hu’ “4/\(,‘
heen e anposed to the white ospain s en
pev o e issues. Bl oy 1ot

wecution of Grovani Sir

Hussain, Tarig A Viasood Malik. Ahmed | |
ussSain, hor Hussain,  Javesih Ao, T —_—

o ) women mostiv ardes T v

old tousht tor and won thes
tobs back

Women aie plavine oobie
role m othe YOP Campaoens
and m OND

deport-
ation

MAZZHAR Hussain
Shah is being threaten-
ed with "deportation by
the Home Office which
argues that he has a
‘marriage of conve-
nience’ despite the fact
that he and his British
wife Susan have two
children aged 18 mon-
ths and 9 months.

The S e tostat cadled
the Tabog Pary 1o
wormen s el et ot that
Goht and voare women and
the Libour movenionm g a
wholeshould besshr ap ooy
i bddime thar wion
Yo should

in th s coun dos st
heieve that they shonld be persecuted ecais
Ot therpoiilic al helicts

I addition. we rovard the e of .
e they drannaineds
oot requiredd to

GN O

Gains

Wornen are
those pobs hecatse o0 o
Padiionad role o soden
o s discrmnnaiony as wid

Jaws s onrdeeons.
fower the standard ot
o Get a resolution of sup-
“port through your Labour
party Young Socialists
branch supporting - the

convicl an X
W oo recowise Higr These saavs 1nid e

orl awdi NI i te neople whao are noaliod an?

for! [y 1 e
estahlivmeni andd we uriere conden

Socialist Challenge
welcomes the

'

Fhe  labour movemon
must tahe ap the speatic cam

AT

siors o this

N

D

Leeds

Cowntry, e
Wl vonrgover !

Transport and General Workers Union

AT T "
sor e i fdkes

National demonstration to free the Bradford 12&.
Saturday 3 April Leeds
1pm Savile Park, Chapeltown Road

4pm: Mass rally at the town hall.
Coacites ron [ ondon: = 30w €S Sondhall, 7 30an

[anihetin
aorh LA, .

Ty SwbiYtyi spra

oo Halio Samy Koo o

[ kets +4 0 d

Ryt e
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Books.

[ockers und turthes ifones

Roed Tenstrr o vk 0] D70 NSNS

W oo pherotore cdii upon sou fo see tlm[.ln[ernallon.dl BO(.)k P‘l,lr cashire Campaign palen tor jobs 1o voune  calling for transport to be
Charees gzt these pweloe ot it of Radical Black and Third World Against Racialism is wolnen. organised in your area to
dropped. The consequetices o RN BOOkS gai S , D) inet TATION s <t London on 5 June by the
s ~hovesrriad will bedisea e fopr o e h asking for your support: il v AN VN Labour Party or the Trades

The programme of events, the displuy of hooks,
the discussions of political, cultural and social
questions that are part of the fair will make a pro-
found contribution to our knowledge. .
It is sponsored by Race Todav Publications.
© Bogle-1 "Ouverture Publications and New Beacon

The Fair is at the Islington Town Hall, Upper
Street, Islington, London N1 2UD from Thursday 1
April — Saturday 3 April. Entry 25p.

Roakshop, Faiore 101 ST 49040 el N

R R

Jadiabie teon W oaler
Boveon Books . ™8 Straned £,

1he North tast Lan-

® Take petitions

® Send a telegram to
Timothy Raison,
Secretary of State for
Immigrant Affairs with
a copy to the campaign.

® Donations
needed.

For further information
contact NELCAR «/o St
Mary’'s Vicarage  Man
chester Rd, Nelson or
phone Burnley-52380 -

urgently

must o tieht dsermanaroe

pracices.,

MWoen N ar
wis o educdatron me e
wWonted to onainde e e
and training from the Sex
Discrimination Act altogether.

W should deniad
docess baoall
wonen el
i oty
Ao dons e

[EITEENEN v
POSHE G e
VOO WO Tty
TS

Weoe o hme o demaid g

‘Labour Party action and

Council or the
TUuC

regional

® Order copies of the YS
leaflets huilding for 5 June.

® Organtse  pickets  of
local jobs centres deman
ding an equal access to
women and jobs for all

® Contact other trade
uniomists and Labour Par
ties locatty and find out
what they're qoing to do




By Toni Gorton

- A DRAMATIC stepping-up of
policing tactics to deal with
the youth ‘riots’ of the inner
cities projected for this sum-
mer has been revealed by the
Sunday Times of 28 March.

These plans include:

® 10 per cent of every police

force in the country to get
specialised riot training com-
prising new offensive tactics
learned in America, Hong
Kong, the North of Ireland and
the continent.

® The use of ‘snatch squads’
organised militarily  with
special equipment whose aim
is to pick off leaders.

Following on the appointment ol
Sir Kenneth Newman, formerly of the
Roval Ulster Constabulary, as 1 on
don’s  police  chiel this  news
underlines the reponse that the Fon
government intends to make 1o social
unrest in the inner cities.

Earlier in the week Ken iy
ingstone,  leader  of  the [abour
Greater London Council, spoke ow
against the appointment of Newmun
saving that “His ¢experience is more
suited to the control of a paramilitar
force in a city torn by civil war, than
as a police chiet in a multi-racial city
with a parliamentary democracy.”

In his opmion the solution 1o
street erime is to tackle the causes --
high uncemplovment, bad housing,
poor cducation  and institutional

racism  — rather than arming the
police with the methods of urban war-
fare *

Efforts .

~ Heurged that *we redouble our ef -
forts for a democratically accoun
table police force in [ ondon”.

The weaknesses of the faccoun
tability® demand are referred 1o m a
major article in Labhour Weeklv, the
official newspaper of the Labour
Party.

Although  supporting  accoun
tability 1t savs Chut moves 1o have
borough level (police) commirtees
made  up  of  community interest
arontps are politicallv dangerous.

*What communitv groups do vou
select? Which do vou exclude?

‘How would representatives be
chosen? Would theyv really be accoun-
table to the public?”

The police chiel ol Greater Man-
chester, James Anderton is explicitly
calling for the removal of “political’
police  commitices  despite  their
impotence.

Moss Side

The Manchester Police Commit-
tee has not been able to tie his hands
either in the Moss Side rebellions of
last summer nor the massive opera
tion against the Laurence Scott
workers earlier this vear.

Andcerton’s record calls out Tor his
removal -~ a demand  of  the
local/black and labour movement.

Kenneth  Newman  should  be
blocked from becoming London's
top cop.

Labour must say ‘enough i«
enough®. Labour must counter-attack
in defence of the black minority, the
vouth, the unemploved. who will be
the tirse victims of direct Tory repres-
sion.

No co-operation with the police.
Anderton and Newman must go.

€@ Rioting crowd

@ Short defensive
police line s_anding
hehind riot shields

€ Police support unit
in Transit van

The Other
Bookshop

328 Upper Street London N1
Telephone 01 226 0571

Ten Days That Shook
the World

John Reed

£1.95 pb Penguin

Sweet Freedom
Coote & Campbell
£1.95 pb Picador

When the Wind Blows
Raymond Briggs

£3.95 hb Hamish
Hamilton

Summer Before the

£3.95 pb Plutp

Open 10-6 Mon Tues Sat 11-7 Wed Thurs & Fri

Alternative London
Alternative London
Collective

£3.50 pb Otherwise Press

The White Hotel
D.M. Thomas
£2.50 pb Penguin

Comrade and Lover
Rosa Luxemburg
£3.95 pb Pluto

The Ethiopian

Frost, Solidarnosc in Revolution
Poland Fred Halliday & Maxine
Jean-Yves Potel Molyneux

£5.95 pb Verso

Muail Order Service — add 20 per cent for p&p
Orders to:
The Other Bookshop, PO Box 50, London N1

© o ©

Five man snatch.
squad with medic
and fire fighter

Two officers snatch
rioter from crovd,
return to van

Van proceeds to
prisoner recepfion
area

NEW Badge! 20p + 12%p
post from PO Box 50

London N1 2XP. Cash
with order please. :

BIHMINGHAM 'S

OTHER

The snatch squads consist of four five-man
teams commanded by an inspector and two
sergeants, using two reinforced transit vans as
back up. -

The squads are equipped with riot shields. The
officers wear NATO-style helmets. Three officers

at the front of the squad interlock their shields
and edge forward — protecting the two ‘snat-

chers’ behind.

Once the target is identified a command is
given, the shields part, the snatchers go forward,
grab their victim and retreat quickly to their van
which moves to a special prisoner reception area.

Polaroid cameras are used to photograph each
arresting officer with his person.

BODKSHOP

at 137 Digbeth, Birmingham B5 6DR: Phone
021-643 5094. Open on Monday, Tuesday,
Thursday, Friday and Saturday 10-6.

By Aitean O’Callaghan :

THE IDEA that the police are needed
to combat crime is a myth. While
criminal behaviour has been a feature
of all class societies, the police force
is an invention of the capitalist
system.

There was no police force as such
in Britain before 1829. In revolutionary
Cuba today there are no cops. In
Havana they have the only genuine
‘community policing’ possible ... the
community itself prevents crime in its
own area! Needless to say it is
because capitalism has been abolish-
ed in Cuba that such a thing is possi-
ble. .

T'he Metropoelitan Police was tounded m
1R29 along the lines of the voerenve foree
oreanised in Treland by the Duke of Wellimgron
1o combat revolutionary nationalism,

it was the Iron Duke himsell who sugeested
that a similar instrument be setup m Bricon (o
deal with the rebellious “tower orders” there

W cllineton evplained to the Brimsh rubme
class that m the new social condinions ol ¢
bryome mdustrialisation in Britaim and rhe new
pohrical conditions in Furope tollowing e
French Revolation, the method of velving on
the armiy to adisperse the abready asembled
mobs was provine unrehable.

The Spa Bactd riots in 1816 i the Pererloo
Massacre i ISE? had <shown oarehy b
force 1o be incttective 1 deatme with revolu
NONITY OVeMenIs

Flhe dhrewtencd mutiny i Coands who
detended Tondon i 1820 reveaded avrow e
vinerabdity of the soldieny 1o pobticadd awira
ton when contronted with oo sy movemaen

Proaas oo ansaet s probionr oF st
oty thar Wellmeton, tovcrner weh

Cops and Robbers

Robert Peel mounted a powertul nme-vear
campaten tor the establishment of 4 police
foree.

A number ol spectal commissions were set
up to examine the problem. One i IR22 stated,
STeis difficulo to reconarle an ettfective svstem of
police with that perfect freedom ot action and
cxempuion from mterference which are the
ercat privileses and blessing ol society in this
caunin’

Between 1820 and 1829 the proposal was
repeatedy rejected as being i and ot nself a
blow against democratic rights

A~ adwans the raling class's beliet it own
right to rule, exploitand profin, eventually won
out over its coneern for democratic rights, and
tearmg the erowing fabour movement, it had
established police torces atb over the country by
the middle ot the century in order 1o deal with
the workers

Fhe increased abihity 1o detect and puanish
crime was onlv aspin-off of the main rofe ot the
police foree as a more effective instrument of
repression than the army,

Fhe techmical dirference i function bet
ween the cop and the solder feads todecisne
difference in outlook between them

The soldier: espectallv the conseript, s
removed from civitian bite 1o the wntiaal en-
enee of the barracks which
nonetheless, as aomweracosm ol class sociery,

Fhe solbdier s torced (o carry out the come-
mands of an officer caste dioiown trome the
cmploving and ruling classes of socien

ENEMY

I he soldier s vty workm- ol
but ke workes e cnviban e hos ne

NUAYCN

oo

organation and absobiely o demesrate
pehr Phe soldieny tend roaecept s sitaation

as a necessary sacrifice as long as their duties
seem to be directed at ‘defending the nation’
from external enemies.

This acceptance is put at risk when soldiers
are asked to use their weapons against workers
in their own country. A feature of every suc-
cessful revolution has beergthe winning over of
the majority of the army to the side ol the
workers.,

The soldier is the natural ally of the worker.
The reason for raising the slogan ‘“trade union
rights tor the army’ is to promote the best possi-
ble conditions for making the soldiers con-
scious of this.

T'he cons on the other hand are the trained
enemies of the workers. Their life experiences
as harassers of youth, attackers of
picket-tines and disrupters of demonstrations
teach them to hate the working class — and vice
versd.

Trotskv's History of the Russiun Revoli-
rionis full of deseriptions of how workers aim-
ed slogans at the soldiers and bullets and hand
grenades at the police.

I-very revolution in the history of capitalism
has revealed the police, along with the officer
corps. as the most reliable detachment of the
forcds of counter-revolution,

The slogan for *trade union rights tor the
police” hides the truth about the class nature of
the police torce trom the workers, It s
therelfore o reactionary stogan which forms no
part of a genuinely socialist programme.

In this context the call for ‘community
pohicing” s a nonsense. What gain is it for black
cops with pointed helmets and big boots instead
of ones with panda cars, or for workers
of ones that divve panda cars, or for workers
that their strikes be broken by local cops -
stead of ones dratted in from another area?

A tor cdemocratic controb” exercised
through police committees, this makes the

ARGUMENTS for SOCIALISM

preposterous presumption that the local
authorities are themselves democratic.

Socialists counterpose workers’ control to
all schemes for tinkering with the capitalists’
bureaucratic machine. Socialist Challenge and
Revolution Youth championed the demand of
the youth in last summer’s rebellion when they
called for the withdrawal of the cops from Brix-
ton and Toxteth.

We support the resistance of the nationalist
areas in the North of Ireland to the RUC
presence on the streets as well.

These struggles have begun to pose the
question of « workers’ veto over police ac-
tivities in working class areas.

In supporting the demnds for police
withdrawal we were supporting slogans which
educated the vouth in the need to rely on therr
own strength and build their own organisation«
against those of capitalism’s uniformed thug-.
It’s a step on the Cuban road!
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The LCDTU Conference on Sat 27 March marked another step
in the decline of this body. It was attended by 492 delegates —
over 100 less than attended the last Conference held in 1980 on
the Prior proposals. As usual at these meetings there was no
allowance for motions to be put from the floor or from
delegating bodies. The declaration put to conference had little
to add to what the TUC has already said.

The Conference did not point a clear way forward for the

fight against Tebbit. It calls on the TUC to organise a lobby of

Parliament backed by local 2 hour stoppages. But there was no
line for the LCDTU to wage an independent campaign, despite
the clear lessons of the previous fights against anti-union laws
that without a strong rank and file campaign the leadership
will not fight.

The conference was so lacking in a clear line of march that
it finished early because so many delegates were leaving.

LCDTU

By Pat Hickey

ON 8 DECEMBER 1970, more
than 600,000 workers went on
strike in protest against the
Tory government’s anti-trade
union legislation, the In-
dustrial Relations Bill. The 8-
December Day of Action was
unprecedented in _that it was
initiated by an unofficial rank
and file body, the Liaison
Committee for Defence of
Trade Unions, and carried for-
ward despite the opposition of
the TUC. '

Mr Vic Feather, the
General Secretary of the TUC,
had opposed the action on the
grounds that it was un-
constitutional and contrary to
the traditions of the move-
ment to take strike action
against an elected govern-
ment.

Feather’s second-in-
command, Len Murray, was in
the lead of those attacking the
strike. It could, he said, lead to
a snap general election and a
Tory victory. .

The timid line of the TUC was
completely out of line with.the mood
in the class. The TUC hoped that 8
December was a flash in the pan. But
it was followed by another Day of Ac-
tion on 12 January in Scotland,
Merseyside and Manchester which
brought out 180,000.

The LCTDU campaign began to
draw in increasing support from of-
ficial bodies in the unions — District
and Regional Committees,; the Execs
of some of the smaller unions. Still
the TUC hesitated.

On Sunday 21 February 1971.
more than 250,000 demonstrated in
London in response to an official call
from the TUC, (there were
simultaneous marches in other major
centres) whose slogan for the day was
‘Attack the Bill’.

This contrasted with the LCDTU

slogan of “Kill the Bill’. It was the lat: :

ter slogan that was taken up, alorig
with ‘Heath Out’ and. ‘Genet
Strike’. gf' :
The platform spéecties réflected:
the divisions in the General Councit
of the TUC. _
Chairing the meeting, Sidney
Greene told the 250,000 marchers to

. go-hame quietly and-leavedbe matier -
Y Apal W2 pogel
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in the hands of the leaders.

But the transport union under
Jack Jones, and the engineers under
Hugh Scanlon could not let matters
rest there.

The main base of the LCDTU was
in the shop stewards’ committees, and
the stewards saw ‘Carr’s Bill’, as it
was called, as primarily an attack on
the shop floor organisation.

It was they who built the unof-
ficial actions, and turned out the
membership for the demonstrations.

Moving in to the leadership of the
rank and file mobilisation Scanlon
declared: ‘The time for political ac-
tion is over (pressure on parliament
and delegations to Carr).

‘Have we not the right to demand
that the trade union movement uses
its full economic and industrial
strength to win this battle for us all?
This is the only weapon we have left.’

The AUEW then moved in to
head up the resistance to the Bill. On 1
March and again on 12 March more
than 1.5 million workers struck
against the Bill, in response to official
AUEW calls, backed up by the
LCDTU and action from members of
many other unions.

At this point the weaknesses of the
LCDTU’s policy began to take effect.
Its ability to take action independent
of the official leadership was the key
to shifting Scanlon. But once Scanlon
moved the LCDTU abandoned its in-
dependent role. It now relied on the

left officials to call action.

But the lefts on the TUC had gone
as far as they dared with the protest
actions. Stopping the Bill would have
required all-out action against the
Tories.

When, in the summer of ’71, the
struggle against the closure of Upper
.Clyde Shipbuilders broke out, the op-
portunity for building towards a
general strike against the Tories was
presented, the TUC directed the
struggle into protest action once
again.

THe LCDTU, under the leader-
ship of the Communist Party, con-
tented itself with supporting the of-
ficials. The Bill became law.

The TUC adopted a policy of
.passive vesistance to the - Industrial

under it dhd refusing to pay any fines.
" Encouraged by the lack of action
the Tories proceeded to put the Act
into effect.
On 21 July 1972 five dockers were
jaited for defyving the Act.
.. Wi Feather commented. 'Putting

Relationis :Act, refusing to register .

The rise and fall of the

people in prison ... solves nothing. ...
The damage that the IR Act is doing
to industrial relations and to the na-
tion is now clear to everybody.’

Jack Jones spoke of ‘...industrial
difficulties being made worse by the
operation of the Act’. (The dockers
were TGWU members.)

The officials, in the absence of
rank and file action were not going to
confront the government.

On 24, 25 and 26 July unofficial
action involving 250,000 workers
throughout the country forced the
freeing of the five.

It was clear that had the Tories not
released them the strikes would have
spread. Even Vic Feather was forced
to talk in terms of a one-day general
strike.

The LCDTU played the central
role in this action. But once again it
failed to build on the position it had
gained, and allowed the officials to
take control.

The extent of working class op-
position to the Tories was clear.
Heath had introduced incomes policy
which was widely opposed.

In January 72 the miners had
struck against Phase One, and
defeated the Tories after the ‘Battle of

Saltley Gates’ when 10,000. Birm-

ingham engineering workers sup-
ported their picket. .

In the spring of.’72 Manchester
engineering ‘workers had used sit-ins
to pursue a national wage claim.

In the summer of *72 the building
workers had engaged in the first truly
national strike in that industry — and
had used flying pickets to bring the in-
dustry to a halt.

Discontent was  widespread;
militancy was high. But the officials
were determined that there would be
no bringing together of action to kick
out the Tories.

" And the CP ensured that the
LCDTU did not mount a challenge to
this policy. Their concern was to
maintain a friendly relationship with
the left officials; pushing the militan-
cy of the workers forward would have
endangered that relationship.

The working class was to pay a
heavy price. The struggle against the
IR Act continued through ’72, 73
and '74. The high point was May Day

1973 when two million struck against

Phase 2 and the IR Act.

The peak of the LCDTU was
reached in November 1970, when
2500 delegates met to call the 8
December action. It met irregularly
during the big struggles thas followed.

But it never again achieved the
kind of support that it had then. By
the time of its October ’73 conference
the CP’s policy of relying on the left
officials rather than forcing them to
move had had its effect.

At a time when the AUEW had
just been fined £75,000 under the IR
Act, Phase Three had been announc-
ed, and the trial of the Shrewbury
building workers — who had been
charged with “conspiracy’ for their

-role in the national building workers’

strike — had just got under way,
fewer than 800 delegates attended.

The CP was moving right at a rate
of knots, to keep pace with Hugh
Scanlon. The hero of the ’71 demo
had just had £100,000 of union funds
seized by the National Industrial
Court.

His response was that the
members ‘might be called upon’ to
give ‘tangible evidence’ of their desire
to defend the union! The CP defend-
ed this position. .

On the Shrewsbury trials the
refused to draw up any plans for the
LCDTU to take action.

The trials went ahead, with Des
Warren getting five years and Ricky
Tomlinson getting three years.

Scanlon diverted the struggle
against the Act into a series of pro-
tests on 5, 12, 19, 23 November. The
LCDTU played no independent role.

Not suprisingly, support began to
weaken, confirming Scanlon’s claim
that he was failing to lead only
because the members would not sup-
port.

This policy of the CP opened the
door for even worse betrayals. Behind
the scenes, Jones and Scanlon were
working on the social contract, the
agreement that was to be the cover for

the Wilson-Callaghan assault on the

working class.

The LCDTU did not meet again
until March ’75, after Labour was
returned. Even then it refused to
break with Jones and Scanlon.

Faced with the refusal of Labour
Home Secretary Roy Jenkins to free
the Shrewsbury pickets, and with a
new incomes policy in the shape of the
social contract, the CP-declared that
‘the key need-is united rank and file
pressure to win the TUC and the
Labour government to change course
now’.

This.
delegates.

The record of the Labour govern-
men: v raisty unemployment and

LCDTU attracted 300

cutting living standards, and in break-
ing up the militancy of the class is well
known. But the role of the CP in
allowing it to happen is not so well
known. .

As the LCDTU starts a new cam-
paign these lessons need to be learned.

Had the LCDTU fought both to
win the officials to action and to
organise as an independent rank and
file body through the structures of the
trade union movement allying with
the left officials but never relying on
them the recent history of the labour
movement would have been very dif-
ferent.

Six burnin
figh

1 The closed shop will be
almost impossible to win or
maintain. 80-85 per cent of the
employees . must vote in
favour. Even then there will be
loopholes on grounds of
strong conviction.

2 To assist such strong con-
victions £20,000 will be paid tc
scabs and ‘nonners’ — from

union funds — to those
dismissed for non-
membership.

3 The right to strike will be
severely restricted. The aim is
to outlaw solidarity actions
For example, refusal by lorn
drivers to cross picket lines
will be outlawed. Actior
against Government policy
will be out. .

Support action for worker:
on strike such as at Grunwick:
will be outlawed. Blacking o
equipment from:firms wher
redundancies “are .being im
- posed will be out.

4 selective - dismissal o
strikers will'be made_ easier
At present employers are en
titled to sack all workers ot
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se the rank and file lead

TORY attacks on conditions
of youth employment are
the other side of the same
coin as Tebbit’s Bill.

Tebbit's proposals are in-
tended to remove all the
obstacles to a ferocious
drive to up profits and cut
wages and conditions. Teb-
bit's ‘other’ proposals in
regard to youth are meant as
a way of encouraging
employers to take on young
people at slave labour rates
and dramatically drive down

reasons to
ebbit

strike. But all strikers must be
treated equally. The employer
is not allowed to sack some
and not others. )

Now it is proposed to allow
~the selective dismissal of
strikers. This is a clear en-
couragement to employers to
break strikes by sacking the
militants.

5 Making the officials police
k the members. Trade unions

will not be liable to he sued for
} damages if the officials

repudiate the action taken by

members. ’
| This is an attempt to make
~ the unions prevent any action

and discipline the member-
~ ship.

6 Much of the new law will
be decided after the Bill is
passed by decisions in the
~ courts. The judges will be able
~ to intervene in almost any
= strike, and require the unions.
to call off the action until a_
_case has been heard — a pro-
- cess which could take weeks.
- Refusal to obey could mean
. contempt - proceedings.
. leading to fines and/or im- -
. prisonment.

Youth and Tebbit

overall wage rates.

The failure to announce
any fight against Tebbit's
£15 per week youth training
schemes. and the failure to
demand union
those on YOPs has en-
couraged Tebbit to propose
a maximum wage of £25 for
all youth between 16 and 17
years old.

A fight against Tebbit in-
volves a fight to support
youth
these slave labour condi-
tions.

rates for

struggling against

By P McDermott

SINCE the mid-60s successive
governments have had the
‘trade union question’ at the
centre of their concerns. In
the period of the ‘64-'69 Lab-
our Government the main
focus of anti-trade union
legislation was the shop
steward organisations.

Barbara Castle’s ‘In Place of

" Strife’ was aimed at strengthening the

power of the union officials against
the ‘unofficial’ shop stewards
organisations. The vast majority of
strikes at that time were small, short
and unofficial, led by the shop
stewards. In the car industry such
strikes often had a massive effect,
leading to thousands of workers being
laid off.

A series of strikes at the Girling
Brake factory in Bromborough, all
unofficial and leading to lay-offs in
car assembly, provided a particular
focus for the government. After a big
press campaign against irresponsible
and ‘wild-cat’ strikes Castle — a ‘left’
in the Labour Party — introduced her
- Bill. Its aim was to reduce the number

“of unofficial strikes, make procedure

agreements Wore formal and binding,
and incorporate senior stewards. *.

This was in line with a government
drive for greater productivity which
was .intended to eliminate sectional

s-piece-work: bargaining -in favour: of . < *the'carrot' was the offérof sweetheart :

Sowl toas et

the more ‘scientific’ Measured Day
Work.

The LCDTU led rank and file
resistance to this Bill and pushed the
TUC into opposition to it. Labour
withdrew it after getting agreement

from the TUC that it would ra-

tionalise its structure and establish a
procedure to avoid disputes.

The Heath government returned

- to the attack with the IR Act. This in-

troduced the concept of an ‘Unfair in-
dustrial Practice’, aimed at introduc-
ing legally binding agreements and
procedures backed up by a National
Industrial = Relations Court with
power to fine unions and stewards for
action in breach of agreements.

.Central to this strategy was the in-
ducements to the trade union leaders
to register under the Act, and bring
their rule books in line with the pro-
cedures approved by the Act. In
return they were offered immunity
from legal proceedings by employers,
and easy achievement of the closed
shop — under .procgdures which
would ughﬁ»y' ‘on r01 xhe rank and
file. . s o

, The'kmd of agreement the Toncsf
“had_ i mind was- exemplified by the -

Joint ‘Industfy -Board: sét up by the
ETU (now the EETPUj and the elec-

‘trical contractors. Essentially the ap-

proach was one of carrot and stick —

bilise t win the release of the jailed Shrewsbury building workers.

The rocky road to Tebhit

agreements with the employers if the
officials controlled their members,
the stick being making the unions
liable for failure tocurb the rank and
file.

There followed a long-drawn out
battle lasting the whole life of the
Tory government, in which the Act
was substantially defeated. It was
*repealed by Labour. But the story did
not end there.

Labour had learned from the
defeats of legislation. It adopted a
different strategy. With the help of
the former lefts, Jack Jones and
Hugh Scanlon, it devised the.Social
Contract. This was a ‘voluntary’
agreement — voluntary for ‘the of-
ficials not the ranks —. aimed at
holding back wages and reducing the
ability of the rank and file to struggle
on this front.

The TUC enthusiastically sup-
ported this policy, and set out to
demonstrate their ability to police.the
rank and file. Hugh Scanlon led the
attack, threatening to sack . the
Heathrow Engineers and the L
Toolmakers: when they s
wages in defiance of In¢

After the ‘Winter o
finally buried the Social
TUC and the governme
Concordat. Its cornerstone
‘unions should take © vngorous steps to
end unofficial action’.

+ + « “jtsproposed that decisions abont - -

strikes should be in the hands of the
officials. It also proposed to limit the
right to picket, and reestablish a com-
mitment to an ‘indicative’ pay norm.
This initiative fell with the Labour
government.

Then came Thatcher. The history
of anti-trade union legislation was not
encouraging. Voluntary agreements
did not work. Something else was
needed. They found it in mass
unemployment. While the recessions.
drastically reduced the level of strug-
gle, the problem for the Tories was
that those in work were still strongly
organised. Any upturn in the
economy was bound to lead to a big

* resurgence.

In addition, strikes were no longer
of the character that had dominated
the 60s and early 70s. Now they were
bigger, longer and likely to draw in
workers other than those immediately
involved.

So the focus of the Tebbit Laws
adened to deal with class-wide
ost important element
posals is the attack.
s — from refysal
o blacking, sym-
n against govern-
ittempts to involve
rs through secondary
ets. And while it aims to get the

pIC
officials to police the members, it
+ places no reliance'on theemev. v v o+ - -
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porters  have a  badge-making
machine. will make badges quickiy
and cheaply for your campaign

union Labour Party — and ail the
money goes back into the struggle for
socialism! Write for details quotes
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don N1 2XP.

POSTERS: Cheap. good and fast.
Order from The Other Primshop.
061-236-4905.

DEFEND the Leeds 3! Stop Police
Harassment!  Defend  Democraiic
Right! Defend Fight Racism! Fight

Imperialism! Public Meeting Tue 6
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The Soviets and Iran conference
organised by Iranian Students Associa-
rion - ‘Left Plutform’: Programme —
Experience of Workers Councils in
Yugoslavia, Speaker: Branka Magas,
Researcher of Yugoslav history: The
Soviets  and  Political  Economy,
Speaker: Hillel Ticktin, Editor of Criti-
yue, tranian Revolution and Workers
Councils,  Speaker:  Ahmad  Ghotbi,
Researcher on workers movement in
Iran: Do Soviets exist in Soviet Union?
Speaker(s): Duncan Halas Pete Good-
win, FEditonal  Beard of  Socialin
Review; Soviet Union and Workers
Power?!  Speaker:  Michael  Cox,
hhmrml board of Critique: Salurdd. 3
April T9R2 (12.00-21.00) University of
Fondon Umon (U1 1) Maler St fon-
Jon WO Refreshments avalable. Ad-
Asion Feer £2.00the dav, £ 00 per
session. Advance booking thughiv ad-
vaabier so ISAEP. T2 Gordon Road,
taling. Tondon WS
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oland and
Guba: two

London N1 2XP.

different

HAVING explained the dangers of counterpos-
ing coverage on Poland to coverage on Central
America, Phil Hearse {Letters, 18 March), goes
on to do just that. ‘The victory of the revolution
in Poland would be a hundred times more
significant’ he says, than the development of
the revolutionary process begun in Cuba and

Nicaragua.

He goes on to further
counterpose  the  two
revolutionary processes by
pedantically  cxplaining
that Poland is a highly in-
dustrialised country —
and therefore somehow
more ‘worthy’. He never
explains the difference bet-
ween the two processes,

the one political and the
other social, and therefore
does not explain the rela-
tionship between the two.

The emercence  of
Solidarnosc has captured
the imagination of
workers throughout the
world, because it has il-
lustrated the possibility of
a truly proletarian and
democratic socialism,

At the same time it has
revealed the hypocrisy of
imperialism at its most
naked. While paying lip
service to democracy and
free trade unionism That-
cher and Reagan have
unleashed a vicious attack
on the organisaiions of the
working class. they are
spending biflions  on
nuclear weapons and are
supporting the repressine

and bloody Il
Salvadorean junta.

The time s ripe Lo
build  a  mass  anu-

imperialist movement, at-
tractine  hundreds  and
thousands ot workers and
vouth. This would be tlu

PP EPEPEN

Cuba: challenging the Stalinist bureaucracy

best wav 1o defend
Solidarnosc. The Stalinist
bureaucracy in the

workers states bases itself
on the tear of an im-
perialist offensive.

The first workers state
degenerated because it was
left isolated by such an of-
fensive. In  order 1o

preserve its own privileges
this burcaucracy theretore
follows a foreien policy of
‘peacctul  co evistenee’,
The development ol the
anti-imperialist movement
and the revolutionary pro-
cess in Central America
challenges that policy and
therefore those privileges.,

Phil’s letier suggests
that Stalinism in Poland
can be  deteated  in-

dependently of the world
wide class ~truevle. More
importanthv. he at no time
mentions the necd 1o build
a world party ot sociahs
revolution without
which  neithor  Stadinism
nor impertabsan will - be
defeated.

It s on the basis of the
need to Madd cach a paty
that we enter nto traternial

discussions with the
Cuban oot i whose
forcign poi i Central
Ameriono deectty and prac

tcatlh T N
Stadings vy :

Pooos o e
that we e g disg e

Sa e e ke

DasIs too

processes

sions with the leadership
of Solidarnose who also.
inevitably, have  some
‘misunderstandings’ on
the nature  of  this
bureaucracy.

Socialist Chuallenge
must be in the forefront of
the anti-imperialist move-
ment, raising the defence
of Solidarnose and the
economic  basis  of the
workers™ states at everv
stage.

That is why we will be
on the 28 Narch demo.
and that is why we will go
all out to build CND’s na-
tional demonstration, call-
ed for 6 Junc the

arrnes
mnlo i
ant-imperialist

Roeavan
this  countin,

bhelory

malxxi\c
rallv.
H MACPHERSON
Harrow

‘Butlerism’:

day.

‘Thank you’ from
the Irish comrades

PEOPLES DENOCRACY

would like 1o thank the
many supporters ol
Socialist Challenge and in
dividuals who responded to
the clectoral appeal issued
to tinance our intervention
in the Southern General
Election.

A magnificent  £800
was raised in Britain and
comrades trom Scotland,
Wales, Birmingham, Lon-
don and Liverpool travell-
ed to lIreland to work
atongside PD.

The results of the clec-
tion confirm the continu-
ing difficulty of the Irish
capitalists in finding a
solution to the cconomic
and political crisis and the
trend of electoral instabili-
tv in the 26 counties.

Despite this, the pur-
suit of  the  Anglo-lrish
talks by both Fianna Fail
and  Coalition  govern-
ments shows that for both
sections ot the  Irish
bourgeoisic  anv answer
lies in closer collaboration,
more repression, North
and South. and austerin
measures  creating  more
unemploviment  cutbacks
and increased sovial
deprivation and misery for
the drish working class.

Election  resubts, ast
June and this February,
show an mereasing

number of voters who are
disiflusioned with the mas
jor parties and who are

expediency

I WAS uppalled by the obituary of Rub
18 Marchj. For one thing, it
is quite wrong 1o devote nearly u whole
page of a revolutionary newspaper (o J

Butler (SC,

Toryv ex-minister.

Why wasn't the spuce devoted 10 an
which instead
had to be hunted forina small box on the
stated, Gordon
‘Dplaved aun active role in the formuative

obituary of Sam Gordon,

Letters puge? s was
vears of the IVIG,
But furthermore,
tantlv,
solutely no
‘Butlerism”

political

workme closs

CHCTHINTAdN e
- reader

ane more jmpor
the Butler obituary contained ab-
comnent ol
that 15 liberal Torvism

no explunation that it is no wse 1ot
Duat s imiply an exprodien?
tactic tor the rulps class under coe e

who s relatively

the

Torvisig.,

of the l
e 1o i

article,

seekimmg an o alternatinve.
Thus,
anti-imperialists in o this
clection was of decisive im-

portance, and the votes
received by all anti-
imperialists  who  stood

showed a solid base of sin-
port for the anti-unperi-
alist struggle in the South.

("ndoubtedhy the
failure to come together in
a united front and cam-
paign on the broad pro-
eramme advocated by PD
contributed to the inability
of anti-imperialists to pose
themselves as a national
alternative 1o the
bourgeois  parties,  par-
ticularly on the cconomic

question.

So the fight for anti-
imperialist and  clectoral
unity continues. P s at

the forefront of this fight
and thus bears a large pant
of the burden in providing
the resources 1o support
such an intervention, nol
lo mention strengthenine
OUT OWIT Orgamsation,

So  keep the fund-
raisme up! Weo have
already raised £3,500 of
the £S.000 necessary . T his
oap must be closed betore
we are taced with another

clectoral contest and
hefore we can seriously
tackle the need 1o huild

ant-imperialist uniry,
SINEAD JACKSON
PD National
Secretary

a question of

politics could he foreiven, alier reading
for helievine
wasi 1 really a bud sort of *hloke” -
of an annable tvpe who hikes 1o keep
evervone hapn.
case, but he marched under the banner of
ared
Challenge should be concerned with

Butler
u hit

that

That miay have been the

that is what  Soculist

Aowing this kind of *Sunday sup-
plement  article cuts rieht across Socialist
Challenze™s attempr to gain inare readers
and supporiers o the working class
and oo aiso insdting to
reviduric onve
Soctalist Challesve can explain the views
ol biternational and s peo

nolitics

those who
hard-carned cash ~o thai

SYLVIA BROOKES

Hew o

London SW2

the intervention of

004d

.

uosy009 WO



They shoot
children

By Niall Power, secretary to the National

Council of the Labour Committee on Ireland.

LAST 14 July six senior police officers from
‘riot areas’ in Britain flew to the North of

Ireland for a crash course in riot control from

the Royal Ulster Constabulary — a course with

August 1981, 13 people,
six of them children were
killed. Injuries too have
included blindness and
brain damage.

And the army only pay
compensation on condi-
tion that no lhability at-

officer has been convicted
for any of the deaths or in-
juries.

Attempts by the army
to portray these weapons
as next to harmless have
been very successful. The

By N ‘Ndabeni

ONE CAN be sure that there is one
place in the Republic of South Africa
where Geoff Boycott and his fellow
mercenary cricketers will not be
playing. This is Robben Island,
where Nelson Mandela and other
political opponents of the apartheid
regime are rotting away in what
must be one of the grimmest prison
fortresses in the world.

Prisoner 885/63 is Indres Naidoo, by
racist South African definition a ‘non-
white’ (he would call himself ‘black’),
one of the first volunteers to join
UMKHONTO WE SIZWE (Spear of the
Nation), the armed wing of the African
National Congress, set up under the
leadership of Nelson Mandela in the

army

deliberately

special emphasis on snatch squads and plastic
bullets. This is one of the many facts brought

taches to themselves or the

1960’s. He was arrested following the a-

out in a new booklet just published by the ‘in-

formation on Ireland’ group.
in its forty well illustrated
pages we are given an
outline of the origins of
the plastic bullet in the
1960« when in another
British ~ colony, Hong
Kong, a new lethal weapon
made of wood and called
the ‘baton round’, was
first used against a guer-
rilla army. Always it has
been used against a mass
of people in revolt.

Jonathan Rosenhead,
from the British Society
for Social Responsibility
in Science has described
their use as being ‘hke a
fever chart of the Nor-
thern Ireland body
politic”. bvery tie Taee
numbers o nationalist
people have takhen to the
Sreets 1o protest against
British soverpment
policies, there s been a
dramatic surge o the
numbers tired. In May last
vear  for  example,  the
month Bobbyv Sands died,
the staggering  total  of -
16,656 were fired.

And the consequences
of their use by Britain in

some detail in the hooklet
— has been appalling. Bet-

police. This means they
can avoid the embarrass-

ing publicity,  of having
their members up in court.

substituted the term ‘rub-
ber bullet’ for the official
term ‘baton round'. Ma-
jor Clayton, Military Pro-
grammes Manager tor the
manufacturers Schermuly,
wrote i the Detence v
taches  narterd Sha
the aim was to get a *slight-
ly humourous image®, and
commented: ‘looking back
it does seem as if that aim
was achieved’.

This booklet should be
used widely within the
British labour movement
as a way of fighting such
army propaganda, and of
building a campaign to
have these death weapons
banned, and indecd
ultimately of forcing Bri-
tain to leave Ireland com-
pletely.

I we don't do this
some dav these weapons
will  bhoe e RN
ourselves

They Shoot Children —
the use of rubber and
plastic bullets in the North
of Irelund,published by
Information on Ireland,
Box 189, 32 Ivar Place,

rempted sabotage of a signal box on a
remote part of South African railways.
Like so many of his jellow insurgents, in-
cluding eventually Nelson Mandela
himself, his arrest was brought about by
an informer in the group with which he
was working.

In my introductory-paragraph, I refer
to the prisoners ‘rotting away’ on Rob-
ben Island. This must be taken as a figure
of speech. It is difficult to imagine these
men, once the leaders of a people struggl-
ing for their freedom, isolated for vears,
some of them for life, subject to the
brutal treatinent and degradation at the
hands of sadistic warders, not suffering
physicallv and mentally under the strain.

But, as this book makes clear, if the
South African white supremist regime in-
tended to break the spirit of these men,
thev have signallv failed in their aim. On
Robben Island the struggle continues
and today Nelson Mundelua’s name is on
the lips of everv black South African. He
and his fellow prisoners are the.inspira-
tion for those who are carrving on the
struggle todav.

This book is not for the squeantish.
The treatinent which black political
prisoners receive can onlv be compared
with what went on in the Nazi concentra-
tion camps. True, there are no gas
chambers but. short of that, every
known form of torture and humiliation
is practised.

The tragedy is that many of the heroic

‘guerrilla struggle’ launched by the ANC
suffered and are suffering unnecessarify.
Armed actions are only practical once
the masses are in motion — otherwise
they are only too easily repressed.
Minoritv ‘cucrrilla actions’ onlv waste
valuable cadre, muake it easier for the
state to parch up its internal differences
and pursue repression against the mass
maovement. It creates the illusion among
the masses that there is a road to libera-
tion which does not require their struggle
and organisation, but only the heroic ac-
tions of relatively few armed militants.
Today the ANC is once again playing
a leading role inside South Africa. If it
can tear itself away for the influence of
the South African Communist Party (a

party which is still traditionally Stalinisi),

awayv from the alternating opportunist
and adventurist policies of the past, it
can become a movement solidly based on
the emergent working class and its strug-

gles in the townships and factories.

Failing that, there is no alternative

Sor revolutionaries but 10 build a new

working class party which will lead the

South African masses to viciory and
socialism.

Island in Chains — Ten Years in
Robben Island,

London
S0p + 20p

Ircland  —  outhned in ween April

New pamphlet
shows need for
campaighning
LPYS e

By Richard Rozanski

WAR and the dole queue ... capitalism
in crisis has no future to offer young
people. ‘Buiiding The Labour Party
Young Socialists — Jobs Not Bombs’
is a new pamphlet produced by
‘Revolution’ — a socialist paper for
youth.

It explains the need to unite all
youth in a common struggle against
the Tories, and to fight for a system
which can offer them a future free of
the threat of nuclear war and the dole
queue.

ICis voune people who have most often led
the fightback awamsr the Tories: in the disar-
mament  campaien, the accupanons ;lg_’:lin\[
redundancics. on the snicets fast sumimen
against police rac nsand ano hope futare, and
the campaign 1o anenee YOPSs workers,

Fiyv . TS R
P " \: ‘ . Lo

o the o
Railwavmen and the engieers umons, the
AUEW.

I he advances et the lertim the D abour Parny
over the last fen wors woudd have been i
possibic without these struggles against the

Fories.

But one probicin remains vouth need anag
PIVE, CAMPAILINT sy organisation,

Ihe Tabow any Youne Soculists 1w the
hest orvanisation o play this role

“The histon Cabosr e and poawa
vouth oreanisa oo show s that s possable o
brnld oreanise oo of tens o thousand - ol
vouth

1972  and

Not one soldier or police

I'he potentiad to do this todav, with the
massive orisis of Brinsh capital and the search
tor radical solutions. s tar greater,

But this can only happen if the FPYS turns
to the vouth leading the fightbuck: CND,
unionisation  of  YOPs, solidarity with the
revolutions in Central America and the Carib-
bean, defending  Solidarnose - Poland,
fighting for a-woman’s right to work and abor-
tion, against the racism of the state, for British
troops out of Ireland.

With a Jlear campaigning strateey, the
1 PYS could today unite and lead the vouth.
Fhis would be a massive boost 1o both the fight
against  the  Tories. and  the right-wing
misleaders ot the labour movement.

The pamphlet makes clear that the young
people leading the fightback “will form the
backbone of a new leadership for the working
class, tirmilv based on ity experiences and strug-
oles’.

But we face o huge obstacle. “As the present
right wing Fabour leaders see a mass radical
vouth movement building up beneath them,
their terror at the challenge trom the ranks will
far outstrp their puny protests about Thatcher.
Ax they have done countless times before. they
will Jash our inoan attempt to destroy that
movement.”

In the face of this the FRPYS needs aleader
ship which won't give anineh to the ineviable
crachdowns of the labour burcaucrats.

The pamphlet explans that unfortunaiels
the Militan: leadership. ot the 1PYS does not
provide this. While uncondinionally defending
their right to beinthe abour Party L ithas to be
said that the Miditan rendenes has not built an
1.PYS — currently about 9,000 members
which matehes the rends of thousands o vouth
who have taken action against the Tories.

The problem s that the Mditans won't build
the LPYS out ot the struggles of vouth. B has
dgne nothing 1o build Youth CND despite the
decision of Lase vear s TPYS Conference to al
fhate.

Thev aconse wornen and blacks who oaaa
mise to fight tor then oohesy of divding the
working class

Instead of drawine o pnation trome the

package).

NWI 6DA.
(post &

struggles m Central America, the Carnibbean
and Poland. Militant criticises Solidarnose and
the FDR in EI Salvador. and does not build
solidarity in Britain with these life and death
struggles.

The only bright spot has been the launching
of the YOPs Trainees Union Rights Campaign,
which held @ mass lobbyv of Parliament in
February and is for unionising YOPs workers
— we wholeheartedly welcome this campaign.

‘Building  the Lidbour Partv  Young

“Socialists — Jobs Not Bombs™ can play an in-

portant role in transforming the L PYS mto a
campaigning organisation.

It maps out a plan for uniting all vouth in
action against the Tories, and explains the
crucial role yvouth will play in forging a new

“fighting leadership for the whole of the work-

ng class,

All T abour Party and YS activists should
buy this pamphlet. Take copies to sell to fellow
activists m vour Labour Party or union branch,
CND or Youth CND group or any other body
where there are people who want 1o see @ mass
campaigning Labour Party Young Socialists,

For copies of the pamphlet write to Revolu-
tion, PO Box 50, London N1 2XP. Cost 20p plus
15%p p&p. Write for bulk rates. Cheques and
postal orders payable to ‘Revolution’.

Celebrate 50 years of
World Revolution

Sunday 2 May 6.30 till late
A Tribute to
Charlie van Gelderen

A member of the Left Opposition und
founding member of the Fourth
Internationat
Organised by Brent Socialist Challenge and
Revolution, it will be an evening of enter-
tainment which celebrates the revolutionary
struggles over the last 50 years.
Tickets available from PO Box 50 London N1.
Cheques payable to Brent Readers Group.
Price £4 {£2.50 unwaged} includes 3 course

meal.

men and women who took part in the

by Prisoner 886/63, Penguin, £1.95.

r------------------_ﬁ

1 Books for South
i Africa

i Books for South Africa
is playing a vital part in

providing the revolu-
J tionary cadres in South

Africa and in temporary

exile  with Marxist
| books so that they can
I further their theoretical
i preparation. ‘There can
1 be no revolutionary

Books for South Africa banker’s order

form
YOoUr Bank.....ovivviiiiiieieiirei it
Name of Account to be debited....................
Account Number....................... ST cerenes

Our Bank...Books for South Africa. ...............

Sorting Code........ T7-90:-27 i

Amount to be paid.....

..And on the same date
in the month thereafter.

First Paymentdue......

practice without revolu- |

tionary theory’ (Marx). i

Books cost money.|
Sending them to Africa |
costs more money. The I
need is urgent. Fill in
this Bankers Order |
form, or send a dona-
tion to Books for South |}
Africa, PO Box 50, Lon- i
don N1 2XP.
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Irish elections: no confidence in major parties

There has been considerable interest in Britain
over whether the election of Fianna Fail leader
Charlie Haughey will resolve the Irish situation.
BRENDAN KELLY argues in the latest edi-
tion of Socialist Republic, paper of Peoples
Democracy (lrish Section of the Fourth Inter-
national) that none of the major parties have
any policies which can overcome the basic pro-
blems of Irish politics: an unfinished national
revolution and an underdeveloped economy.

Fianna Fail and the
Coalition have the ~same
basic strategy: defence of
Partition through increas-
ed collaboration with Bri-
tain and economic
development’ within the
framework of accepting
imperialist domination. Tn
a situation of international
political  tension  and
economic crisis this policy
can be summed up in two
words: repression and
austerity.

That is what a growing
number of Irish people are
beginning to see. And the
more thev see it the less
they like it. The result ix

popular distrust of the ma-
jor parties.

This fact was borne out
by the results of the
February election. It was
supposed to be the most
serious in the history of the
state. The media and the
politicians agreed that for
the first time ever the elec-
torate  would vote for
policies and not per-
sonalities. In the event the
opposite happened. No

clear national voting pat-

tern emerged. Swings were
mainly on a local basis and
tended to cancel each
other out. People did not
vote on central policy

issues but on local ones.

But behind the
peculiarities of each result
there  was one clear
message:  popular  con-
fidence in the ability of the
major parties to solve fun-
damental political and
cconomic  problems  was
considerably down.

Some of the local sw-
ings however could have a
national importance in the
long run. This is par-
ticularly true of the out-
come in Dublin for exam-
ple.

Extra

Both Fianna Fail and Fine
Gael increased their share
ot the poll in this area but
in radically different ways.

Fianna Fail gained
significant extra support in
working class  districts
while Fine Gael pulled in
the middle class vote. Even
more interestingly it was
the traditionally ‘liberal’

sections of the middle class
(which supported left in-
dependents such as Noel
Brown and John O’Con-
nell) which gave Fine Gael
its biggest boost.

What this reflects is an
mitial class  polarisation.
The middle class opted for
the most conscious and
consistent policy of repres-
ston and austerity while
workers rejected it. But
this is only a tentative
development since, while
Fine  Gael consciously
speaks  for the middle
class, Fianna Fail in no
wav represents an alter-
native for workers.

Despite the depth of
political and economic
crisis i Ireland it is clear
that workers saw no na-
tional alternative to the ex-
isting party set-up. This
showed up especially in the
performance of the anti-
imperialist movement.
The Sinn Fein vote and the
Bernadette McAliskev
campaign  sponsored by

PD vcontirmed that the
anti-impenialist movement
has a small but credible
foothold in the South. The
anti-imperialist candidates
polled between S-7 per
cent wherever they stood.
This was a result similar 1o
that of Sinn Fein — the
Workers Party.

Believe

But there is no room

for complacencv. The
momentum of the
H-Block campaign  was

not maintained. This has
certain implications. The
hunger strike movement
found ity greatest support
amongst the workers and
the poor.. Yer at a time
when these people were
looking for someone to de-
fend them they did not
seriously believe that the
anti-imperialist movement
could play such a role.
There are a number of
lessons inall this. First. the
cconomic and social im-

plications ot imperialist
domination have 10 be
svstematically  integrated

into the overall pro-
gramme of anti-
imperialisim. Anti-

imperialists must be able
to give detaed answers (o
the multitude of evervday
problems which afilict
working people.
Secondly, 1t is not

enough to have a pro-
gramme: it 15 also
necessary 1o be able (o

fight for it. This means
winning the confidence of
workers by consistent
work in their arcas and
their organisations (trade
unions — ew).  Without
building support in this
wav it will be impossible to
gain real credibility amonye
workers.

Thirdly, the  anti-
imperialist movement
must be able to present
itself as a united national
alternative to the establish-
ed parties. Political
organisations such as Sinn

Fein, Peoples Democracy
and the IRSP have a
responsibility  to  come
together and develop a na-
tional alliance which will
be active in every nook and
cranny of the country.

CLONOALNN, eLOREA, CLOVER NEATS, TUAN
EXPLOITATION REPRESSION, PARTITION

32 County §
Fightback!

3 s . ‘_ ) A Y
Socialist Republic
Available  from Other
Bookshop, 328 Upper St
London N1 2XP or your
local Socialist Challenge

supporters. Cost 20p plus
11% p&p.

POLISH SOLIDARITY CAMPAIGN AGM

Solidarnosc forgottenin

rush to attack ‘Leninists’

By Martin Meteyard

A MAJOR opportunity to build a united na-
tional campaign in support of the Polish free
trade union Solidarnosc was lost on Sunday.

Nor was it simply lost.
It was trampled to death at
the annual general meeting
of the Polish Solidarity
Campaign by a London-
based leadership whose
methods made a mockery
of their claim to support
the democracy of Solidar-
nosc.

No resolutions for
discussion were circulated
beforehand. No proper
pooled fare was organised
for delegates from out of
London. Finally, at a time
when many of the latter
had already had to leave to
get home, a proposal was
pushed through to concen-
:rate control in the hands
of the London member-
ship. This  effectively
denied any real say in the
campaign to the local
solidarity committees who
have won some of the most
significant  support  for
Solidarnosc since martial
law was imposed on 13
December. .

Unity

Delegates from local
committees urged adop-
-ion of simple objectives
‘or the campaign aimed at
sniting all those prepared
:o get out and build sup-
~ort for Solidarnosc. In-
<2ad it was decided to put
‘he major <mphasis on
~reaking all links with the
Warsaw Pact countries

Sotidarnosc el
—ered only a single woen
A

— interms of a . am-
sram Brosn

ETo Shn ISy, Ion
z=dsupport forit. And he
“=h nractical proposal for

Zoimg this - the lahour
—ovement conference n
aed by the Greaer
\Manchester Po.sh
Sondanty Canpuale2n

Vaeoopedied oy s AGNT

Snciaitst Lrata iyt 1A e

This was in line with a
witch-hunt  atmosphere
whipped up from the start
by the PSC leadership
against Leninists and Trot-
skyists in general and the
International Marxist
Group (IMG) in par-
ticular. The morning ses-
sion saw six attacks frcm
the platform on General
Jaruzelski and 14 on... the
IMG!

Quiz

An all-time low was
reached when an: Oxford
delegate nominated for the
National Committee was
first quizzed on whether he
supported Lenin's’ posi-
tion on Poland in 1920!

The PSC was'a natural
focus for supporters of
Solidarnosc  after = 13
‘December because it was
the only body which had
carried out any sort of na-
tional campaign since the
strike wave of August
1980. As such its member-
ship rocketed to nearly a
thousand.

But its AGM revealed
the real face of the PSC

leadership:  that  anti-
Leninism comes before
building  support  for

Solidarnosc, and that no
real democracy will be
allowed in the campaign
which threatens the hold
of this L,ondon-based cli-
que. In’practice — what-
ever the protestations of
some of its members — it
is now seen to stand with the
Cold War rhetoric of the
imperialists rather than the
solidarity of the working
class. .

This was clearly
demonstrated when the
conference voted to make
the campaign open to all

those  who  supported
“independent . unions
1487 noang a0

everywhere’. Mover of the
resolution Robin Blick ex-
plained that this would
mean opening the cam-
paign to Tories, SDP
members and Liberals’
‘ninety nine per cent of the
population, excluding on-
ly the fascist right and the
fascist left’. Amazingly
supporters of  Socialist
Organiser supported this
resolution.

Delegates from the
local solidarity commit-
tees, as in Manchester,
Glasgow and Birm-
ingham, explained that
their success had stemmed
from basing their activities
on the organised labour
movement and clearly
distinguishing themselves
from the hypocritical

rhetoric of Reagan and

Thatcher.

Local Polish solidarity
committees now ‘have no
option but to seek some
alternative means of coor-
dinating their efforts in
building  support  for
Solidarnosc among its
‘natural partners’ in the
labour movement.

One focus for this
should be the labour
movement conference
planned by the Man-
chester campaign which
has alréady won support
from a number of Labour
MPs. Another should be
fighting to commit the
Labour Party and TUC
leaders to call a labour
movement march suppor-
ting  Solidarnosc  next
December to mark one
year since the imposition

Piotr Kozlowski from the Solidarnose. trade union working group (left) with
Laurence Scott striker Phil Fenning on a recent factory tour in Manchester. The

of martial law.

A de facto split has oc-
curred in the Polish
solidarity movement in
Britain. It has happened
because the PSC leader-
ship is more concerned to
wage war on Leninism
than to unite all forces
who give practical support
to Solidarnosc. Theirs is
the responsibility for this
situation. And those who
suffer for it will be the
workers of Poland.

Martin Meteyard is the
Treasurer of the Glasgow
Polish Solidarity Commit-
tee (writing here in a per-
sonal capacity) and was a
delegate from that com-
mittee to the PSC AGM.

PSC annual general meeting voted against suppor ting the Manchsaster
solidarity committee’s .pris jected labour movemeoent conference

Budses: 20p 1y P
Rudk rares on sequest Send
ton Other Bookshop, 328
Cpper St London N2V
Vake hegae cic omr 1o
Chher Booksiop®

I PAMPHLET RIS

2000 cupies seld in first
week! Order vour copies
now of the second edition.
Just 25p or 20p for sup-
porters’  groups  bulk
orders.

Solidarity postcards!

Sevied one for N Dav send one ro the Polish
[ ooy D 2Op caclt iplus XOpep&ya 10O for
f1 ol SO0 g TOU Lor Dy gl S gy

Oreler fromm

[ ondon NP

Other Pronediop, «

o 20) Boy S0,




3

.

AS SOLIDARITY with Solidarnosc develops
within the labour movement DAVY JONES
spoke to French author JEAN-YVES POTEL
about the evolution of Solidarity and the pro-
spects for,its re-emergence. Potel has been in
Britain for a series of meetings to build solidari-
ty with the Polish workers. He is an editor of
the French journal L’Alternative which
specialises in Eastern European affairs and
author of the new Pluto Press book The Sum-

mer Before The Frost.

Could you explain the
evolution of Solidar-
nosc after August 1980
and the debates inside
Solidarnosc?

Everyone was very en-
thusiastic after the Gdansk
Agreement. Within mon-
ths this had changed and
people saw that it was a
long and difficult process.
They began to understand
the difficulty of the Gdan-
sk Agreement which was a
compromise between the
strikers and the party. Par-
ty leader Kania said that
the official policy of the
party was for a social con-
tract between society and

. the party. Butin reality the
party wasn’t a good part-
ner for the workers.
Whenever possible the
party tried to turn the
clock back.

Gdansk

For example the Gdan-
sk Agreement recognised
the right of the free trade
unions to organise the
workers but it took a big
struggle by the workers to
finally win the official
recognition of the union
by 11 November.

In many factories the
bosses  threatened the
workers who tried to set up
the free union, that they
would lose their special
holiday and housing rights
and so on. There were lots
of other conflicts during
the months after Gdansk,
the meaning-of which was
clear: the government
didn’t want such an agree-
ment. Up until March
1981 the movement
radicalised around the
question of the implemen-
tation of the Gdansk
Agreement.

I was in Poland at the
time of the Bydgoszcz
events in March when the
government organised the
beating up of the local

workers’ leaders. The
workers prepared a
brilliantly organised.

general strike. For 10 days
all the workers were
preparing for the strike,
each person in each fac-
tory had their own task.
Every aspect of social
organisation was covered
by the strike committee,
for example information,
food, a legal system, and
workers’ guards.

It came very close 1o a
veneral confrontation.
The agreement that was
reached, with sone
manipulanion of the move-
ment by oa part of the
lcadership, was not . a
deteat.

W S also
remember e very deep
ceonottine cisis - Phas had
VTV JODUi et ;'l"'x‘\fl\. PL‘U*
ple had 1o Wt m quenes

tor a0 tone e o
overvidios Ihe ~tandard
of Bte beean o dechine

[he it fony Was i Crists,
Bovaise st darmose had o
by andin ANt pariy,
fovee e vk et the
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party and joined Solidar-
nosc. For example in one
factory where there were
273000 members of  the
party. by summecer 1981
there were only 20 or 30
left, the . executive
members of the party. So
the real power i the fac-
tories in the summer was in
the hands of the union.

Media

On the other hand on
the TV there was a con-
tmnual propaganda barrage
against Solidarnose, which
had no access 1o the media
as none of the agreements
on access had been ap-
plied. In this situation the
base  of the movement
began 1o radicalise, to
become exasperated.

The development  of
democracy within o the
movement  was  another
factor in the evolution of
Solidarnose. For us in
Western Lurope one ot the

Cmain interests in Solidar-

nosc is in the queston of
the  democracy ol the
movement. particularly in
relation to union
democracvy. Before Aueust
the people involved hadn’t
expericneed  democracy,
they  hadn't cven ex
perienced  the  mimmal
democracy of Western
frurope

From November 1980
1o duly 1981 there was a
long process of democratic
clections within Solidiae
nosc, first at the tacton
level, then the regional
conferences,  and finally
the elections tor the na-
vional CONEIess fast
autumn. .

This congress was very
democratic? It was not
reallv @ trade nmon con-
ference, but rather  a
workers” parlament. Fach
defegate at the conaress
reprosented 10,000 people
and cach was mandated by
their electors

Draft

Ihe programme
adopted by sobdarnose
was a selt nomagemem
programme. the  drat
programme wis discuissed
inocach 1acton i every
region. I lune Jubhy cach
region  adopted  a | pro
gramme with special
regional demands, otien
with  different progriam
mes put forward by differ
g groups

AL the special congress
which Listed I8 davs cach
region e 1o the tird
sesston and osplaned therr
prooramme brom the phat
torm. Then o special com
mission wais organisad ot
130 deiegates, divided up
o 300 b commissions,
Borwesa the two sesstons
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gramme there was more
than onc alternative op-
tion put torward. T'he con-
gress  discussed around
this programme and the
different opnions.  the
programme was very ad-
vanced more so than
that of the workers in the
uprisings in Hungary 1956
or Crzechoslovakia 1968,
And for all the members of
the union this programme
was their programnie.

Idea

Within the leadership
there was a ot ol discus-
sion on the strategic op-
tions. At the beginniny the
general opinion of Solidar
nose was the same as that
ol all the democratic op
position betore  August
1980,  namely  that  of
stabilising a compromise
between: society and  the
party Ustate G osort ol
historical COIMProNIse.
The consequence of this
idea was the selt-himitation
strateey

I'he idea was that the
balince ot dorces m
Poland tavoured the
workers but the balance of
forces mternationally: was
against them and that the
seizure ot power by the
workers would theretore
lead to a war with the
Soviet Union, and  the
crushing of the workers
[hercfore a compromise
was essential.

Fhis tactic was veny
usetul up  unal about
Fanuary or February 1981
but from the Budeossers
alfaor 1 was not o aen
usciul, Thus o strateeiwe
discussion  opened . up
withim Sohdarnose. Fhere
were hasicatly two pos
IOyt

b the tradinonal
leadorshups Wadesa and
Rearon. ~and that the com
pronese had to be stabiis
Jdorovernmmeny

Ce }
PR IR LTS I P RS LA R T N N
< o the ety an
Sooatiios Ehe ndea e

Internat

that if the party didn’t ac-
cept this it would have to
be imposed by strikes and
so on. Such an agreement
would allow a  special
economic reform with self-
management.

Strike

The second position
was exactly the reverse.
They said that the move
ment should build el
management and
economic retorm, and 1t
the government opposed 1t
then the use of the actne
strike would be introduced
where the workers work
tor themselves. In othu
words  self-management
would be imposed through
co-ordination with othu
factories, and then b
possible  an agreement
would be signed with the
government.

There was no one redl
lv who said they should
take power immediatel
No one thought the armn
would attack the move
ment in the way it did
Even the et the
militants, thought that i
the dictatorship was -
posed that 1t would be
done through legal chan-
nels, that the party would
ask  for  such  powers
through the parhament.

Coup

A date as oy
December theretore only
15200 per cent of in-
dustrial workers  were
covered by self-
management bodies. And
the active strike wdea was
not very widelv known un
vl November 1981 when u
begian 1o be popuba
amony the rectona! feaden
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positive but the strategic
discussion had not
matured in time before the
coup.

When will Solidarnosc
rise again?

JFirst we must note that the

whole population is
against the regime. Their
hostility  is  absolutely
clear. But it is very dil-
ticult for Jaruzelkki 10
stabilise the party as the
leadership 1s  divided.
Jaruzelski has a project
like Kadar’s in Hungary to
rebuild a party with some
legitimacy among the peo-
ple and through an open
policy to the Church and
peasantry.

Olszowski and Grab-
ski, the party hard-liners,
want to follow the Crech
model with an ideological-
Iv purged and hardened
party of workers, and con-
tinuing repression against
Solidarnosc and the
Church and peasants. But
both projects are imprac-
tical, particularly given the
lack of  room for
manocuvre at the level of
the cconomy.

Morale

Some important
members of  Sohdarnose
are free and the resistance
seems to be quite well
organised in some major
cities like Wroclaw, Gdan-
sh. Katowice, Warsaw and
1 odz. People are not yet
ready for a general upris-
ing or general strike. They
are  building  up  thar
strength and  morale
through clandestine  ac-
tons.

There's a problem of
ICrTorism, not from
Sobdarnose but from
some  of rthe vounger
peneration who mav be
provoked o armed ace-
vons. What won't happen
s any sudden collapse of
the  zovernment ot any

tees

Solidarnosc: the workers’
cause I

general uprising against -
in the short term.

The defeat of la<
December was a politicz
defeat and it will take timz
“or Solidarnosc to absort
the lessons. The scope of
the defeat is clear from the
limitation of the initia.
resistance to martial law.

Some 300 factories wen:
on strike in December '¥:
but in the August events of
1980 there were 4000.

Solidarity with
Solidarnosc is vital from
the international labour
movement. When Reagan
and Thatcher come out in
support of Solidarnosc
this is used by the govern-
ment in  Poland o
discredit Solidarnosc. The
international labour
make
cause its

movement  must
Solidarnosc’s
own.

More extensive treatmen:
of some of these themes s
availuble both in Potel s
book, The Summer Before
the Frost, and also in an
excerpt taken from the
book in the latest issue of
International.

Labour Focus on
Eastern Europe

Spring 1982 issue now out!

Poland since martial law: Solidarnosc’s pro-
gramme from last year’s congress, debates
within Solidarnosc prior to the coup, repres-
sion and the fightback round-up, resistance
documents, labour movement action, list of
Solidarnosc detainees and much more.
Everything you need to know on Poland.
£1.50 per copy, bulk orders available. From
Other Bookshop, 328 Upper St, London NI
2XP or from Labour Focus on Eastern
Europe, Box 23, 136 Kingsland High St,
London ES8.

Solidarity Committees with
Solidarnosc

Glasgow Polish Solidarity Committee, c/o lan
McCalman, 18 Mossgiel Rd, Glasgow G43. Ring
041-632 1839.

Edinburgh Polish Solidarity Committee, c/0
Edinburgh & District Trades Council, 12 Picardy
Place, Edinburgh.

Greater Manchester Polish Solidarity Com-
mittee, ¢/o0 Jon Silberman, 51 Montrose House.
Crete St, Oldham, Lancs. Ring 061-620 2885.
Leeds Polish Solidarity Committee, c/o Dave
Feickert, 28 Roundhay Mount, Leeds 8.
Yorkshire. Ring 0532 490927.

Birmingham Polish Solidarity Committee, c/'0
Roger Murray, 28 Blacktford Road, Birmingham
11. Ring 021-773 5396.

Cardiff Polish Solidarity Committee, c/o Mark
Jenkins, 87 Beatty Ave, Cardiff. Ring
0222-764195. -
Coventry Solidarity Committee, John Fisher
¢/0 ASTMS, 26 Queens Rd, Coventry.

Oxford Labour Committee on Poland, 468
Banbury Rd, Oxford. Ring 0865 58238.

Eastern Europe Solidarity Campaign, 10 Park
Drive, L.ondon NW11. Ring 01-458 1501.
Labour Focus on Eastern Europe, Box 23, 136
Kingstand High St, London E8.

Polish Solidarity Committee, 69 Edinburgh Rd.
l.ondon FE13. Ring 01-422 2218 for Londorn
speakers, or 01-249 2665 tor out of London.
Solidarnosc Trade Union Working Group in
UK, 64 Philbeach Gardens, Earls Court, T ondor
SWS. Ring 01-373 3492

Labour Poland Solidarity Fund. ¢ o (
operative Bank, 110 Leman S, London B
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FRANCE

By Paul Lawson

THE French Socialist Party-led government
suffered a major setback in the nationwide
local elections held last weekend. Half of
France’s cantons (departments) held elections
for councillors, and the right of centre parties
— the Gaullist and Giscardian UDF — won 1154
out of the 2029 seats at stake. The left won only
781. As a result the left lost control of six

departments. Overall its vote went down to

around 49 per cent, as opposed to the 54 per
cent gained at the time of the presidential elec-

tions last May.

The results are being interpreted as a con-
siderable political reverse for the government
and a victory for the right.

Why has the election of
a Socialist Party-
Communist Party govern-
ment, hailed with such en-
thusiasm last year, begun
to go sour? The answer is
simple. In the face of a
particularly vigorous elec-
toral campaign waged by
the right wing, the left suf-
fered from a large number
of abstentions from its
supporters.

Many of those who
voted for the Socialist Par-
ty and the Communist
Party last year cannot see
how they have benefitted
from the election of Mitter-
rand. Far from being too
quick, change has been all
but non-existent.

After the Presidential
and Assembly  (par-
liament) elections last
year, when two million
were unemployed, the
workers expected quick
action to help them.

It was widely expected
that the minimum national
wage would be increased
by 25 per cent to keep pace
with inflation. In fact an
increase of only § per cent
was introduced — the first
big compromise of the

SONS
S OUDARNOSC
DO MEN BENEFIT
Tl

THE LAURENCE SCOTT

FROM WOMEN'S OPPRES

government  with  the
bosses.

1 ne government’s pro-
mise of a 35-hour week has
collapsed in a muddle of
compromises with the
bosses.

When the  bosses’
federation, the CNPF,
said a definitive ‘no’ to the
35-hour week, the govern-
ment, instead of imposing
a law, and mobilising the
workers to defend it, com-
promised. A 39-hour week
was introduced im-
mediately, and the 35-hour
week would be brought in
during negotiations on an
industry-by-industry,
plant-by-plant basis over a
five-year period.

The introduction of
the 39-hour week has
however been paid for by
the workers, either in
terms of reduced wages —
despite government pro-
mises to the contrary — or
in terms of more ‘flexible’
working hours.

The conditions of the
39-hour week, hidden
away in the small print of
the agreement, came as a
surprise to many workers.
The result has been a wave
of strikes in hnndreds of

STORY
SION?

March ‘82 issue now out!
British economic crisis, crash of Laker, Potel

on Solidarnosc,

do men benefit from

women’s oppression, Reds, Mayakovsky,
Turkey, Laurence Scott’s.

Just 60p a copy. Subscribe for £4.50 a
year (Britain and Ireland). Send cheques to:

International, PO Box 50, London N1 2XP.
' soéi'ar'-sft‘_cr{ahe'nge‘ 1 April 1862° “page 14 RS
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French trade unionists on the march

factories.

These strikes have led
to bitter confrontations,
including the death of one
worker in a fight with a
bosses’ goon squad, and
the use -of riot police to
clear strikers out of the
Leleu factory in Lyon.
Riot police were also used
to replace customs officers
faced with wage cuts and
more difficult hours — all
in exchange for one hour
less a week!

The disappointments
over the minimum wage
and the 35-hour week
come on top of the imposi-
tion of increased national

insurance contributions,
amounting to one per cent
of every worker’s wage to
pay for the increasing costs
of social security.

The attitude of the
government is perhaps
best highlighted by the fate
of its plans to nationalise
five industrial groups. The
French Constitutional
Court ruled that the com-
pensation being offered
was inadequate, and
therefore the nationalisa-
tions couldn’t go through.

Mitterrand then ac-

cepted that the na-
tionalisations should be

Bodiés of Palestinian youths killed by Israeli

Mitterrand suffers
election hlow

delayed and billions more
francs be paid out to the
bosses. Once again, the
option of compromise was
adopted, rather  than
changing the law and
mobilising the workers to
defend a government
which claimed to defend
the workers’ interests.

The lesson of last
week’s election is that the
Socialist Party-
Communist Party govern-
ment, far from going t0o
quickly, is going far too
slowly.

Mitterrand -and his
Prime Minister, Mauroy,
point to the fact that the
assembly is elected for a
five-year term and the
president for seven years
to maintain that they can
‘go slowly’.

But things will go from
bad to worse, and the
bosses will pile on more
and more pressure both in
France and international-
ly, unless they can mobilise
the workers to push
through anti-capitalist
measures.

Although the govern-
ment has carried through
some important social
legislation — auacking
right-wing control of TV,
abolishing  the
sentence and abolishing
the anti-working class
State Security Court — for
the mass of the working
class what matters s
whether the government
which claims to be ‘theirs’
improves their position at

" the expense of the bosses.

So far there is little
progress on this front, and
this lack of progress will
continue to undermine
support for the govern-
ment.

soldiers. Top, Israeli soldiers tried to forcibly open

shops during general strik

e ¢

death -

steps up

West Bank

repression

()

5

&

E

)

By Ros Kaplan

BEGIN'S ‘iron fist’ policy of repression
in the Israeli-occupied territories
resulted last week in a vote of no con-
fidence being passed against the
government in the Knesset. An early

. election in Israel now seems likely.

It is possible that an early election
will increase the likelihood of an at-
tack on Lebanon. The war drive in
Israel has been building up for the
past few months with the purpose of
smashing the Lebanese stronghold of
Palestinian refugee resistance and the
PLO.

A defeat of the Palestinians in Lebanon
would — apart from giving the Israelis more
land in the north, control of the Litani water
resources and a ‘more secure’ border — give
them a much freer hand in the already ongoing
process of merging the occupied territories of
the West Bank, Gaza Strip and Golan Heights
into Israel.

The recent wave of Palestinian resistance in
the Occupied Territories to the Milson Civil
Administration farce is not a new development.

1980 saw a long rebellion in the Occupied
Territories against what was then military rule.

Nor does it come as a shock to Palestinians
that Israeli civilian settlers were opening fire on
them with the racit approval of the Israeli army.
A weeklv occurence in the occupied areas!

What is qualitively different is the absence
of a strong local leadership. The National
Guidance Committee and the pro-PLO mavors
led by Shak’a, which played a significant role in
giving a lead to the protests two years ago, no
longer give a lead.

Today, the growth of the pro-Israeli village
leagues led by Mustafa Dudin in Dura near
Hebron, the open arming of his supporters by
the Israelis, the growth of the Islamic fun-
damentalism is leading to a polarisation bet-
ween the left and right in the Palestinian camp.
It is coupled with the stepping up of settlement
building and the pronouncements by the Israeli
government that it is a race against time — 10
increase the numbers of Israeli settlers from
25,000 to 1 million in the next few years. This is
in order to surround and isolate centres of
Palestinian occupation so that political
resistance is made necar impossible.

The ‘colony’ situation that exists means in
reality that the West Bank and Gaza Strip are-
providing a massive cheap labour reserve and a
market for the Israeli capitalist economy.

Time is running out — a defeat for the
Palestinians will be a serious setback for the
socialist revolution in the Middie East.

It will also have repercussions on an interna-
tional level. If Israel’s aggressive policies win
then this will prolong the influence it has with
some of the most repressive regimes in the
world todayv.

Israel is one of the main suppliers of arms to
bloody regimes like the junta in El Salvador
and Guatemala.

The time has come for the labour movement
in Britain to recognise that Israel’s war against
the Palestinians is just as much a part of im-
perialist oppression as the US war in Ll
Salvador.
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London fares fight

‘The grass roots
grow outside the
depot gates not
Transport House’

By Paul Styles, East London bus worker

‘A MISERABLE failure.” That's how Alan Pay-
ling, a bus driver, summed up the Can’t Pay,
Won’t Pay campaign. As he reported the situa-
tion in his own garage at Stamfard Hill, ‘I've
come across one conductor to date who was
presented two slips. He was told by the

which the ‘Fares Fair’ the depot gates not
policy can be restored. Transport House.

The Douglas Jay ‘There was a great
Private Members Bill  spirit on our picket line on
could pass through its se- 10 March. If somebody
cond reading successfully ~ had come down from the
on 23 April thus reversing ~ TGWU or GLC and said a
the Law Lords ruling on  few words it would have
subsidised public  donme a lot of good.
transport. ‘What the union

THE ‘Can’t Pay, Won’t Pay’ campaign is led by Labour
GLC councillors notably Valerie Wise and Dave Wetzel. It
involves handing in a slip giving your name and address in
lieu of the increased fare on London’s buses and tubes.
The aim was to bring London Transport to a standstill
through having to process thousands of such slips. The
first days of the increased fares showed that isolated, in-
dividual passenger action was ineffectual. Far from swam-
ping LT with slips only a few hundred were handed in.

RN

as the cuts and leaders should be doing is

passengers that they were Can‘t Pay, Won't
Pay campaigners to which he replied, “Can’t

T

pay, won’'t move”’.

Alan added that ‘even
though the campaign has
failed to mobilise public
support it has succeeded
overwhelmingly in
creating a climate of
hostility -and had done
great damage to the
reputation of the Labour
GLC among LT workers.

‘The GLC association
with “*Can’t Pay, Won’t
Pay’’ is seen as an imposi-

tion upon workers — that
they have not been con-
sulted about.

‘In fact, it has come
close to destroying the
respect that has been won
in the workplace for the
broader ‘‘Fare Fight”’
campaign.’

Ken Livingstone,
leader of the Labour GLC
has made it clear that he
sees only two ways in

HEADLINES on the national newspapers
screamed about the sabotage of ground
vehicles at Heathrow Airport on 29 March, im-
plying that it was the work of the striking ramp

workers.

Transport union shop steward Mike Le Cor-
nu said that his members would not be guilty of

such a foolish act.

He added that ‘it was not unheard of for
saboteurs and provocateurs to be employed by
the other side to put the trade union side in

disrepute.’

This is the latest
stage in a bitter dispute
between rampworkers
and British Airways
management.

Hundreds of scabs,
most of whom are

members of trade.

unions, have been co-
operating with manage-
ment in their attempts
to smash the strongest
section of organised
workers at Heathrow
Airport.

The rampworkers,
including loaders and
drivers, are now in their

seventh week of a lock

out.

Airport regulations
prevent a picket inside
the perimeter of
Heathrow itself, so they
are not even able to pro-
perly confront the so-
called ‘volunteers’ who
are doing their jobs.

The dispute started
with a management
ultimatum in February,
which made demands
impossible for any trade
union to concede. Not
only did management
want 300 redundancies,
they wanted to
lengthen working
hours, change the shift
system so that ramp-

workers would have up
to 30 days more work
per year — and they
demanded no less than
116 changes in working
practices.

Despite efforts by
the Transport and
General Workers Union
to bend over backwards
to accommodate man-
agement'’s demands,
the management threw
out the negotiating pro-
cedures and locked out
the ramp workers.

The object of this ex-
ercise is to sell off British
Airways to private in-
dustry, having first
broken the organised
strength of the
workers.

Unfortunately many

British Airways staff

believe that they are do-
ing the management
and  themselves a
favour by carrying out
organised scabbingon a
scale not seen since the
General Strike of 1926.
Office staff, many of
them members of Apex
and ASTMS, pilots and
some industrial workers
have been doing the
rampworkers’ jobs dur-
ing their own time, or
their annual holidays, at
rates of pay much

looming redundancies  giving us the information

become apparent, the LT
unions could move to
organise a complete stop-
page of the system.

Alan Payling, while
agreeing with Liv-

ingstone’s sentiments,
pointed out, ‘there is a dif-
ference between

statements and actually
implementing them.

‘To mobilise working
class people we have to re-
mind the Labour and
union officials that the
grass roots grow outside

Donations and support
to: Ray Davies, Heathrow
Ramp Workers, c/o
Feltham Community Cen-
tre, Hanworth  Road,
Feltham Middx.

By Oliver New

higher than that of the
rampworkers.
Meanwhile a secret
report, with every copy
individually numbered,
is proposing that British
Airways should be sold
off, after having first
received a cash injec-
tion from the govern-
ment of £600 million.
Under this plan ten
to fifteen thousands
jobs at Heathrow would
be lost — in addition to
the recent redundan-
cies under ‘Phase 1’,
which cost 10,000 jobs.

After seven weeks
on dispute pay alone
(£12), with constant and
effective scabbing,
demoralisation is in
danger of setting in.

Management claim
100 workers have
responded to an appeal
for them to return in-
dividually to work in
sufficient numbers to
be ‘protected’ from
their locked out col-
leagues.

Mike Le Cornu, a
ramp steward, told
Socialist Challenge

. that: ‘If the ramp, which

is one of the strongest
areas, is defeated, you
can say goodbye to the

rest — constitution,
negotiations and trade
unions will mean
nothings.’

Members of Apex
and ASTMS should call
on their union leaders to
come down like a ton of
bricks on any of their
members who are scab-

bing — so far their:

response has been little
more than token.

on what London
Transport is actually plan-
ning.’

Many LT workers were
reluctant to strike on 10
March because they felt
they were being ordered to
and had no real say in
what action was possible
and effective.

In order to win the
hearts and minds of these
workers for future action
the contemptuous attitude
of the labour and union
officials has to be con-

Scabs at Heathrow

fronted.

A few depots have
started to inform and in-
volve the membership.
Stamford Hill garage is
among these and this
outgoing approach and its
results were explained by
Alan.

‘Once people know the
truth of the matter you
unlock their potential.

‘We started putting out
bulletins to the branch,
sold about 200 badges and
used whatever leaflets
were available.

- ‘It was basically a long
paper war that we fought,
one long argument to
mobilise support and turn
the tide of opinion.

‘Prior to Xmas all the
branch meetings I went to
were nine or ten people. At
the recent ordinary branch
meeting thirty attended.

‘On the day of the

strike up to 100 workers
were involved in the picket
line throughout the day.
People are starting to want
to know about the union,
how it works.

‘It’s  little  things,
nothing revolutionary is
happening, just people
slowly becoming more ac-
tive, and more importantly
after 10 March, beginning
to say, well what happens
now?’

Heathrow rampworkers
face

Rail pay down 40%
says Weighell

By Toni Gorton

REAL pay for rail workers has plunged by 30 to 40 per
cent in the last seven years according to NUR
general secretary Sid Weighell in the latest issue of

Transport Review.

Weighell states that ‘Since
1975, railwaymen have suf-
fered a decline in pay rates
relative to the retail price in-
dex in every year except 1978.

‘This is a limit to the fall in
living standards that
railwaymen will take.
Management will be foolish
not to heed the rising tide of
anger and frustration at the
board’s failure to improve
basic rates substantially.’

If Weighell makes
statements about his
members’ wages rates, at least
part of his motivation is to
head off growing opposition
to him over the flexible roster-
ing issue.

His decision to accept
flexible rostering over the
heads of his members has
already resulted in unofficial
strike action being taken by a
number of London rail

depots.

A petition circulated by
the steering committee of
London depots opposing flex-
ible rostering has already
received thousands of
signatures since its ap-
pearance a few weeks ago.

Meanwhile ASLEF are
still fighting it out with the
British Rail bosses in front of
Lord McCarthyv’s ndustria)
arbitration tribunal.

It is now widely expected
that McCarthy will again find
in ASLEF’s favour. In an-
ticipation of this British Rail
boss Sir Peter Parker is letting
it be known that he won’t
abide by any such recommen-
dation. L

BR is considering
unilaterally imposing the
disputed rosters and
withholding any pay award
this year if their position on
flexible rostering is rejected.

Part of 10 March picket line at Stamford Hill arage
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Excuse for a

witch-hunt

By Tessa van Gelderen

‘WE HAVE allowed the public to get the im-
pression that sectarian revolutionary ex-
tremists like the Militant tendency are typical
of the Labour leadership.” This was Denis
Healey’s verdict of the Hillhead by- elect:on
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out for Nation
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THE FIRST National Sales Day in 1882
takes place this Saturday 3 April. Sellers
will be out and around estates, markets
and high streets — wherever new
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The countdown to sales day started weﬁ’
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It is not a verdict
agreed by many activists in
the labour movement. The
problem has been that it is

the Denis Healeys who are
‘typical of the Labour
leadership’ and the work-
ing class has been through
that expérience once too
often.

Michael Foot tries to
patch up the Bishop’s
Stortford agreement, in
the aftermath of the
Hillhead election. Unfor-
tunately for the leader of
the Labour Party, Healey,
and Roy Hattersley and
Peter Shore, have gone too
far this time.

Their assertions - that
the left is to blame for
Labour’s defeat couldn’t
be further from the truth.
The party leadershlp and
the right wing trade union
leaders had the campaign

and candidate that it
wanted in Hillhead.
Issues

On all major issues,
David Wiseman, took his
distance from left wing
policies. He openly attack-
ed Militant. What more
could Healey and Co
want? Yet according to
Healey, the Labour Party
is ‘paying for the damage
done by the in-fighting in
the last two years. The
damage will continue as
long as people like Pat
Wall and. Tarig Ali are
allowed to misrepresent
our movement.’

Now even Foot has
been forced to call a halt to
these blatant saboteurs. It
is Healey, Hattersley and

Shore who are mis-
representing the move-
ment. It is Healey, Hat-

tersley and Shore who are
prepared to let Labour
lose the next general elec-

tion rather than fight on a

manifesto committed to
scrapping Cruise and Tri-
dent, withdrawing Britain
from the EEC and
massively reducing
unemployment without an
incomes policy.
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IN THE. MEANTIME
WE SUPPORT THE. TRAD-
| IMONAL. VIRTUES OF LAW
AND ORDER , LOW WAGES
AND UNION sAsn\sz'

WHAT ABOUT
IRELAND ?

WHO?

YOU MAY SNEER AS
MUCH AS YOU LIKE,BUT THE
SDP ( ALSO KNOWN AS
THE SOFT OPTION TORIES)
Wikl TRANSFORM THE
FACE OF BRITAIN -

WiILL BRING FORTH OUR
POLICY - A POLICLY THAT
wikl. GRADUALLY AND




