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Britain prime target

Gruise missiles

il

Common last week

Photo: John Harri

THE GOVERNMENT is planning to deploy
Cruise missiles in Britain in April — nine mon-
ths earlier than the announced date of
December 1983. NATO spokespeople have con-

firmed that the Cruise missile launchers will

to bear fruit.

But the arms talks go-
ing on in Geneva are a
fraud. The United States
has flatly rejected a Soviet

start arriving in April. Previously NATO had
given December as the date for the placement
of the missiles in order to give time for arms
reduction negotiations with the Soviet Union

offer to reduce the number
of §88-20s in Eastern
Europe from 600 to 250 in
return for no placement of

Cruise and Pershing. By
bringing forward the date
for the installation of the
missiles the United States
is making clear that it is set
on its plan for the upping
of its nuclear arsenal in
Europe, irrespective of
what progress is made at
Geneva.

Meanwhile, the revela-
tion that the United States
plans a command HQ at
High Wycombe in the
event of war shows just
how Britain will be a prime

target if war breaks out.
The local council in High
Wycombe believes that in
any case the HQ will be us-
ed to programme Cruise
missiles,

The plan for the HQ
also shows that the US has
no corifidence in its ability
to fight a conventional war
in Europe — its installa-
tions in Germany would be

uickly over-run — and it
thus relying on a strategy
of nuclear war.

No one in their right
mind should believe that
the Soviet Union intends
to march into Western
Europe. The ‘Soviet
threat’ is being used by the
United States as an excuse
for its world-wide military
build-up, aimed at the
developing revolutions in
Central America and the
Middle East, aimed at re-
establishing the domina-
tion of the United States in
the Western Alliance, and
aimed at putting massive

economic pressure on the
Soviet Union.

Thatcher is a willing
participant in Reagan’s
war plans. Britain is
becoming the United
States forward command
post to fight a nuclear war.
The April date for the
missile launchers means
that the fight against the
missiles must be stepped
up in the new vear,

_Above all the Labour
leadership must demand

no installation of Cruise
missiles before a general
election and make ab-
solutely unequivocal its in-
tention to send back the
missiles if they come to
power.

The 30,000 women at
Greenham Common have
given the campaign a
tremendous boost. Now
the labour movement,
with its six million af--
filiates to CND must
mobilise its forces.
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It is addressed to nine right wing
members of Labour's NEC including
Healey, John Golding, Russell Tuck and
Gwyneth Dunwoody. It gives explicitin-
structions on how to put the boot into
the Labour Party Young Socialists.

‘Our first task,’ it says ‘is to Kill the
reprinting of the LPYS pamphlet on Nor-
thern Ireland.’ The pamphlet, it seems,
commits a terrible crime — it attacks the
SDLP ‘a fellow member of the Socialist
international.’

Since Trish voters have also given the
SDLP the thumbs down in two suc-
cessive elections, perhaps these voters
should also be suppressed.

Mr Heller's views on building a cam-
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Young Socialists: ‘The budget shows a welcom e
“improvement since there is no provisions for campai
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they had secured proxy
votes from Tribune’s
founder shareholders with
which they were going to
remove Chris Mullin from
the editorship of Tribune.

Under Mullin’s direc-
tion the paper has been
sharply critical of the
Labour leadership im-
cluding Michael Foot, and
has firmly opposed -the
witch-hunt in the Labour
Party. -

Now, it seems, Silkin
wanis to have a private
witch-hunt of his own. But
he didn’t have it all his
own way. On Thursday 9
December the share-
holders met and Silkin
moved the removal of
Mullin - and George

newspaper: ‘Why have it at all?’

The nine NEC members have some
questions to answer:
@ Will they be applying to register?
@ If so, will their meetings be open to all
party members as the register demands?
® Will the source of their finances be
revealed?
® How do they propose to win the
youth vote while destroying the youth
organisation?

Watch this space for next year’s grip-
ping instalment ...

support of Brian Murphy,  uses the union’s premises.  which Mullin’s supporters

LAW to work with

‘Campaign’

group to

win union support

By Alan Freeman, LAW secretariat.

ANTI witch-hunt
campaigners  will
work with the new
left wing ‘Cam-
paign’ group of MPs
— which includes
Tony Benn — to
fight the expulsion
of Labour Party

members.

A deputation from
the Campaign group

and from Labour
Against the Witch-
hunt — which repre-
sents over 100 CLPs —
has handed a letter to
the NEC in support of
Tony Benn's motion to
cease all action aga-
inst groups of Labour
Party members.

The two groups are

now campaigning to.

win trade union sup-
port, following LAW's
first National Council
on Sunday 12
December. A letter
has been sent to

leading trade unionists
asking them to oppose
the witch-hunt, and fr-
inge meetings are to
be held at all major
trade union con-
ferences next year in
support of model
resolutions promoted
by LAW and the Cam-
paign for Labour Party
democracy.

The campaign aims
to win enough votes at
the next Labour Party
conference to over-
turn any expulsions
and reverse the daci-
sion to establish a
register.

Local meetings and
conferences are to be
held in all major towns
early next year in sup-
port of policiessuch as
unilateral disarma-
ment and against ex-
pulsions, and LAW will
seek endorsement of
its policies at the spr-
ing regional Labour
Party conferences.
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Hopkins from the Tribune
Board of Directors and
their replacement by
himself and Bruce.

His plan was to make a
clean sweep of the board
of directors, which has
eight members, by cutting
it to five members, remov-
ing two further jour-
nalists, and relying on the

former TUC Press officer,
to secure a majority to
remove Mullin from the
editor’s post.

Unfortunately he made
some sad miscalculations:
apparently he forgot that
Jack Boddy, a director,
was a prominent
Transport workers' union
member — and Tribune

Mistake number one. The
meeting then heard an im-
passioned plea from Jack
Jones for worker par-
ticipation on the board:
and journalists Sheila
March and Sheila Noble
retained their places on the
board.

The final result is thus
a board of directors in

cLPD — No registration

WEDNESDAY 15
DECEMBER was the
closing date of the

ballot of CLPD
members on whether
CLPD should
‘register’. Greg

Tucker of Vauxhall
CLP discusses the
issues raised.

THE REGISTER of Non-
Affiliated Groups was
killed off last month. It
even had an obituary in
Labour Weekly.

But the Campaign for
Labour Party Democracy
seem intent on risking
breakup over the issue.

It decided to organise a
consultative ballot before
its AGM in January

decides on the issue.

Reasonable so far! So
imagine the surprise when,
on receiving the ballot
papers and statements for
and against, you find
among them a statement
from Victor Schonfield
(CLPD Treasurer). This
spends two pages abusive-
ly attacking ‘those who
support CLPD for their
own tactical reasons, but
oppose its basic strategy’.
It goes on to list these
CLPD EC members who
are declared unfit for re-
election and finally
threatens to resign, along
with the Secretary and
other key officers
(unspecified), if the AGM
does not vote in favour of
registration.

All this on the spurious
grounds that CLPD was
set up ‘to make Annual
Conference decisions bin-
ding.’

- Comrade Schonfield
should look at his
membership card again.
Mine states: ‘We believe
that policy decisions
reached by Annual Con-
ference should be binding
on the Parliamentary
Labour Party and under-
take to secure the im-
plementation of this prin-
ciple.’

It is one thing to de-
mand that the PLP im-
plements agreed policy. It
1s another to ask us to go
along with our own expul-
sion from the Party.
CLPD has never said we

still have a built-in majori-
ty. But Silkin will be bac
for more. :

However, he doesn’t
seem to have been too
careful about his open
base of support. Deptford
Labour Party, his own
constituency, are strongly
rumoured to be discussing

should not defend
ourselves from measures
that seek to destroy

democracy in the Party.

Sad

It is a sad state of af-
fairs that Victor Schon-
field should decide to use
tactics more akin to Sid
Weighell and the Right in
his attacks on other CLPD
members. But since then
the CLPD EC has com-
pounded these errors by
deciding to recommend
that the AGM agree to
register.

The CLPD Women'’s
Action Committee at its
AGM last weekend oppos-

ed the register and ‘ex--

a censure motion against
his outrageous antics.

Taking a leaf from John
Spellar’s book — his con-
stituency- has demanded
that Tribune journalist
Nigel Williamson be ex-
pelled from his own con-
stituency party — activists
might well be advised to
get motions sent to Dept-
ford supporting the idea.

pressed concern that the
CLPD EC had jumped the
gun and recommended to
the AGM to register
regardless of the ballot
result.’

The dispute has reach-
ed a pitch where even a
split is possible. Why the
heat when the register
itself is nearly dead?

_ Perhaps the last EC
gives a clue: a routine
motion against expulsions
was amended so that the
Executive would not
recommend defiance of
expulsions. Yet this is the
key issue facing CLPD:
will it be an effective force
against expulsions, defen-
ding parties like Hornsey?
Or will the tactics of those
like Shonfield split or
destroy the campaign?



Tanks batter down the gates of the Gdansk Lenin Ship

By Jacqueline Allio  from Internation! Viewpoint

THE PROBLEM of the bureaucrat-generals is
how to overcome what they call disorder.
What they mean by this is continued unrest
reflected in constantly occuring strikes, even
though these have often been isolated and sub-
jected to severe repression; innumerable street
demonstrations, both violent clashes involving

relatively small

groups

and impressive

mobilisations of several thousand persons; and
various sorts of demonstrations of massive op-
position to the military junta.

How can the junta
boast that it has re-
established order when
hundreds of clandestine
periodicals continue to ap-
pear, testifying to the
breadth of the resistance
movement? How can it
claim that it has silenced
the enemy when
clandestine radio broad-
casts are continuing and
growing more numerous,
despite the seizures of
radio transmitters that
have been announced with
a great furor on TV?

Boycott

How can the junta
hope that it has gotten the
support of the privileged
layers when the actors and
the stage managers are
continuing the systematic
boycott of the TV that
they started in the wake of
the 13 December
crackdown? This sort of
protest, which few people
expected to last more than
a few weeks, should be
pointed out,

Not only does it in-
volve very serious material
loss for those conducting it
but it shows that the junta
has mnot succeeded in
breaking the alliance bet-
ween the workers and the
intellectuals that was one
of the bulwarks of the
Polish revolution follow-
ing the August 1980
strikes.

How, moreover, can
the military claim to
dominate the situation
when the new unions they

set up to replace Solidar-
nosc are being massively
boycotted by the working
class? Not even bribery has
been successful.

For example, the
Polish railroads offered a
wage increase and a six
week vacation in a socialist
country of your choice to
anyone who would agree
to join the organizing
committees for the new
unions. They got hardly
any takers.

So far only three per

.cent of the 40,000 enter-

prises in the country have
been able to get together
the 15 candidates required
to set up an organizing
committee.

Cynical

In this context, one can
understand the cynical
tone openly adopted by
the minister of social af-
fairs in an interview about
the impact of the trade
union law on public opi-
nion. ‘It produced a post-
operative shock that has
still not worn off. People
are bitter, full of resent-
ment, distrustful,
cautious, and fearful of
being ostracized by others
... Building the new unions
will take at least two to
three years.’

The restoration of
order on the trade union
front is not going any bet-

ter~than it is in the
economy.
What progress has

been made, then, towards
achieving a  ‘national

& S
yard last December.

Solidarnosc one

This article is one of a mumber on
imperialism and the new cold war which

understanding’?  Accor-
ding to the underground
press more than 5,000
political prisoners have
~been sentenced to long
terms, from three to ten
vears. Another 5,000 are
awaiting trial. That is quite
a lot of victims for a
overnment that boasts of
eing the champion of na-
tional harmony.

Since the regime has no
carrots to offer, it is using
the stick. This is the mean-
ing of the moves that are
being made on the eve of
the lifting of the state of
siege to grant the govern-
ment special powers enabl-
ing it to proclaim a state of
emergency if necessary.

Lesson

One of the lessons of
the past year is that the
workers are not letting
themselves be intimidated
easily. Despite the repres-
sion and the thousands of
firings, it cannot be said
that the rebellious mood
of the Polish workers has
receded notably.

The fact that the
regime is deeply divided
over what attitude to take
to Solidarnosc makes the
perspective of a ‘national
accord’ still more remote.

It would be possible to
think that this might be no
more than the usual sort of
factional wrangle in the
Polish CP, if the party
itself were not in a totally
dilapidated state.

Jail

‘You have a choice bet-
ween being fired, going to
jail, or joining the Party’,
workers caught drunk or

stealing have been told at

the public transport depot
in Poznan. ‘If you are in
debt, join the Young
Socialists and we will wipe
it out,’ the chairman of the
CP youth organisation
promised in Bialystock.

‘We don’t meet very often

We don't care what
your views are, the only
thing that matters is your
presence.’

As a Gdansk worker
said, ‘the situation is dif-
ficult, we lack perspec-
tives. But these gents who
rule us have even less.’

In this situation, the
workers clearly perceived
the Catholic hierarchy’s
appeal to them on the eve
of the planned action not
toc go on strike on
10 November, as a result
of a deal by the church
with the regime at the ex-
pense of the resistance
movement. ‘He dropped
us,” many - underground
Solidarnosc workers
leaders said about Mon-
signor Glemp, the primate
of Poland.

It would be wrong,
however, to suggest that
all priests embrace the
views of their superiors,
There are many stories of
arrests and roughing up of
priests who support the ac-
tions of the underground
union.

Views

And it has become im-
possible to keep track of
the number removed from
their churches by the
Catholic hierarchy itself
because they showed too
much svmpathy for the
views of the resistance
movement.

The fact remains that
in renewing its appeals for
social peace as a quid pro
quo for the release of Lech
Walesa and permission for
the Pope to visit Poland,
the hierarchy showed
clearly which camp it was
choosing. It is clear that
both the church and the
bureaucracy are counting
on Lech Walesa to under-

- mine the underground op-

position. ‘Lech Walesa’s
decision to enter into
dialogue with the regime

over the problems of
achieving a national
understanding
represents a disavowal of
this opposition and its
policy of confrontation,’
the French CP paper
I’Humanite wrote, for ex-
ample, on 13 November.

“Error

What role Walesa will
actually play in the period
opening up remains to be
seen. But whatever at-
titude he adopts, it would
be a fundamental error to
think that the position of a
single person — even if he
is a charismatic leader —
can determine the whole
future of a movement.

The 10 November,
1982, - strike highlighted
the problems that the
union is experiencing.

Without making harsh
judgements, many
workers expressed their
concern about the
lightminded way, as they
saw it, that the Provisional
Coordinating Committee
of Solidarnosc (the TKK,
the underground leader-
ship) called a general strike
that they did not feel they
could carry out.

In fact, the strike call
was not followed by and
large. How could it have
been otherwise when for a
week every worker at a key
point in production had a
military man on his back?

But those who are so anx-

ious to see the end of the
resistance movement
should not count their
chickens before they are
hatched. Tens of
thousands of people came
into the streets in the wake
of the 10 November set-
back itself. And just
before Lech Walesa was
released the Gdansk
shipyard workers had
started preperations to go
on strike at the end of
November ‘to make up for
the 10 November failure.’

Dead

No, the outlawing of
Solidarnosc does not mean
that it is dead. The
workers no longer believe
in any possibility of a na-
tional accord, and they ex-
pressed this in forceful
terms after the delegaliza-
tion of the union. They are
not going to change their
minds overnight because
Lech Walesa was released.

The problem is then
not so much whether the
resistance movement has
reached a crossroads and
entered into a period of
ebb. The most important
question is how it is going
to prepare itself for a con-
frontation that is in-
evitable, even if it is defer-
red.

It is necessary then, to
prepare for. this test of
strength. The only weapon

year after

ill appear in the new year edition of
International Viewpoint.

the workers have for such
a confrontation is — and
that will remain true — the
general strike. But in order
to carry out one suc-
cessfully, the movement
first has to be capable of
taking on a series of tasks.

However, the fun-
damental problem, one
that is particularly evident
since the failure of 10
November, is the problem
of leadership. What is
needed is a  collective
leadership able to keep
closely in touch with the
reality of the underground
movement and to offer
programmatic  perspec-
tives and tactical methods
that show the workers the
road to follow.

In the coming period,
the Interregional Commis-
sion to Defend Solidar-
nosc, which includes
workers  representatives
from 16 regions and is
working out an action pro-
gramme, may be able to
contribute to the forma-
tion of such a leadership.

What is certain is that
the underground move-
ment-more than ever néeds
international support. It
needs material aid. It
needs support for its fight
to win the release of all
political prisoners, and for
winning the restoration of
democratic and trade
union rights. It needs sup-
port to keep Solidarnosc
alive.

VIEWD

:UUIMRNOSC PREPARES

CENERAL STRKE

CINTERN T'IIIMIL

IN'T

International
Viewpoint

The latest issue is largely
devoted to dossiers on the
situation in Poland and the
Middle East. Also contains
articles on the growing war.
danger in Central America
and the ‘mini-war® between
Somalia and Ethiopia.

Individual copies 65p
Jfrom The Other Bookshop,
328 Upper St., London NI.
Subscriptions £16 for one -
year. Send cheques, POs
made out to ‘PEC’ to: IV, 2
rue Richard-Lenoir, 93108,
Montreuil, France.
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SINN FEIN BAN

Ireland

Tory hypocrisy exposed

By Brian Grogan

THE DECISION ° to ban Sinn Fein leaders from
Britain reveals graphically the continuing in-
stability of British rule in Ireland. The British
government will do anything to prevent the
truth of the Irish situation being put across to

British workers.

Tory Home Secretary,
William Whitelaw invoked
an exclusion order under
the terms of the Preven-
tion of Terrorism Act
against three Sinn Fein
leaders, Gerry Adams,
Danny Morrison and Mar-
tin McGuinness. Two of
these had been invited for
talks with a group of GLC
councillors including Ken
Livingstone. Livingstone
has accepted a subsequent
Sinn Fein invite to go to
Belfast some time in the
new year.

The use of the exclu-
sion order against sup-
posedly British citizens ex-
poses the total fiction of
Britain’s claimed right to
rule the North of Ireland.

It also underlines the
reality of British
democracy in relation to
Ireland. All the excluded
men are elected members
of Prior’s ‘Assembly’. Yet
they are refused rights
granted everyone eise.
This has been the 800 years
record of British rule:
rights of pro-British
clements, none for op-
ponents.

The British ‘free press’
has weighed in in favour of
free speech. In one of its

periodic  pieces from
British intelligence pro-
paganda, it carried as a
supposed front page ex-
clusive ‘secret files’ show-
ing that Sinn Fein endors-
ed ... the armed struggle
against British im-
perialism. Much better to
get Sinn Fein's views from
‘captured documents ...
rolled up tightly and hid-
den in a pencil case’! than
to hear things from the
horse’s mouth.

These documents sup-
posedly ‘blow apart the
fiction used by Sinn Fein
that all they share with the
Provisional IRA is a com-
mon political objective’.

Hard

If what this scribbler is
referring to is actual in-
volvement in the armed
struggle by the Sinn Fein
leaders, then why has such
‘evidence’ not even been
used in the rigged Nor-
thern Ireland court. A
previous attempt to con-
vict Gerry Adams as a
member of the IRA was

thrown out of court
through ‘lack of
evidence’.

But support of Sinn
Fein for armed struggleis a
matter of public record.
Not only did the last ard
fheis (conference) of Sinn
Fein pass a resolution in-
sisting that its candidates
for  office should be
‘unambivalent’ in their

DannyMom'son, holding Whitelaw's exclusion order and wasted plane ticket

support for the armed
struggle. -~ But recently
Gerry  Adams spelt the
matter out in the following
terms: ‘Sinn Fein and the
IRA have the same objec-
tives. The IRA engaged in
armed struggle. Sinn Fein
would not only defend the

IRA’s right to wage armed
struggle but have the job
increasingly of popularis-
ing support’.

He went on: ‘I honestly
see no other way by which
the British can be forced to
withdraw from this coun-
try except by a mixture of

involves

struggle which
properly controlled inter-

active armed struggle’.
The Tories double
standards in  banning
Sinn  Fein has under:
scored this proposi-
tion once again. As Owen
Carron, Sinn Fein

Photo: An Phoblacht

Westminster MP explain-
ed there can be ‘no elec-
toral answer’ to the pro-
blem of Britain’s domina-
tion of Ireland. As he went
on: ‘This is a typical
hypocritical British deci-
sion. The response of the
British government ever
since 1918 has been to ig-

nore democratic decisions

in Ireland’.

Given this, the
response of the Labour
leadership had been even
more scandalous than its
normal pro-Tory stance on
the Irish question. Michael
Foot and Denis Healey en-
dorsed Whitelaw’s ban.
Labour spokesperson on
Ireland, Don ncannon
only opposed the action on
the grounds of the obvious
political credit Tory action
has given to Sinn Fein .

Tony Benn has backed
Ken Livingstone. Good.
This, together with sym-
pathetic mutterings
emanating from certain
members of Labour’s Nor-
thern Ireland group of
MPs should become a
focus for demands for a
Labour Party delegation
to Ireland to meet Sinn
Fein at the time of Ken
Livingstone’s visit in the
New Year. This should
lead to Labour Party
backing  the demand to
get the troops out. A de-
mand supported by a ma-
jority of Labour voters.

Stool pigeons:
Internment by the back door

IN THE LAST several months there has been a spate
of arrests in Northern Ireland. People have been
subsequently charged on the basis of testimony of
‘informers’. This has been explained by the Tories
and the RUC as a result of the breakdown of solidari-
ty in the Catholic communities there.

Such developments in no way square with the in-
contestably greater support that exists for Sinn Fein

since the hunger strike. In the New Year there will be

a serias of show trials resting on the evidence of such
informers. So Brian Grogan asked Gerry O’Brien, a
representative of the Relatives for Justice a group
based in Belfast, to explain the situation to Socialist

Challenge.

THE TRIALS which are com-
ing up will include up to 40
people at a time. They will be
judged solely on the basis of
an informer’s word.
The current widespread
use of informers has to be set
_against the background of
British repressive techniques
over the past decades and a
half.
In the early 70°s the Brits

ple in large numbers, The
Northern [rish police, the
RUC, have perfected a
number of techniques for
creating an informer.

They lift someone and
keep them incommunicado
for seven days. They use this
time to either bribe, blackmail
or psychologically pressurise
people to turn ‘informer’.
They have been known to of-

‘'l now deny any involvement with these crimes or people
that the police asked me to pick out and further say that
the statement | made was under duress and threats by the

police.”

prisoner on remand, Crumlin Road Jail, signed 14.4.82

relied on internment to try to
crush the resistance to British
occupation but pressure fore-
ed them to abandon this. So
they turned to forced confes-
sions made under duress and
torture — mainly carried out
at Castleraigh.

But again. following the
Bennetr report which con-
demned such brutal and in-
human treatment, they were

forced’ 1o change their
methods.

Starfing in  November
1981 they have developed a

system  of informers o
systematicallv put away peo-

fer as much as £100,000. But
more frequently they use
hlackmail.

For example, it came 1o
our notice that one person
who owed several thousands
of pounds under the Payment
of Debt Act (brought in to
force payment of arrears after
a prolonged rent strike in the
early 70°s. Paymenr is raken
out of sacial security money)
had failed to inform the 5§
that he had gone hack 10 live
with his - wife. Son  fhey
threatened to charge him with
this offence if he didn't ‘co
Operate’.
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After the RUC has suc-
cessfully won the ‘coopera-
tion” of the informer, a large
number of people — mayvbe
40 or 50 — would be lifted
and taken to Castleraigh. The
Special Branch man would
then read a statement to the
informer (for example, did

‘l have since spoken ta both ...

once they have been able to
contact their family.
Relarives for Justice has
developed as a response to
those methods. We attempt to
organise the relatives of those
pressurised to become in-
formers. In the case of
McGurk and Mallen for ex-

and ... in’C’ wing, Crumlin

Road Jail, and asked them why they told lies about mysalf.
They said that the police had gotten them for certain of-
fences that they (the police) had offered all sorts of deals to
them if they would point out certain people and involve
them in serious offences, and testify against them in court.
They agreed to this to try to save their own skins. On the
day ... made his affidavit, detectives visited him and of-
fered him immunity if he would go through with his false

allegations.”

prisaner on remand February 1892

YOu conspire to commit ex-
plosions with one of the lifted
people present?) who would
say ‘yes’ — the person would
then be charged in court and
could then be remanded in
custody for up ta two years.
This amounts to internment
hy remand.

The informers themselves
when they are cooperating
often are put into isolation in
England. Several times, their
wives or families would be
taken away against their will.

ample, we were able to bring
their relatives into the courts
and there were retractions in
those situations.

It was after those two
cases that the RUC put
pressure on the Department
of Public Persccutions to br-
ing in the Bill of.Indictment.
This is an ancient law utilised
to avoid the necessity of ac-
tually producing the informer
until the tral iself. Yet
another means of pressure to
turn ‘informer’ is the threat to

‘They offered me £50,000 and a safe passage to South
Africa or Miami. They asked me to give evidence against

people they named to ma.’
prisoner now on bail

Taken to barracks; held for-
cibly in isolation and away
from their relatives, puts
them under tremendous
strain. We know of five in-
stances — out of twelve ar so
— recent cases ulilising in-
formers where the informers
have retracted their evidence

e Informers agaimnst anyone
who refuses, We had the case
of someone from the Markeis
area of Belfast. After he
refused, he was himsell im
mediately arresred and charg-
ed on ‘conspiracy to acguire
arms® — Salely an the word ol
another informer

The whole system is tied
into the use of the Diplock
Courts which sit without a
jury. In normal courts, they
wouldn’t get away with it.

If successfully sentenced
through this process you can
actually get 20 vears or so. If
they get away with it they will
have carte blanche to deal
with anyone and everyone
they like.

_ So we appeal to everyone
in Britain to help break the
wall of silence surrounding
these methods. We ask you to
expose the way that theytry to

say this is legal; thai 1t 15 just.
The legal system is just be-

how lar the situation has gone
and what the potential for

‘They said that there was no way out for me except sign
and take the deal, and they would take care of all details
like my wife and all my debts.’

prisoner an remand 2.3.82

ing used to whatever political
decision they wish (o imple-
ment. Even the solicitors in
the Maorth, have come out
against these methods. Very
rarcly do they speak on gues-
tions let alone somcthing so
sensibive as this. Sooil shows

mohbilising opposition s,

Due ro legal constraints we
have heen forced to deleie the
names of those who have
mude statements and orhers
mentioned,



Telecoms

Buying shares doesn’t mean workers control

ONE of the best stories currently being peddled

is ‘democracy through shareholding’. The idea
is that all those who own shares in a company
can vote to control the policy and profits of the
company — unlike all these ‘unaccountable’
nationalised industries.

To be sure, if every one
of the 245,000 British
Telecom workers had
£15,000 to spare “after
Christmas they would be
able to buy 51 per cent of
the shares in BT. In reali-
ty, the multi-national
vultures that-are gathering
around our wealthiest
public asset will share the
carcase out between them.
Yes, you’ve got the idea —
money buys votes.

Not that workers hav-
ing a share in a private
company would give them
any more say in its runn-
ing. Privatising BT means
completely subjecting it to
the laws of the market.
That means screwing the
workers for the last ounce
of profit. Holding a share
or two would not alter
that.

What all this talk of
‘democracy’ covers is a

Militant and NUR election

BY Hazel McPherson

- oy
o

THE MILITANT tendency which ritualistically
proclaims itself the ‘voice of Marxism in the
labour movement’ has decided against suppor-
ting the only class struggle candidate for
general secretary, Geoff Hensby, in the up-
coming elections in the National Union of

Railwaymen.

In an article by Bob
Russell of Willesden No 1
branch of the NUR, which
will shock many vyoung
workers who buy and sell
their paper, Militant has
revealed that it has no
stomach for the fight for
policies which it claims to
support.

Militant  recommend
support for Jimmy Knapp
— a former organiser for
the southern region and
now an official at the na-
tional headguarters.
Knapp is seen as a
challenger to the right
wing domination of the
union. As such even a vic-
tory for Knapp could have
the effect of boosting the
confidence of the militant
wing of the union. So we
are not indifferent to the
outcome of the elections.

But our standpoint is
how best to mobilise and
gear up rank and file
workers to fight the class
enemy. Qur main enemy is
the bosses and the Tories.
We are not simply in-
terested in replacing the
right by the left.

Lead

There are some on the
left in the union — who
look to the Communist
Party for a lead — who see
things in such electoralist
terms. For them, the strug-
gle for a left victory takes

precedence over every-
thing.
They see the call

for rank and file action —
let alone real struggles that
might erupt — as being a
barrier to electoral victory
of the left as they imagine
such action would scare
off the *middle ground’.
These people have
prioritised support for
Jimmy Knapp as a means

of blocking with the
‘moderates’ in_order to
isolate those individuals

most strongly associated
with ex-general secretary
Sidney Weighell.
Militant’s stance towards
Knapp doesn’t challenge
such an approach.

Even if Jimmy Knapp
was the only.challenger to

the right wing, Militant’s
approach would be wrong.
Any left wing campaign
would have to be really
critical. This means it
would have to emphasise
an approach which
stimulated rank and file
mobilisation and be aimed

at  clarifying Knapp’s
political stance — not
half-hearted literary
queries.

To date, Knapp has
failed to state where he
stands on key issues facing
rail workers — like over
the productivity offensive
and the wages erosion. He
has no record of organis-
ing railworkers to oppose
these attacks.

Record

Geoff has included in
his campaigning platform
many of the policies need-
ed by railworkers to meet
the bosses’ offensive —
policies around which he
has a creditable record of
struggle.

There is a single
transferrable voting
system in these elections.
So there is no chance of
splitting the vote and let-
ting in the right.

Russell, in his article,
himself suggests that mili-
tant railworkers might do
well to seek assurances
from Knapp about job
losses, pay and conditions.
But even this misses the
point. It is not verbal
assurances from Knapp
that is required but a com-
bative and aware rank and
file which forces such
people as Knapp to pursue
policies in the interests
of railworkers.

Militant is concerned
that if the right wing in the
NUR win, then they will
carry the witch-hunt from
the Labour Party into the
union. But it would be
foolish in the extreme to
put their hopes in the elec-
tion of someone like
Knagp. The only defence
of the left against witch-
hunt is a combative and
alert rank and file.

Russell’s  shamefully
dishonest article is headed
‘NUR presidential (sic)
election gives railworkers

crude Tory hand-out to its
friends. The asset value of
BT is £15bn. It is definitely
the growth industry of the
1980s. Yet the plan is to
sell it for the bargain base-
ment price of £3bn.

More  outrageously,
they will then use this
revenue to give a tax-
cutting bonanza to these
same friends. As we all
know, the result of That-
cher’s tax cuts has been
one of increased payvments
for ordinary working peo-
ple — taking into account
national insurance con-
tributions — and the
massive concessions to the
upper bracket.

The alternative to the
Tories is not to defend the
nationalised industries as
they are. Nationalised BT
amounts to little more
than a public funded
Research and Develop-
ment project to make the
operation a fat picking for
the ITT and Ericson multi-
nationals of this world. It
means dedicating
‘development’ to the needs
of big business.

Public ownership must
provide a service for the
whole community. This re-
quires planning — not the
law of profit, Industrial

expansion should not
benefit the entrepreneurs,
asset strippers and

management bureaucrats,
but reduce charges, pro-
vide free phones for pen-
sioners and those innova-
tions that benefit the
working class. It must
allow the operation of
workers control, to reduce
the working week, expand
the workforce and deter-
mine an intensity of work
decided by workers
themselves.

This is the democracy
we want. The ‘shares’
issue is just a diversion.

Railworkers lobby Weighell. He pa the price for always ignoring the ranks

the opportunity to elect a
leader that will lead a cam-
paign to defend jobs and
services’. But he offers not

a shred of evidence that
Knapp’s campaign, as it is
presently being run, really
represents such an oppor-

tunity.

Russell’s only argu-
ment against supporting
Geoff Hensby 1is that

STOP

Trade Union s e

The Tory
Phone
Vandals.

British Telecom belongs
to you— keep it that way.

NO PRIVATISATION

‘many see him as an out-
sider’. That would be good
advice for betting on a
horse race. But the class

struggle demands mor
Ermcnple. This appears t

e more than Militant an
Russell can offer.

Raindi dispute: action needed

By John Bailey

THE STRIKE for union recognition and against the
victimisation of union members at Raindi Textiles
and Supreme Quilting in Smethwick is still going on.

The workforce is largely women,
whom get as little as £36 a week. They have been
picketing to stop 75 scabs and even extended this
to the homes of individual workers who were per-

suaded not to go in as a result.

_ Every day from seven am
pickets gather. At 7,20 a lone
policement walks up to the
picket line and pointing to the
barrier that has been drawn
across the gate orders ‘move
it". He talks with the manager
and the security officer. A

short while later transit vans
each carrying 5 or 10 scabs
start arriving.

Workers stand in front of
them, bang the sides and try
to talk to the scabs inside. The
drivers force through the line
and the policeman says that

some of

the next person to bang the
van will be nicked. From now
on pickets only bang the side
away from the policeman —
but the vans still go in.

The T&G has circulated
information and collection
sheets through its local bran-
ches and also other unions.
Collections have been made
including a substantial one at
Hockley bus garage. And a
fundraising social has been
arranged jointly with the
Labour Party.

The leadership of the T&G
would clearly like to win this
dispute. But while collecting
money is vital and motions of -

Donations can be sent to D Higgs, Transport and
General Workers Union, 9/17 Victoria St, West
Bromwich, West Midlands.

support — like Sandwell
Labour Party will be discuss-
ing — are important, the
scabs are still going in and
goods are coming out in
private vehicles. This shows
that the militancy and deter-
mination of the strikers alone
is not enough. The weight of
the whole labour movement
must be used to win this
strike.

At the weekly meeting the
TGWU leadership have been
sayin% that the strike is going
well. It is however essential to
organise mass pickets that
would be a focus for active
support and close the factory.
Michael Foot came down to

the picket line and said he su;
ported the strike. Militants :
the Labour Party should t
fighting for him to give activ
support.

P.S. Raindi is running tt
factory by using relatives an
scabs — some of whom I
chauffers in his own car. Tk
TGWU wants to win th
dispute by good intentior
and playing by the offici:
rules. Only massive suppo:
from the labour movemer
playing by our rules, not thos
of the Tories, can reinstate th
sacked workers and score
real victory against the bossc

Jjobs and conditions offensiv

in Birmingham.

Socialist Challenge 17 December 1882 page



By John Ross

ONE ISSUE will dominate in-
ternational politics more than ¢

any other in Western Europein \

1983 — the struggle to prevent
the deployment of Pershing Il
and Cruise nuclear missiles.
The outcome of this fight will
. affect the class struggle in
every part of the world.

The struggle to prevent the

deployment of these weapons
will be extremely hard. They
are a central part of the cur-
rent imperialist military build
up. But the anti-missile
movements are also enor-
mous. At the beginning of
1982 opinion polls showed 58
per cent of the population of
Britain opposing the introduc-
tion of Cruise missiles and 56
per cent opposing the Trident
nuclear submarine pro-
gramme.
In the November '82 clections eight
out of nine US states elections voted
“Yes’ to a nuclear freeze. The decision
of the Norwegian parliament to
allocate funds to carry out NATO's
decision to install Cruise missiles was
only carried on a 77-76 vote.

The anti-missiles and anti-nuclear
weapons movement has already
penetrated extraordinarily deeply into
the workers movement. In West Ger-
many even before the fall of the Social
Democratic/Liberal (SDP/FDP)
coalition government around one-
third of the SPD opposed the missiles.
In Britain the Labour Party con-
ferences since 1979 have voted against
the missile programme and in favour
of unilateral nuclear disarmament. In-
1982 it was a two thirds majority.

The Trades Union Congress
(TUC) has for the first time in its

history come out in favour of
unilateral nuclear disarmament.
Finally the demonstrations held

against nuclear weapons in summer
1982 — with over three million people
participating in Western Europe,
Japan, Australia, and North America
— were the largest demonstrations on
an international question since the Se-
cond World War.

But there should be no illusions as
to how important it is to imperialism
to install these weapons. They are a
central part of its military build up.

Imperialism has thus commenced
a new round of manoeuvres to
disorient the anti-nuclear movement
— starting with Reagan’s announce-
ment of the deployment of the MX
missile.

In order to understand how the
anti-missile movement should con-
front these manoeuvres, we should
start by recalling what role the nuclear
build up in Western Europe plays in
the overall international counter-
offensive of imperialism and the pre-
sent stage of the internarional class
struggle.

Imperialism’s military build up is
aimed primarily at confronting the
colonial revolution rather than war
with the Soviet Union. In this respect
it differs fundamentally from the
military build up of the late 1940s and
early 1950s, which was indeed aimed

e

Xz

at building the momentum for a
military assault on the USSR.

But imperialism cannot engage in
a military build up against the col-
onial revolution without also trying to
neutralise the Soviet Union by either
threats or deals. At each step in the
colonial revolution economic and
military aid from the USSR to libera-
tion forces has played a crucial role.

It was the economic and military
support of the Soviet Union which
supplied the weapons with which the
NLF defeated the Americans and
their puppets in Vietnam, which
maintains in existence the Cuban
workers’ state, and which made possi-
ble the Cuban intervention in Angola.
Any new workers’ state formed in
Central America would necessarily
seek support from the USSR and
agreement to or refusal of this would
in great measure determine iis chance
of survival.

The US ruling class does not
believe that Russia is fomenting
revolution. As Henry Kissinger put it
in a recent interview, ‘There are some
American conservatives in both par-
ties who luxuriate in the myth of
diabolic Soviet planners implemen-
ting a master plan for world revolu-
tion. No one who has actually dealt
with the top Soviet leadership has en-
countered such types. If they exist,
they are well hidden from foreign
visitors. The leaders one in fact en-
counters are tough, ruthless and per-
sistent. But they have originated no
profound initiatives; they have usual-
ly avoided great risks. They have ex-
panded into vacuums created by ir-
resolution or weakness.’ (Newsweek
29 November).

But if US imperialism does not
fear ‘world revolution led by the
Kremlin’, it takes very seriously in-
deed the military potential of the
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Soviet Union. The US also knows that
in cases of imperialist ‘irresolution or
weakness’ — by which it means suc-
cessful revolutionary struggle led by
others — the Soviet Union can supply
major material aid to consolidate the
situation. This was the case, in dif-

ferent ways in Cuba, Ethiopia,
Angola, and could happen again in
Nicaragua.

As a result each imperialist

military build up against the colonial
revolution also involved an ar-
maments build up against the Soviet
Union. For example the massive
American  military  programme
against the colonial revolution which
took place in the late 1950s and early
1930s was accompanied by a
simultaneous one against the USSR.
Decisions of December 1957 and May
1958 of the NATO council led to the
deployment of American Jupiter and
Thor intermediate range missiles in
England, Italy, and Turkey. Major
US naval bases for nuclear sub-
marines were established at Holy
Lock in Scotland and Rota in Spain.
The construction of 1000 Minuteman
nuclear Intercontinental Ballistic
Missiles, and of Polaris submarine
launched missiles was ordered by
Kennedy. These remained the
backbone of American nuclear
strength into the 1970s.

This nuclear build up against the
USSR took place simultaneously with
a huge conventional military escala-
tion which culminated in the Vietnam
war. The attempts by the Soviet
bureaucracy to negotiate a halt to the
arms race, for example through ‘the
unilateral Soviet troop reductions
ordered by Khruschev in 1959 were ig-
nored. Kennedy and his Secretary of
Defence McNamara calculated on the
economic superiority of the United
States to outproduce the Soviet Union

and crush all obstacles in their path. It
was only the strength of the Viet-
namese revolution, and the crisis the
effects of the war produced inside the
imperialist countries, that led the US
ruling class to reverse its position and
embark on the policy of ‘detente’
followed in the early 1970s.

Detente was in no sense con-
sidered a move to ‘liberalism’ or
‘peace’ by the US ruling class. It was

simply a move to reconsolidate the

situation in imperialism’s home bases
and prepare for a new offensive. As
Kissinger, the chief organiser of
‘detente’ put it, “what could we do
otherwise than to calm the at-
mosphere when, in this country, the
political climate (under the impact of
the Vietnam war) was almost that of
civil war.” He explained, ‘President
Nixon conceived detente as a means
to create a satisfaclory relation of
forces and to promote a certain world
order.” (Politique [nternationale,
Autumn 1982)

While of course the missile build
up in Wesiern Europe and the United
States is not the only factor in these
Soviet decisions — it would for exam-
ple be a much more decisive confron-
tation with the United States for the
Soviet Union to arm Nicaragua than
it was Ethiopia — nevertheless there is
no doubt that the American military
escalation is both hitting at the col-
onial revolution and affecting many
arenas of the world revolution
through its pressure on the USSR.
The stakes in the anti-missiles and
anti-nuclear weapons movement are
enormous not only for the workers of
the imperialist countries but also for
the USSR and the colonial revolution.

There is no doubt that the

resistance to the missiles in Europe is
qualitatively greater than foreseen by
imperialism. From their statements it
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is obvious that neither Carter nor
Reagan expected massive resistance

inside Western Europe. Talk of
‘theatre nuclear weapons’, the
possibility of ‘limited nuclear war’ in

Europe consideration of ‘warning

nuclear explosions’ was the very op-
posite of what was required to get
NATO policies through. -

The United States of course ex-
pected protest action against its
policies. But while a few tens of
thousands protesting in Europe, or
100,000 in the United States, may
seem large it does not deflect the
policy of imperialist governments. US
imperialism carried on the Vietnam
war for years against the opposition
of the majority of its population. A
routine round of protests on the

nuclear weapons would have been

swept aside.

It was the truly colossal scale of
the opposition actions which had not

been foreseen by imperialism. These
are not on the level of ‘protest’
demonstrations but on a scale which
could deflect government policies and
provoke political crises.

The fight over the missiles in
Western Europe has become a strug-
gle involving huge international class
forces. If the NATO decisions can be
implemented and the missiles brought
in, then the United States and Euro-
pean imperialism will gain an enor-
mous military and economic lever
against the Soviet Union. It can use
this to*damage the economy of the
USSR and force it to fui“down its
economic and military aid to struggles
in the semi-colonial countries.

Similarly if the attempt to bring in
the missiles is defeated then this
would impose a major defeat on im-
perialism, greatly relieve the situation
of the Soviet Union, and leave the
USSR with a greater potential for its
own development and for aid to
struggles in the colonial world.

In short the outcome of the fight
over the missiles in Western Europe
will affect the entire international
class struggle. Compared to, for ex-
ample, its victories in the Middle
East, imperialism continues to face
massive problems in its programme in
Western Europe. It is in the two areas
of Central America and the struggle
over nuclear weapons, combined with
the grinding fight over austerity, that
imperialism faces its greatest im-
mediate problems. Building the mass
actions planned against the missiles in
1983, defeating the new manoeuvres
being carried out by imperialism
against that movement is a decisive
task next year. Sropping the US
nuclear missiles being deployed in
Europe is the greatest blow that the
West European working class can
strike for socialisim in 1983.

Greenham Common

Photo: John Harris

An inspiration to us all

By Jude Woodward

WOMEN braved sleet and icy
rain to make a massive protest
against Cruise missiles at
Greenham Common last Sun-
day. 30,000 women ‘embraced’
the 9 mile perimeter of the air-
base where the first Cruise
missiles to arrive are due to be
sited.

It seemed like an enor-
mous task, a virtually impossi-
ble protest to organise. Yet
from being grouped at the en-
trances the base was sur-
rounded in ten minutes flat!

And everywhere women had hung
momentoes, drawings, children’s
clothes, toys and photographs of lov-
ed ones. It was a massive protest that
couldn’t be ignored by the bosses’
press, will rattle the government, and
is an inspiration to us all,

Of course some people mutler
with sour grapes that it was all wrong
for it to be women only. While it is
vital to understand that working men
have just as much interest as women
in stopping Cruise and stopping

nuclear war, that doesn’'t make a
women only protest wrong,

Women spend most of their lives
as domestic slaves, degraded and op-
pressed by stultifyving domestic tasks.

In the eves of men and many
women, women are the weaker sex,
wives and mothers, not politicians or
fighters. When this ‘weaker sex’,
these wives and mothers, shake off the
influence of centuries of oppression
and emerge in the vanguard of the
fight for a future for the whole of
humanity then it is an inspiration to
us all, both male and female.

And that's how Sunday’s protest
has to be seen. As an inspiration to
the whole movement against nuclear
weapons. We have to follow the in-
itiative of the Greenham women to go
out and build bigger and bigger mass
actions against Cruise and Trident.

In addition to the mass protest on
Sunday, 700 women pledged
themselves to risk arrest in an attempt
to block the entrance to the hase on
Mondayv, The labour movement has
to respond in kind and be prepared to
defend any women arrested in the
fight against the missiles.

Tony Benn went to Greenham on
Sunday-‘to support the protest’. The
best support that he can give, along
with all the other sympathisers of the
Greenham women in the leadership of
the labour movement, is to fight for
the labour movement to build the
most massive opposition to nuclear
weapons this year. And that will also
be the best way to defend anvone ar-
rested at the Greenham airbase gates.
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Greenham Common. on Sunday
was a women-only protest. Next time
perhaps it will be mixed. But that
shouldn't make any difference to
what the labour movement does
about it. In factories and workplaces
up and down the country it's women
in particular who oppose the missiles.
How often do you hear women say:
‘I'd do anything for my kids.” And
it’s true, women will and often do
make incredible self-sacrifices for the
lives of their children, and their
futures. Today in El Salvador
thousands of women are in the guer-
rilla army. Not because they are more
‘peaceful’ than men, but because they
have the courage to fight for a future.

Among working women in par-
ticular there exists a tremendous
reserve of anger, energy and will to
fight against the threat to everything
we hold dear. This reserve has to be
tapped and can be tapped in the pre-
sent fight against nuclear weapons.
But it cannot be tapped by circular
letters from Greenham Common
alone. The organised labour move-
ment has to call these mighty forces
into action. If they did the next
Greenham Common protest, women
only or not, could be three, four times
the size. National demonstrations
could be a million strong. And Cruise
missiles could be stopped.



Scotland -

ABERDEEN: SC available at Boom-
town books, King 5t. For more info
ring Bill §96 284,
EDINBURGH: SC sold Thur
4,15-5.15pm Bus Station, St. An-
drews Square and bottom of Waverly
steps 4.30-5.30; Sar 11.30-2pm East
End, Princes St. Also available from
15t May Books, or Better Books, For-
rest Rd. More info on local activity
from SC ¢/o Box 6, Ist May
Bookshop, Candlemaker Row.
GLASGOW: SCGsales every Thur/Fri
4.30-5.30pm at Central Station. Also
available at Barretts, Byres Rd; Clyde
Books, High St; Glasgow Bookshop
Collective, Cresswell Lane; Hope
Street Book Centre.

HAMILTON: SC sale every Sat
1-5pm outside Safeway, shopping
centre. For more info contact John
Ford, 53 Eliot Crescent, Hamilton or
Paul Youngson, 18 Forrest Crescent,
Hamilton.

Wales

BANGOR: Sat 10-12 town centre.
CARDIFF: every Sat in Bute Town
10.30-12. Also available 1-0-8 Books,
Salisbury Road.

NEWPORT: every Salin town centre
11-12.30

PONTYPRIDD; SC sales every Sat

outside O Market 11-1pm.
PORT TALBOT: Sat Ilam-lpm
town Centre,

SWANSEA: 5C sales outside Co-op.
Oxford St, 1lam-1pm, Saturdays.

England

BATH: SC on sale a1 1985 Books,
Londeon Road, and Saturdays Zpm-
3Apm outside the Roman Baths, Phone
20298 for more details.
BIRKENHEAD: SC on sale at
Labour Club, Cleveland st, Thur
nights; in precinct outside Lit-
tlewoods, Sat 11-12.
BIRMINGHAM: SC on sale at The
Ramp, Fri 4.30-5.40, Sat 10-4. For
more info phone 643-5904.
BOLSOVER: Cross Keys, every Fri
§-9pm, Bluebell 8-10.
BRADFORD: SC at Fourth ldea
Bookshop, 14 Scuthgate.
BRISTOL: SC on sale 11-1, *Hole in
Ground’, Haymarker. More info Box
2, ¢/o Fullmarks, 110 Cheltenham
Rd, Montpelier, Bristol 6.
BURNLEY: SC on sale every Sat
morning 11.30-1pm St James St.
NTRY: SC available from
Wedge Bookshop.
HEMEL HEMPSTEAD: SC sales in
Time Square, Sat 10.30-1.30pm.
HUDDERSFIELD: SC sold Sat
1lam-lpm. The Piazza. SC also
available at Peaceworks.
LEEDS: Sat 11-1 at Lands Lane
Pedestrian Precingt and 10,30-12.00
at Headingly Arndale Centre. Corner
Bookshop, Woodhouse Lane.
LIVERPOOL/BIRKENHEAD: S5C
sold in Birkenhead Precinct, oulside
Littlewoods, Sat 11-12am and Liver-
pool, Church St, outside Top Shop,
Sat 12-1pm AR
MANCHESTER SC sold 11-Ipm Sat
at OLDHAM outside the Yorkshirs
Bank, High St; at BURY in the shop-
ping inct and at Metro Books; at
BOLTON in the town centre; and in
MANCHESTER at Gorton and
Droylesden markets 11am-12,30 Sais
and at Grassroots and Percivals
Bookshop. Tel: 061-236 4908 for fur-
ther info.
MANSFIELD: Fri 3-4pm, Stockwell
Gate, Sat 10.30-12 Westgate. Four
Seasons Shopping Centre  Sat
10.30-12.
NEWCASTLE: SC on sale every Sat
I1-1pm ouiside: Fenwicks. Also
available at Days of Hope bookshop,
Westgate Rd. Every Friday owside
Newcastle University between 1-2 and
outside Newcastle Polytechnic ber-
ween 12-1 every Monday.
NOTTINGHAM: SC sold every Sat
12-1 pm Slab Square. For info phone .
863916,
OLDHAM: SC sold every Saturday
outside Yorkshire Bank, High Street.
For more information abow local ac-
tivities. Tel. 061-682 5151,

Whats left

BADGES MADE: Glasgow SC sup-
rorters have a badge-making machine,
vill make badges quickly and cheaply
7or your campaign/union/Labour Par-
ty — and all the money gocs back into
the sitruggle for socialism! Write for
letails/quotes to: SC (Glasgow), PO
Box 50, London N1 2ZXP.-

NEW BADGE!
20p each

Orders over 10 post free
Orders over 20 — 15p each
Orders over 50 — 12p each
Cheques payable to:
Labour History Group
Send to:

Southwark SC Badge,

PO Box 50, London N1.

Where you can
buy Socialist
Challenge

OXFORD: SC sold Fri 12-2pm out-
side Kings Arms and every Sa
10.30-12.30pm in Cornmarket.
SHEFFIELD: 5C on sale Thursday,
Pond St, 4.30-6pm; Saturday,
Fargate 10.30-12.30pm.
SOUTHAMPTON: SC on sale Sat
10am-12 noan at Above Bar Post Of-
fice (Shopping Precinct).
STAFFORD: 5C on Sale Market Sq
Sat lunch-time.

STOCKPORT: 5C sold every Satur-
day, Ipm, Mersey Way. Can be
delivered weekly: phone 483 8909
fevening). 236 4905 (day).

London

BRENT: SC sold Willesden Junction
Thur 4.30pm.

EALING: S8C sold Thur,
Broadway tube, §-fpm.
ENFIELD: SC at Nelsons newsagents,
London Rd, Enfield Town.
HACKNEY: SC on sale on estaies
throughout Hackney, ai public
meetings, and local factories. Con-
tact us c/o PD Box 36, 136 Kingsland
High St, London E8 2ZNF or phone
Megan or John at 359 B2E8.
HILLINGDON: SC sold Fr,
4.30-5.30 at Uxbridge tube station;
Sart 11.30-12.30 in shopping precinct,
Uxbridge.

HOUNSLDW SC sold outside
Hounslow East tube, every Wed
5.15-6.15pm.

IS!.INGTUN Every Fri, 8.15-9am at
Hngaway Road tube and Highbury
tube.

KILBURN: SC sales cvery Sat, 10am
in Kilburn Square, and Thorsday
£.30am at Queens Park tube.
LAMBETH: SC sold Thur and Fri
evenings and Thur mornings outside
Brixton tube.

NEWHAM: SC sold Sat 1lam 10
noon, Queen's Rd Mkt, Upton Park.
PADDINGTON: SC sold at Por-
tobello Rd market Sat at noomn.
WEMBLEY: SC sales Fri 6.45am at
North Wembley BR Station., '

Bookshops

BANGOR: Rainbows, Holyhead

Road, Upper Bangor, Gwynedd.

BRADFORD: Fourth ldea Book-

shop, 14 Sandgate.

BRIGHTON: The Public House, Lit-

tle Prestor Si.

BRISTOL: Fullmarks, 110 Chelten-

ham Rd, Bristal 6.

BIRMINGHAM: Other Bookshop,

137 Digbeth, Birmingham.

DURHAM: Durham City Co-op

Bookshop, 85a New Elvet.

ILFORD: South Essex Bookshop, 335
Strest

Ley =

MILTON KEYNES: Oaklcal Books,
109 Church Street, Wolverton.
E;(mnu: EOA Books, 34 Cowley
LEICESTER: Blackthorn Books, 70
High St, Leicester, and V Karia, $3A
London Rd, Leicester,
LIVERPOOL: News from Nowhere,
100 Whitechapel, Liverpool L1
LONDON: Central Books, 37 Grays
Inn Rd; Colletis, Charing Cross Rd,
WCZ; Paperback Books, Brixton and
Charlotte St; Kilburn Bookshop,
Kilburn High Road, NW6; The
Bookplace, Peckham High 5t, SEI5;
Books Plus, Lewisham; Balham_
Food Co-op; Housmans, 5 Caledo-
nian Rd, N1; Compendium, Camden
Town MWI; Owl, Kentish Town;
New Beacon, Seven Sisters Rd, N4;
The Other Bookshop, 328 Upper St,
NI; Bookmarks, Seven Sisters Rd,
N4; Centerprise, 126 Kingsland High
St, EE; Dillons, QMC; Page One,
E15; The Other Bookshop, 328 Up-
per St, NI; Reading Matters, Wood
Cireen next to Sainsbury's; Village
Books, Streatham; Tethric Books,
Clapham; Paperback Centre, Brix-
ton; Oval tube kiosk; Shakti Books,
46 High 5t, Southall.

PORT TALBOT: McConville's
Newsagent, Station Road.
NOTTINGHAM: Mushroom Books,
Heathcote 51, Hockley.
SOUTHAMPTON: Ociober Books,
Onslow Road.

SUNDERLAND: The Ceolfrith Art
Gallery Bookshop, Grange Terrace.
¥YORK: Community Books, Walm-
gale.

Ealing

SPARE BOOKSI| Any books you don’t
want taking up valuable space on your
bookshelves? Send them to the Other
zﬂﬁopkshup. 328 Upper 5i, London N

POSTERS: Cheap, good and fast.
Order from The (ther Prinishop,
061-236-4905.

Socialist Challenge/Revolution

New Years Banquet

Saturday 15 January
7-10.30
Vale Rd Community Centre, Vale Rd, Mansfield
Woodhouse, Notis.

£3.50 (£2.50 unwaged)
Speakers from the National Union of
Miners and the El Salvador Solidarity
Campaign.
Three course meal and singers
For tickets write to IA Park St Mansfield Woodhouse, Notts.
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Trade Unions s

Basnett issues a call

By Bob Pennington

IN FIVE YEARS time, the Mall could be running
with blood as the TUC economic committee
led by its chairperson, David Basnett, general

secretary of the General

and Municipal

Workers, storms the Winter Palace.

Last Saturday a Labour Party conference on
economic matters was addressed by the TUC's
answer to Lenin. Unlike the impatient far-left
inside the Labour Party who have blown their
cover by openly arguing for Marxist ideas,
Basniett, the ‘red mole’ of Congress House, has
hitherto played his cards close to his chest.

Now, even he has had
enough. Fed up with being
outflanked by Militant,
and outdone by Peter Tat-
chell’s urging of extra-
parliamentary activity, the
old bolshevik has finally
revealed his true colours.
Last Saturday he warned
the conference that
another five years of Con-
servative government
could turn the trade
unions towards ‘insurrec-
tion and civil disobe-
dience’.

We understand that
the secret committee of
TUC bolsheviks, which
Basnett leads, are disturb-
ed that Basnett has broken
from the ‘entry tactic’ and
openly declared himself.
Some of them thought that
Britain’s four million
unemployed had proved
too much for even an
adept ‘entrist’ like David
Lo stomach. Others
thought maybe it had been
the Falklands affair.

But it was something
much more serious than
that which had made him
unfurl the scarlet banner
of revolution and sound

‘from

the toscin rallying the
bureaucracy to the bar-
ricades.

He was enraged at the
new Tory redundancy
plans. As he told the con-
ference: ‘Another five
years of the exclusion of
the trade union movement
influence on
economic affairs could
convert us into an insur-
rectionist trade union
movement committed to
civil disobedience.” The
disappearance of the
Quango has driven David
into a paroxysm of revolu-
tionary frenzy,

Bled

Naturally his heart bl-
ed at the thought of all his
old trade union chums
who have so loyally kept
the system going, causing
as little trouble to the state
as possible, being tossed
onto the scrap heap. The
stipends would go, the use
of the state car would be
lost, no more five or six
course lunches, and who

{0 arms

Basnett chats up Len on the nead for the revo!utmna road

would supply the free
booze and Havanas which
are SI.IC]'I a necessary
feature of a full-time
union official’s life?
When the Tory govern-
ment cuts out all the jobs
for the union bureacracy,
then that is really class war
and can only be answered
by revolutionary action.
Like any serious revolu-
tionary, David Basnell
knows the difference bet-
ween important issues like
that and the odd ir-

The Kornilov revolt

By John Ross

IT IS sometimes believed in revolutionary
politics that united action, the united front, is
some sort of right wing policy. The ‘really

revolutionary’

course

is to denounce

everybody and go it alone.

The falseness of such
an idea is shown by the
Russian Revolution of
1917. Probably the single
greatest turning point in
this, the one where the
Bolsheviks gained the sup-
port of the majority of the
working class, was one of
the greatest examples in
history of the application
of the united front.

At the beginning of
August 1917 a great right
wing purge was being car-
ried out by the provisional
government in  Russia.
This government was
dominated by the refor-
mist parties (Mensheviks
and Social Revolu-
tionaries) in alliance with
the capitalists. Under its
Prime Minister Kerensky,
it had imprisoned Trotsky,
forced Lenin into hiding,
and was disarming the
working class and
smashing its organisa-
tions.

Emboldened by these
moves the most extreme
right wing forces in
Russia, grouped round
General Kornilov, decided
to overthrow even the pro-
visional Government. It
aimed to restore the situa-
tion prior to the overthrow
of the Tsar in February
1917. The provisional
government itself, torn
between its fear of the
working class and its fear
of Kormilov,
paralysed.

remained

The Bolshevik leader-
ship however made a
tremendous tactical turn.
It simply said in effect “We
will defend the revolution,
and if necessary the provi-
sional . government,
whether it likes it or not.’
The Bolsheviks began
distributing arms to the
working class, ap-
proaching even those par-
ties which had been ar-
resting and imprisoning
the working class leaders
and mobilising the max-
imum forces for the strug-
gle against .Kornilov.

This sharp tactical

turn, from direct conflict -

with the parties of the pro-
visional government to
practical collaboration
with them, led to a fierce
polemic inside the
Bolshevik Party. A few
ultralefts wanted to iry to
overthrow the provisional

government then and
there.
A more important

group however started to
say that it was necessary to
support the provisional
government as it was bet-
ter than Kornilov. This
debate was to become very
important in later history
and was used by the Com-
munist Parties under
Stalin and his successors as
a justification for their
policies of support of
‘progressive’ capitalist
forces.

Lenin however ex-

relevance like an im-
perialist war in the
Falklands, or the siting of
a few cruise missiles here.

But David Basnett will
not lightly embark on the
revolutionary road, so do
not pack your bag yei on
the assumption that Albert
Spanswick, Frank Chap-
ple and Terry Duffy are
going to instruct you fto
report with rifle in hand at
Trafalgar Square next
Sunday. He is prepared to

the government will relent
its ways and take the
bureaucracy to its bosom
again.

As he says: ‘We want
to play our role with a
government working
towards agreed general
consensus objectives
within a pluralistic
democracy.” Translated

into plain English that
means we will not over-
throw the state if the
government lets us back
into the act.

plained with extreme clari-
ty the basis of the united
front and the attitude to
the Kerensky government.
He wrote:

“The Kornilov revolt is a most
unexpected ... and downright
unbelievably sharp turn in
events.

‘Like every sharp turn, it
calls for a revision and Chdnue
in tactics. And as with every
revision, we must be extra-
cautious not to become un-
principled.

‘It is my conviction that
those who become unprincipl-
ed are people who (like
Volodarsky (a Bolshevik
leader — JR)) slip into defen-
cism or (like other Bolsheviks)
into a bloc with the Social
Revolutionarics, into suppor-
ting the Provisional Govern-
ment. Their attitude is ab-
solutely wrong and unprin-
cipled

‘Even now we must not
support Kerensky’s govern-
ment. This is unprincipled.
We may be asked: aren’t we
going to fight against Kor-
nilov? Of course we must! But
this is not the same thing;
there is a dividing line here,
which is being stepped over by
some Bolsheviks who fall into
compromise and allow them-
selves to be carried away by
the course of events.

‘We shall fight, we are
fighting against Kornilov, -
{:m as Kerensky’s froops do,

ut we do not support Keren-
sky. On the contrary, we ex-
pose his weakness. It is rather
a subtle difference, but it is
highly essential and must not
be forgotten.’

call off the insurrection if

Lenin explained:

‘What, then, constitutes our
change of tactics after the
Kornilov revolt?

*We are changing the form
of our struggle against Keren-
sky. Without in the least
relaxing our hostility towards
him, without taking back a
single word said agains{ him,
without renouncing the task
of overthrowing him, we say
that we must lake into ac-
count the present situation.
We shall not_ overthrow
Kerensky right now. We shall
approach the task of fighting
him in a different way, name-
ly, we shall point out to the
people (who are f}ghlmg
against Kornilov) Kerensky's
weakness and vacillation.
This has been done in the past
as well. Now, however, it has
become the all important
thing and this constitutes the
change.’

In practical terms the
Bolsheviks supported the
struggle against Kornilov,
This was also Kerensky’s
verbal position. But .the
Bolsheviks called for this
struggle to be carried out
in a far more radical and
thorough going way than
the reformists were
prepared to contemplate.
Lenin wrote,

‘The all important thing now
has become the intensifica-
tion of our campaign for
some kind of ‘partial
demands’ to be presented to
Kerensky: arrest Milyukov (a
capitalist leader), arm the
Petrograd workers, summon

the Kronstadt, Vyborg and
Helsingfors troops (who sup-
port the revolution) to
Petrograd, dissolve the Duma
(the reactionary Parliament),
arrest Rodzyanko (a leading
landowner), legalise the
transfer of the landed estates
to the peasants, introduce
workers’ control over grain
and factories, ctc, eic. We

must present these demands
not only to Kerensky, and not
so much to Kerensky, asto the
workers, soldiers and
peasants who have been car-
ried away by the course of the
struggle against Kornilov. We
must keep up their en-
thusiasm, encourage them to
deal with the general and of-
ficers who have declared for
Kornilov, urge them to de-
mand the immediate transfer
of land to the peasants, sug-
gest ta them that it is
necessary -to arrest Rod-
zyanko and Milyukov,
dissolve the Duma, close
down Rech and other
bourgeois papers, and in-
stitute investigations against
them.’*

Not by ‘supporting
Kerensky’, but definately
by fighting Korniloyv, the
Bolsheviks played the key
role - in crushing the
rightest rebellion. It was
they and not the provi-
sional Government who
were the gainers. From
then on the Bolsheviks
commanded majority sup-
port in the Russian work-
ing class. Three months
later they overthrew not
merely Kornilov  but
Kerensky as well. It was
because their policy at
every stage corresponded
to the objective interests of
the working class that the
Bolsheviks gained this vic-
tory and created the first
workers’ state in the
world.

* All the quotations are from
Lenin ‘To the Central Com-
mittee of the RSDLP’ in
Volume 25 of his Collected
Works.



On Friday 10 December, world .

news reported the deaths of 76
children in a helicopter crash
as they were evacuated from
an area near the Honduran
border which was under at-
tack from counter-
revolutionary forces hostile to
the revolutionary government
of Nicaragua. ANDY de Ja
TOUR was in Nicaragua for
the 19 July celebration of the
third anniversary of the
Sandinista-led revolution
against the dictator Somoza.
He is presently touring Britain
with a slide show of his visit
and he spoke to Toni Gorton
about what’s happening in
Nicaragua today.

Sls-s i aliser panit tun it el

Nicaragua has just renewed the
state of emergency that has ex-
isted since May last year, what's
the situation now?

Nicaragua is-at war. That's the simple
reason why the state of emergency has
been maintained. There was a big arti-
cle in Newsweek in November which
talked about America’s secret war —
and that’s what it is. That's why these
children died.

Since Day One of the revolution,
since 20 July, 1979 when the Somoza
dictatorship was overthrown there
have been over 400 military attacks on
Nicaragua: acts of sabotage, terror,
physical attacks on people, buildings
and military installations.

These have been carried out by the
ex-National Guard who fought under
Somoza. There are 5-6,000 along the
Honduran border. These, along with
Honduran army personnel are
organised by the US ambassador to
Honduras John Negroponte who is in
e{;fegt the military commander-in-
chief.

They’ve been working with $19m -

allocated by Reagan in 1981 for the
destabilisation of the Sandinista
government. They’ve been working
to weld together a counter-
revolutionary army which in the past
few months has been transformed in-
to a large military unit poised for a
full scale invasion of Nicaragua.

That invasion was expected this
month to coincide with joint US-
Hondur military  manoeuvres
which wae?e to be carried out along the
Nicaraguan-Honduran border.

The army manoeuvres were
postponed partly because of the
Newsweek article which has caused a
big furore in America.

The US has learned something in
the past few years. That is, if they're
going to overthrow revolutionary or
progressive governments it is difficult
to do it in one fell swoop.

This has been a slow war: in fact,
the US administration has called it a
‘slow motion Bay of Pigs’. It's meant
to have the same effect but not to
arouse the wrath of the American
people.

The border is now a military zone
and that’s where the Sandinista army
and the popular militia are.

What does this state of emergen-
cy mean for the people of
Nicaragua?

I suppose we think of a state of
emergency when its introduced in
other countries as immediate hard-
ship for the people. Here it's more of
a political measure which has the
overwhelming support of the
Nicaraguan people.

When we were there this summer
the first thing that hit you is the level
of revolutionary mobilisation and
politicisation of the people at large.

The mass organisations of which

there are many are constantly in.

meetings, demonsirations, pickets
and discussions talking about what's
happening in the revolution, how to
take it forward, how to organise
against the counter-revolution, how
to take forward the war on the
economic front as well as the military
front.

Nicaragua, of course, is still a very
poor country. There is poverty but
there didn’t seem to be any food shor-
tage, the markets and food stalls were
full. Certainly there was no malnutri-
tion.

Most of the people except in some
of the most rural districts have got
running water and electricity. The
material gains of the revolution have
been relatively very big. .

Commemoration of the death of 13 guerillas killed in the war of liberation. Gladys Baez a guerilla who survived the defeat speaking to part of crov

‘Nicaragua is at war’

The two wamen illustrate the changing position of women:

the traditional role of mother and the more recent one of soldier

o e SR e e S )
When | was in Cuba in the early

days of the revolution, milicianos
armed with machine guns went
up in lifts with you and in the
public toilets. Is there that sort of
thing going on?

Oh yes. Through the popular San-
dinista militia, which is not the full
time army, evervone takes part in
weekend and cvening military train-
ing in order to defend the revolution.
Aﬁ places which are prone to counter-
revolutionary attack — bridges,
roads, tiny footpaths — are guarded
by milicianos.

At the hotel we stayed there were
two or three young milicianos guar-
ding the entrance. A lot of people
have guns. There's been no attempt to

disarm the people, who have still zot
weapons from the revolutionary war.

The main thing is that the people
absolutely trust their leadership, the
FSLN. When government measures
are taken this is after a dialogue bet-
ween the FSLN and the people
through the mass organisations.
Together they arrive at what are the
primary tasks of facing the
Nicaraguan revolution.

At every stage when the govern-
ment issues decrees such as the state
of emergency. or all the 101 decrees
such as the formation of peasant co-
operatives, nationalisation of certain
sectors of private manufacturing,
these measures are only taken after
this ‘dialogue’.

The thing that is realised is that the
laws are meaningless unless they’re

arlos Augusfo .Gunrits :

done with the agreement of the people
and institutionalised by the people.

Because this relationship exists the
people respond amazingly quickly
when things have to be done. For in-
stance, last year Lake Managua
flooded and thousands were made
homeless and within an incredibly
short space of time, something like”
three weeks, they were all rehoused.
— Primitive housing yes — but a roof
and walls instantly built by the San-
dinista youth and defence commit-
tees. They just went out and built
them.

These are very critical times. You
have a revolutionary government and
by and large a revolutionary people,
but you still have a largely privately
owned economy. 50 percent of the
land is still privately owned, some 70
percent of manufacturing is as well.

Of course when you talk of
manufacturing its very small industry.
Its overwhelmingly an agricultural
and peasant country. This is obvious-
ly an unstable situation.

[SSEEEnE s o A i)
What is happening with the
economy? ls there any attempts
to diversify, to increase basic
industry?

In 1979 at the end of the war years it
would be fair to say there was no
Nicaraguan economy. Literally there
was $3m in the bank, all the factories
had been destroyed, all the transport
system, roads and so on had been
wrecked. Homes were wrecked, herds
of cattle even had been taken over the
border into Honduras by the land
owners getting out as quickly as they
could. It was devastation.

So they had to start from scratch.
Reconstruction started from zilch. In
three years given the objective pro-
blems — the.imperialist blockade, the
Tory government blocking aid from
the EEC — the economic strides for-
ward have been very big.

_Nicaragua is now approaching a
situation where it’s virtually self-
sufficient in basic grains, there has
been a resusitation in coffee and cot-
ton which were main export crops.

There have been new projects
financed by material aid from Eastern
Europe, the Soviet Union but also
from Spain, France and Canada. We
saw new granaries, new chemical fer-
tilising plants. It’s all still directed at
agriculture for export and self-
sufficiency.

When you go about Britain show-
ing your slides and talking about
Nicaragua what things are peaple
interested in?
R R P S o e P
They're interested in the role of the
Catholic Church, women’s rights and
the achievements of the revolution.
The Catholic church during the
war vears and now plays a dual and

comrﬂleteiy contradictory role. As far

as the lay priests are concerned,
because they were so close to the op-
pression they played a very strong role
in the actual war. There are very many
revolutionary priests in Nicaragua
with whom the people very strongly
identify.

The church hierarchy is very reac-
tionary, although it plays a
diplomatic role depending on how it
sees the balance of forces. The people
have an ambivalent attitude to the
church hierarchy. As long as it per-
forms its proper function, that is,
celebrating the mass then that’s fine
but when it starts interfering in
politics then there is unbridled hostili-
ty towards it.

When we were there there was a
very good example of this. There was
a militant revolutionary area in
Managua called Santa Rosa where the
local priest had a good reputation
from the fight against Somoza.

He was transferred by the church
hierarchy to some out-of-the-way
place. There was an immediate
response. Within hours of learning
about it, people occupied the local
church with meetings and demonst-
rations inside the church. And a wave
of sympathy church occupations took
place in other neighbourhoods. The
relationship between the Sandinista
government and the church hierarchy
1s a tense one. The government sup-

—ports religious freedom but will not
tolerate actions against the revolu-
tion.

_ Women were part of the revolu-
tionary war and comprise an active
part of the mass organisations and are
part of the Sandinista government.

Women leaders explained to us
that the big emphasis right now is on
the right to choose and this means
havm% children who will live past
their first year, have enough to eat,
somewhere to live, be free from
disease and be educated. Before the
revolution women had lots of
children because they knew many
would die  without reaching
adulthood.

While the right to contraception
and abortion is in the Sandinista pro-
gramme and there is a formal right to
them the objective situation doesn’t
put these things up front.

What about - solidarity with
Nicaragua?

It’s obvious that an elementary duty
of working people is to help defend
this revolution against the US military
machine and against our own Tory
government as well. But more than
this we have a lot to learn from and
celebrate in the Nicaraguan revolu-
tion,

For further information contact the
Nicaragua Solidarity Campaign, 20-21
Compron Terrace, London Ni. Tel 01-226
6747.
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IN this, and the next issue,

Bob Pennington will describe
how the Spanish Socialist Party
confronted the last of the
workers’ revolutions that took
place in the years between 1917
and 1944,
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Small group of supporters of Marx expelled
by anarchists from Spanish branch of Ist In-
ternational

Partido Democratico Socialista Obrero,
(Spanish Socialist Party founded.)

With a membership of around 1,000 party
legalised.

Mora and Garcia Quejido form the Union
Ge:nemi de Trabajadores (UGT) the trade
union of the Socialist Party. Membership
around 3,000.

Series af revolutionary strikes flare up
across Spain. UGT, along with the anarchist
union, - the Confederacion Nacional del
Trabajo (CNT) play prominent role in
organising the strikes. Army brutally puts
down the strikes and restores order. UGT
however grows to a membershrp of more
than 200,000.

Socialist Parly decides by 8,880 againsi
6,025 not to affiliaie io 3rd Iniernational.
Mora and Garcia Quejido take nearly half
of the party militants into Spanish Com-
munist Party. Andres Nin, Maurin and
other CNT leaders attracted to communism
also join new Communist Party.

Following military coup of General Miguel
Primo de Rivera, socialists invited to col-
laborate in government. Largo Caballero,
secretary general of the UGT becomes staie
councillor.

Election of Republican-Socialist govern-
ment by big majority. Monarchy abdicates.
Largo Caballero joins government of
Manuel Anzana and becomes Minister of
Labour. Government carries out bitter
persecution of CNT militanis. Meanwhile
UGT has big growth.

Victory for the right in the elections,
Republicans and Socialists out of office.
Government atiacks worker’s organisa-
tions. Within one year over 100 issues of El
Socialista seized.

Second International estimates more than
12,000 workers have been imprisoned. The
socialist militia is proscribed, workers
meeting halls are closed. In October general
strike called by UGT and the Workers
Alliances, which consist mainly of
Socialists, Communist Party members and
Left Communists. Anarchisis refuse to join.

Strike lasts 15 days. In Asturias the
miners led by the socialists, in alliance with
the Left Communists give land to the
peasants, rake over factories, sef up revolu-
tionary tribunals to try workers’ enemies
and fight Foreign Legion and Moorish
troops for 15 days, by using dynamite from
the mines. Five thousand Asturian workers
give their lives, most slaughtered by troops
after they have been forced to surrender,
80,000 imprisoned.

Resistance of masses continues. On May
Day a complete stoppage of work takes
place. Enormous campaign  launched
demanding an amnesty for all political
prisoners. Large anti-fascist rallies are held
calling for dissolution of Cortes and for
Jresh elections. Socialist party and UGT
play prominent role in these campaigns.

As February election approaches left-wing
Socialists oppose joint election ticker with
Republicans. Indalecio Prieto, Caballero’s
rival for leadership of the Socialist Puarty,
and a confirmed moderate, along with the
Communist Party agrees to give the
Republicans a majority. As a result 152
Republican deputies are returned against
116 for the workers’ organisations.
Parliament announces that 4,838,449
voted for the Popular Front, 3,996,931
voted for the right and 449,320 for the Cen-
tre. Manuel Azana a liberal Republican
elected president. Caballero insists that new
government is based on a bourgeois pro-
gramine and that it is up to Republicans to
carry out their own programme, Socialists
could therefore do no more than give loyal
support to the government by their vores.
Socialist Party adopts Caballeros position

against Prieto who wants Socialists to enter _

Zgovernment.

On 18 July 1936 fascists begin civil

war against the Repubf;can govern-
ment. :

ocialist Challenge 17 December 1982 -page 10

_parliamentary Act

THE ELECTION of the Popular Front govern-
ment meant different things to the masses
than-it did to the politicians, like Anzana and
Prieto. Within four days of Anzana becoming
president, the workers and peasants started to
break open jails. They had decided to declare
their own amnesty for the prisoners of 1934,

While the = Cortes
deliberated in the manner
of all bourgeois
parliaments, on legisla-
tion, the masses acted. Not
prepared to wait for a
that
would force the employers
to reinstaie all those
workers dismissed, after
the October uprising in
1934 they simply arrived at
their workplaces with the
victimised workers and in-
structed the bosses to
reinstate them there and
then.

Peasants impatient to
get their own land began to
act and take it for
themselves. In area after
area, the hated clergy were
expelled from the villages.
By June 1936, in Valencia
there was scarcely a church
still open.

Meanwhile the govern-
ment gazed with horror at
the emergence of the
downtrodden workers and
peasants acting as an in-
dependent force fighting
for their own aims and in-
terests, instead of accep-
ting what the capitalist
politicians were prepared
to grant them.

Strikes -

In parliament, Anzana
promised that he would
stop the strikes and
seizures of the land. In
March he prolonged press
censorship, and on 4
April, only eight days
before the municipal elec-
tions were due to be held,
he decreed an indefinite
postponement. In Spain’s
political climate at that
time the municipal elec-
tions would have resulted
in sweeping victories for
the workers’ parties.

As Ventosa who was a
&okesperson for the

talan landowners hailed

Anzana as ‘the only man -

capable of offering the
country  security and
defence of all legal righis,’
a squad of fascists and civil
guards shot up a workers’
street in Madrid.

On 17 April, the CNT
called a general strike
against the fascist attack.
At first the UGT denounc-
ed the strike, as did the
Communist Party. But
there was a massive
response to the strike call
from the workers, in-
cluding large numbers of
UGT members. The strike
which had been a great
success, received a belated
and ungracious endorse-
ment from the UGT and
the Communist Party just
before it was ended.

As the waves of revolu-
tion lapped around the
feet of the capitalists and
their servants in the Cor-
tes, they began to discuss
how to crush the workers’
movement. Some
favoured the use of the
military, but Anzana sug-
gested using the workers’
leaders to do the job of
restoring order. His solu-
tion was to get the Socialist

leader Prieto to form a
cabinet.

Prieto was only too
keen to be prime minister,
but Caballero warned him
that only the Socialist Par-
ty could give him permis-
sion, and right then the
party was well to the left of
Prieto.

Meanwhile the Madrid
party, the largest of the
Socialist  districts had
adopted a new program-
me, which stated that the
bourgeoisic = was  not
capable of carrying out the
tasks of the democratic
revolution and could not
settle the agrarian ques-
tion. The programme in-
sisted this could only be
done by a proletarian
revulutmn

PIOgramine was
accepted by Caballero.
Caballero the man who
had served under the dic-
tatorship of de Rivera and
had been - Minister of
Labour in the Republican
government of 1931, had
been ‘converted’ to
revolutionary theory when
for the first time in his life
he had read Lenin, Marx
and Trotsky during his im-
prisonment. Accepting
that  only proletarian
revolution could solve
the problems of the
democratic revolution
meant that the Socialist
Party should break from
the Popular Front
Governmen} o7 Anzana.

Either it could en-
courage the revolutionary
wave and use it to break
the power of Spanish
capitalism, or it could try
and divert it back into the
parliamentary channels of
class collaboration. The
Prieto wing of the party
unhesitatingly would
always choose the latter
COurse.

Law

On 4 June the govern-
ment minister Augosto
Barcia, told the syn-
dicalists that if ‘they per-
sisted in disobeying the

- orders of the Ministry of

Labour, the government
proposes to declare syn-
dicalism outside the law.’
On 19 June the govern-
ment closed down the
CNT headquarters. But
unlike in 1931 when
Caballero had personally
led the attack on the CNT,
the UGT this time sup-
ported their CNT com-
rades and the government
had to retreat.
Throughout the sum-
mer the workers’ struggles
intensified. On 8 July in
Lerida — a stronghold of
the left centrist party of
Marxist Unity (POUM) —
a general strike was called
demanding that the
government feed the
unemployed. Miners in
Murcia struck on 24 June
calling for better condi-
tions. On 2 July the
Federation of Agricultural
Workers in Andalusia
demanded that the govern-

ment put up money to
make up for the loss of
crops.

Then on 8 July the
students in Barcelona’s
catholic schools had a
strike and called for the ex-

pulsion of the priests and-

their replacement by lay
‘teachers. Invariably these
struggles were supported
by the local Socialist Par-
tiecs but the official
Socialist Party counselled
care and patience and
turned its face against
leading these attacks on
the old order.

On the streets the
workers and the fascists
fought bloody battles,
Time after: time the
workers dealt the hardest
and deadliest blows. Spain
was truly embarking on
the path of proletarian
revolution and civil war.

Goods

Anzana was not able to
deliver the goods for
Spanish capitalism. The
right wing  socialists
under Prieto, and his allies
in the Spanish Communist
Party could not hold back
the workers’ movement
because of the power of
the mass movement, and
the strength of the left
socialists.

With the armed forces
led by the officer corps,

-and the Civil Guard at

their disposal, the
capitalists decided they
either had to organise an
insurrection or be swept
aside by the rising tide of
revolution. Spanish
socialism and particularly
the Spanish Socialist Party
was now going to face its
‘biggest test.

But on this issue,
Caballero’s ‘conversion’
had its limits. He argued
that ‘the government has
not yet entirely exhausted
its possibilities.” and that
‘trade union unity and the
merger of the Marxist par-
ties must precede the
revolution’. Caballero
therefore justified hanging
onto the coat tails of An-
zana. The left Socialist
deputies  abused  the
overnment but whenever
1t came to the critical ques-
tion they voted for it.

As Prieto stood for the
right and Caballero,
despite his newly learned
Marxist language, stood
for the centre, on the left
of the party were people
like Javier Bueno, who
writing in Claridad, the
paper of the left Socialists
was demanding an end,
not just to the concilia-
tions of Prieto but also o
those of  Caballero.
Bueno, a leader of the
Asturian rebellion urged a
break from dependency on
Anzana and the
Republicans.

Across Spain, the rank
and file of the Socialist
Party took up the fight
against the old order. As
the Prieto leadership in-
dignantly denied that the
peasants of Badajoz who
were led by the Socialists,
were going to ‘illegally’
seize the land, 25,000 pea-
sant families inspired by
their local Socialist leader-
ship took over the great
estates.

The Socialist Par
and the Popular Front

In Asturias,

once a
powerful base of Prieto, a
strike was called against
the government on 13 June

which called for the
dismissal of the Ministers
of Labour and Agricult-
ure, the strike was sup-
ported by 90,000 miners.
Meanwhile Prieto dared
not take up Anzana’s in-
vitation to go into the
cabinet, because in such a
situation of proletarian
revolt it would have
destroyed any influence he
had over the rank and file
of the Socialist Party.

B

ty

The official paper of
the Spanish Socialist Party
recoiled in horror from the
workers’ upsurge. El
Socialista denounced the
independent activity of the
masses  saying:  ‘The
system is genuinely anar-
chistic and provokes the ir-
ritation of the rightists’.
As the upsurge of workers
rebellion grew — in the
five months between
February and July 1936,
every big city had at least
one general strike — the
Socialist Party faced a
choice.

The programme of
the Popular Front

ON THE agrarian question it stated quite
specifically, that ‘Republicans do not accept
the principle of the nationalisation of the land
and its free distribution to the peasants, as
solicited by delegates of the Socialist Party’

Instead it contented itself with promises
to ‘stimulate exports, credits, and security of
tenure for tenants and the stata purchase of
estates for rental to peasants ..

On the economy it promlsed a more effi-
cient system of protective tarifs, institutions

to guide industry ...

and wanted to put the

treasury and the banks at the service of ‘na-
tional reconstruction, without slurring over the
fact that such subtle things as credit can not be

forced outside

the

field of profitable

and remunerative effort’. The Republicans
did ‘not accept measures like nationalisation
of the banks as proposed by the workers’ par-

ties’.
It came out

against

subsidies for

unemploymeant, which meant it was against

dole.

On the army and the police it lamely pro--

mised an investigation and punishment of
police ahuses and the dismissal of comman-
ding officers found guilty of abuses against
the psople. In its five months in office, the
Popular Front government always put off in-
vestigating the crimes of the officer corps

during the

repressions

of 1934 when

thousands of workers had been arbitrarily ex-
ecuted. This left the reactionary officer corps
intact to prepare its counter revolution.

On the Spanish colonies the Popular Front
programme was silent. The colonies were left
in the hands of the Foreign Legionaires. This
made sure.that the Morrocan people saw no
reason to ally themselves with the Popular
Front, and that the army had a secure base to
organise the counter revolution.
~ No attempt was made to deal with the
capitalist state. The government promised
‘mixed labour boards, a Supreme Court’ and

stressed that 'the interested parties ...

ac-

quire a consciousness of the impartiality of
their decisions.” Just to make sure that the

workers got the message it said:

‘The

Republican parties do not accept the
workers’ control solicited by the socialist

delegation.’

This was the programme for which the
Socialists and the Communists gave the
Republicans a majority.




By Alan Freeman

THIS YEAR as you scatter scraps of silver
paper on your Christmas shrub, spare a
thought for one less fortunate.

We refer to Mr Raymond Posgate, director
of Alexander Howden’s and a member of
Lioyd's, the world famous insurance group.

Mr Posgate is rich. He
gets a quarter of a million
every year — more than
anyone else in Britain ex-
cept British Oxygen's Joe
Giordano. Mr Posgate
takes more in a week than
you get in a year.

But wealth, as
evervone knows, is the
reward of a virtuous life.
This is why Mr Posgate
was s0 upset when Lloyd’s
suspended him in
September after Howdens
was found £14.6m short
on being taken over by the
American company Alex-
ander and Alexander.

He was so upset he has
sued Lloyd’s for breach of
natural justice and loss of
livelihood. As Lloyd’s
counsel Peter Scott ex-
plained to the High Court:
‘In view of figures that
showed he was earning
many hundreds of
thousands of pounds, Mr
Posgate was concerned
about even a temporary in-
terruption of his ac-
tivities.’

Given what these ac-

tivities were, his concern is
no surprise, With four of
his associates he is accused

of ‘diversion of funds, .

personal benefits
fraudulently or improper-
ly obtained and the pur-
chase of shares in a bank
from the  Alexander
Howden Group, financed
with money that derived
from the syndicates and
underwriting agencies.’

Dead

Aren’t we lucky that
the British buccaneering
spirit isn’t dead? Mr
Posgate, who began life as
a mere Oxford graduate,
set up ‘baby’ syndicates
for ‘re-insurance.’
(Remember that word:
you'll be hearing more of
it.)

You see, insurance
people double as brokers
— professionals who ad-
vise others where to put
their money — and under-
writers — people who put
up capital to create firms
which receive this money.

Lloyd’s

Review

W e

Insurance Scandal —

A Christmas Garol

So it has become normal to
divert funds from com-
panies where you work as
a director or broker, to
one you own!

As Scott put it: ‘enor-
mous sums of money
belonging to Howdens
syndicates passed, first to
respectable companies —
mostly in the Howden
group — thence to non-
respectable companies.’

These included in-
teresting and far-off enter-
prises such as the Real
Estate Company  of
Panama, Southern Re-
insurance, and Southern
Insurance Re, which
received $29m but was
found this vear to be worth
only $1.27m.

‘Where the money had
gone was to a considerable
extent unexplained,’ Scott
says. Like all patriots, Mr
Posgate’s friends are also
good internationalists.
Money has been traced to
New Southern Re-

ANOTHER REMINDER that you can solve
your Xmas present problems by shopping at
The Other Bookshops in London and Birm-
ingham.

Both shops run a good line in postcards,
one we recommend reads ‘The birth of a man
who thinks he's God isn't such a rare event’
(price 15p).

A book we can also really recommend is
The Battle of Beirut: Why Israel invaded
Lebanon by Michael Jansen (price £4.50).

This book documents with painstaking
care the Israeli conspiracy and shows the col-
lusion between the US State Department and
people like Begin and Sharon.

The invasion was a show run by the
military as Asher Wallfish who is quoted by
Jansen revealed when he said although the
cabinet sometimes met twice a day it ‘never

For mail orders please add
20 per cent to total price.

Do not

insurance, a Liechtenstein
trust.

These  British en-
trepreneurs, thought big.
Not content” with a Swiss
bank account, they bought
a Swiss bank — Banque du
Rhone et de la Tamise.
£9.3m has just been
recovered from this bank.

Soft

They also had a soft
spot for culture: among
the assets recovered are
numerous art treasures.
You may recall the leading
Nazis started doing things
like that near the end of
the Second World War.

But why is Mr Posgate
suing? One might have
thought, given the current
obsession with law and
order, that he would have
as much chance as Militant

will have with John
Golding.
The point is that

Lloyd’s doesn’t appear to

have the right to stop him.
It uses what’s called ‘self-
regulation —  which
means that it is subject to
no scrutiny and very little
restraint. It relies for self-
discipline on the high
moral standards and pro-
bity wusually associated
with men of great wealth.

Particularly the 100
Tory MPs included in its
ranks.

Mr Posgate is aggriev-
ed at being told off for do-
ing what all his mates are
up to their eyeballs in. No
wonder the Financial
Times calls it ‘the most
serious crisis that has ever
faced a City institution’,

It isn’t just one in-
dividual. Lloyd’s are now
studying, the ‘seven year
relationship between
Brookgate
and its former subsidiary
Fidentia Marine Insurance
of Bermuda.’ This seems
to have been sold for a

investments

song to ‘an unnamed par-
ty’ with £7.75m on its
books, mostly invested in
‘a land-holding company
in Cyprus and a small sub-
sidiary in Panama.’

Minet

Then we have the sad
case of Minet holdings,
whose subsidiary PCW is
being investigated by the
fraud squ and the
Department of Trade after
suspending six of its
members including its
director and founder Mr
Peter Cameron-Webb and
its former chair Peter Dix-
on — two of Posgate’s
partners in intrigue.

Lloyd’s is concerned.
The good will of the bank-
ing community is at stake.
Sir Peter Green, Lloyd’s
director, wants to set up a
special committee — to
oversee Lloyd’s relations
with the press, who are at-
tacked for ‘hysterical ac-

cusations’ against respec-
table people.

Sir Peter has a 20 per
cent holding in an in-
teresting company in the
Cayman islands — the Im-
perial Insurance Company
— with which, several
Lloyd’s companies have —
you’ve guessed it — rein-
surance contracts. Where
does it all end?

Bunch

This tale is far from
over. The banking com-
munity will soon own all
that’s left of Britain’s
wealth. They bring in a
massive share of Britain’s
‘invisible income’. They
have the ascendancy in the
Tory Party. =

And it just wouldn’t
do, would it, if Britain was

- run by a bunch of crooks?

As ‘Tiny Tim’
(Rowlands) might say
‘Merry Christmas, one
and all!’

FUND DRIVE ‘82

Money — an
urgent question

AS YOU can see by the figures below, even if
the goose is getting fat for somebody’s Xmas
somewhere, it certainly is not in the finance
department of Socialist Challenge.

We need the sum of £4,493.84p between
now and the end of December, so thisis nota
reminder dear reader, it's a begging plea. If
that-money does not arrive here on time then

your paper is in real danger.

Remembaer it is the paper that has sup-
ported every struggle of the workers’ move-
ment here in Britain, and internationally, and
has always done its upmost not only to ex-
plain and promote these struggles, but has
encouraged its readers and supporters to give
them active solidarity.

You can make sure that we go on playing
this vital role by doing the following: sending
an immediate donation yourself; asking peo-
ple who buy the paper to give a donation; buy-
ing a subscription for your friends — it makes
a good and useful Xmas present; selling a
subscription to people in your union branch,
Labour Party and/or local campaign group.

Best of all, do four of those things, but at
the very least do one of them. As | explained,
we are begging so please do not let us down.

forget
your
books,
posters
and
postcards
from <3

held a proper discussion on the objectives of
the campaign.” Wallfish complained that
‘...as civilians we were like clay in the hands
of the military men.’

All the Israeli claims that the invasion was
a 'limited’ military operation and no harm was
intended to civilians and that Beirut was held
hostage by the PLO are blown sky high.

Covering the period from the start of the
war in June 1982 right up to tha massacres at
Sabra and Chatila it exposes Israel’s real aims
which is for the extension of Greater Israel.

Despite being produced so quickly this is
not a piece of ‘instant’ journalism, but a well
argued and thoroughly researched piece of
work.

328 Upper St
London N1 Cardiff £ 48.00
- Leicester 50.00
(01-226 0571) York. 52.00
Portsmouth 22.00
Islington %gg
i Fer Reading ;
37 Digbeth, Birmingham & e Et
(027-643 5504) Leamington 20.00
Swindon 30.00
Liverpool 10.00
Sheffield 371.00
Hackney 93.00
Wilkinsons, Cardiff 5.00
Total so far: £11,506.36
Required by 13 Dec £16,000
£4,493.64

Shortage

The Other Bookshop London —
Xmas opening hours

20/21 December 10-6 pm (as normal)

22/23 December 10-7 pm (extended)

24 December 10-3pm (early closing)

Closed 25 December - 28 December

Open regular hours 29 December - 31 December
Closed 1 January 1983 - 3 January

Upen from 4 January 1983 at normal hours.
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By Barry Wilkins

Miners
repare for
howdown
ith Thatcher

LAST WEEK an area conference of South
Wales miners called unanimously for all out
strike from 17 January unless the National
Coal Board meets their demand for substan-
tially increased investment and recruitment in

the coalfields.

South Wales NUM
leaders are already winn-
ing support from other
coalfields to extend the ac-
tion. Des Dutfield, vice
president of the South
Wales miners, explained:
‘Between now and 17
January, we will be work-
ing to turn this into a na-
tional strike. We have
already had indications
from other coalfields that
they are willing to strike
over this issue.’ :

Arthur Scargill, NUM
national president, said
that this strike ‘would
spread like  wildlife
throughout the British
coalfields’. As Des also ex-
plained: *We'll be looking
for supporting action from
other trade unions both
regionally and nationally.’

It is clear that despite

the failure of the

SET

P

10 issues £2.00

November ballot for strike

action, militant areas
such as South  Wales,
Scotland, Kent and
Yorkshire remain willing
to fight.

These militant areas

are confident that the sup-
port of the ‘moderate’
areas can be won either by
persuasion or picketing in
a battle for jobs and the
future of the industry.

In February 1981 it was
the South Wales miners
who started off the strike
which spread 1o several
areas and made the Tories
back away from their plan
to close 23 pits. But today
the danger is even greater
and the stakes are very
much higher.

In the next cight years,
the NCB want to close 60
pits some of which are in

SPECIAL OFFER

For readers who fake out a year's inland
subscription we are offering a free copy of Alan
Freeman's new book THE BENN HERESY. The
book normally costs £3.50

Alteratively *we are offering Henri Weber's
book NICARAGUA — THE SANDINIST REVOLU-
TION (Usual price £2.95).

Subscription Rates: -
Infand: 12 months £14.00/6 months £7.00

Overseas: 12 months only

 SUBSCRIBE

London N1 2XQ

Surface & Europe £17.00/Air mail £24.00

For multi-reader institutions double the above rates
Send to Socialist Challenge, P.0. Box 50,

gi with the Post Office.
Publishad by Cardinal Enterprises, PO Box 50, London N1, -
Printed By East End Offset {TUI_ L_td. London E!

South Wales. And 17 out
of the 33 South Wales pits
are classed as ‘short life’
by the NCB.

The South Wales
miners have responded
magnificently to this
threat to their jobs and
communities by making
bold demands backed up
by the threat of militant
action.

United

As Emlyn Williams,
president of the South
Wales NUM explained:
‘The South Wales
coalfields will die unless
we do something to get
recruitment and capital.
This year the coal board is
planning to invest only £30
million in South Wales
compared with £1,600m in
Yorkshire. We are deman-
ding £500m immediate in-
vestment in South Wales.
We have to decide on
behalf of our children and
also the unemploved

(Please delete as appropriate)
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Mardy lodge voted 100 per cent for strike

whether we accept the
closure of pits or stand up
and fight for the invest-
ment, the new pits and the
new jobs the industry
needs. | believe South
Wales miners will fight for
their future. It's fight or
die.’

This sirike decision
takes the miners® struggle
to a new and higher level
— a fight for the develop-
ment and future of the in-
dustry.

As Paul O’Sullivan
from Trelewis Drift told
Socialist Challenge, ‘The
problems have become so
acute that we’ve decided to
go onto the offensive, This
is no longer just a defen-
sive struggle against pit

closure, This is the first

time since Thalcher was
elected that workers have
gone onto the attack to de-
mand investment and jobs
to safeguard the future of
their industry.’

By going onto the at-

-tack the miners are posing

a big challenge to one of
the main prgject of That-
cher’s government — to
run down coalfields in
areas like South Wales,
Kent and Scotland and
simultaneously to weaken
the considerable power of
the miners.

For Thatcher to give in
would “be a much, much
bigger climbdown than in
February 1981. Therefore

this battle could be a
lengthy one. Of course it is
possible that Thatcher will
iry to postpone the
showdown by making a
tactical retreat until after
the election.

But this would be

much harder than in 1981

and would result in a
substantial loss of face,
giving the green light for

other workers to go into |

struggle.

So as Paul O’Sullivan

said: ‘We are prepared for
a long hard struggle this
time. But we'll fight to the
finish and win.’ The strike
call has had massive back-
ing from pithead meetings
following the area con-
ference,

Ev yn Williams

Emlyn Williams
reported that over 80 per
cent of South Wales

miners have supported the
strike call. Trelewis Driftis
not a traditionally militant
pit but there was a 100 per
cent vote in support,

3 5 S
Des Dutfield s
. At Penrhiwceiber pit
Dai Davies, area executive
member told Socialist
Challenge that in five
meetings covering all shifts
only two miners have
voted against the strike.

Dai added: “This strike
is certain to go ahead if the
NCB doesn’t deliver the
goods and it is very likely
to escalate to a national
strike. Yes, we are going
onto the offensive now
and we won’t go back to
work on the same terms as
in1981.°

At Mardy pit there was
a 100 per cent vote for
the strike. The Lodge
secretary Ivor England

. gave his view of the battle

ahead.
\ *It is the Thatcher
government’s  deliberate
policy to smash public
ownership and weaken the

muscle of the miners and
the strength of the work-
ing class. Therefore this is
definitely a strike against
the government.’ i
The South - Wales
miners and their leaders
are very serious about this
battle. They have learned

lessons from the fate of the

steel industry where weak
union leadership  has

meant over 100,000 jobs

lost in the last 10 years.

Escalation to a na-
tional strike together with
support to other unions
will be necessary, and the
determination to pursue
this with the support of
Arthur Scargill.

Most important of all a
victory for the miners by
defeating Thatcher’s
policy for the coal industry
would change the balance
of class forces to the ad-
vantage of workers against
the Tories. It would create
the best conditions for the

return of a Labour govern- J

ment which would then be
under great pressure to
satisfy the aroused expec-
tations of its supporters to
implement policies in the
interests of workers and
not the bosses.

It is therefore vital for
socialists to go all out to
build massive support for
the miners' strike in the
trade unions and Labour

Party. The miners must §

win!

Police execute Republicans

By Brian Grogan
TWO IRISH

nationalist figures were
summarily executed by members of the
Royal Ulster Constabulary last Sunday
evening in Armagh. The two, Peter
James Grew and Roderick ‘Martin

Caroll, were shot dead after allegedly

jumping a road block. The police
‘assumed’ they were about to be fired
on. No weapons or explosives were
found.

These police assassinations are now
becoming a regular occurence. In early
November three alleged members of the IRA
were gunned down in similar circumstances in
Lurgan. Later that same month two youths
with no connection with any Republican

organisation were also assassinated near
Lurgan. They had the misfortune to stumble
on three World War | vintage rifles without
ammunition.

Summing up these incidents, Seamus
Mallon, security spokesperson for the Social
Democratic and Labour Party charged that
police were operating ‘SAS type patrols’ with
license to kill. :

Peter Grew was only released from prison
after serving seven years of a 14 vear
sentance earlier this year. During his im-
prisonment he was a regular letter writer to
Socialist Challenge. Both he and Carroll were
supporters of the Irish National Liberation Ar-
my.
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