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¢ THE Tebbit Bill is just part
# of the Thatcher govern-
& ment’s attempt to reduce
| the combativity and effec-
tiveness of the organised
& working class.

The specific powers that
have been taken to curtail
trade union rights are but
| part of the wider strategy

that includes mass unem-
ployment and gross inter-
ference in free collective
bargaining.

Capitalism in Britain can
® no longer afford conces-
! sions to working people,
® either in the form of higher
® real wages or increased
® public expenditure. The
Y crisis of profitability in Brit-
ish industry is now so great
that the concessions given
by the establishment atier
® 1945 to workers are being
® withdrawn. ,

Health

Hence the crisis in the
National Health Service:
hence the proposed revoca-
i tion of the Fair Wages
Resolution; hence the cuts
| in social security benefits
to the unemployed and
those on supplementary
benefit.

The attack on the work-
ing class is not just an
assault on the advances it
has made in real living
standards. The assault
is also- on the ideology of
collectivism, on collective
social provision, on trade
unions as defenders of the
interests of working people,
and the articulation of de-
mands on their behalf.

TEBBIT’S anti-union law is now in force. From December 1, solidarity strikes,
blacking, “secondary” picketing and action defined by judges as “political”, all

f lay trade unionists open to court action and union funds liable to seizure. From

\ 1984 clauses to destroy the closed shop will come into force.

' But Tebbit is not resting on his laurels. He is already boasting that his forth-

coming Green Paper will be a “new weapon’’; the “most devastating thing ever to

hit the union militants”. -

Among proposals likely to be contained in the Green Paper are.

*A fund to help employers stage strike ballots over the heads of the unions.

*Compulsory ballots for the election of union officers.

*“Contracting in” instead of “contracting out” of the political levy.

In other words, Tebbit plans a full scale assault on the organisation and political
independence of the trade union movement. The internal affairs of the unions will
be wide open to interference and manipulation from its sworn enemies — the
Tories, the courts and the press.

Deadpan but gleeful, Tebbit justifies his plans by pretending to act on behalf of #
“decent union members” against the “unrepresentative militants” who he claims
have “taken over’ the unions.

More cynical hypocrisy cannot be imagined. When did Tebbit and the class he
represents ever believe in any kind of democracy beyond the right .0 put a cross on
a ballot paper every five years? When can we expect them to open up the board-
rooms of big business, the inner sanctums of the civil service, the police, judiciary
and army to public scrutiny and democratic elections?

And as for the trade unions being controlled by “unrepresentative militants™,
every working person with eyes to see knows what nonsense this is. Indeed, the
Tories’ success in pushing through their anti-union legislation has been largely due
to the cowardice and treachery of the TUC. Even their passive, ineffectual “cam-
paign” against the Tebbit Bill appears now to have ground to a halt.

And their sabotage of the ASLEF strike and unceremonious cancellation of the
transport workers’ day of action in support of the health workers, have smoothed
the Tories’ path and demoralised working class opposition.

But Tebbit can be stopped. Militant mass action — verging on general strike
proportions at its height — smashed the Tory Industrial Relations Act in the early
1970s. Massive solidarity during the NHS strike pushed back the High Court threat
to Fleet Street electrician’s leader Sean Geraghty.

That’s the kind of action we need now to smash Tebbit. And if the TUC won’
organise it, then the rank and file must.

Control

The Tory conception of a
i useful role for trade unions
in the crisis of British capi-
talism is a role where union
‘bosses’ control the rank
and file members of the
union — but failing the
efficacy of that, ensuring
that ideology among the
working class is so changed
that union members will
vote 'down proposals to
defend their own interests
if the Sun newspaper tells
them it is a good idea.
Tebbitry must be defeat-
ed — but not.just by pro-
posals to change the law
relating to trade unions and
collective bargaining.

We need the implement-
ation of the alternative eco-
nomic and political strategy
in order to change the bal-
ance of class forces in our
society .




TRIINFUTWIRST AN TRLTORY

P R,IPTEIEX " el e AR 2AN Pty P W= = eE = s s = e =

* RPN TN AT AT I PR AR A RSN PR BTG S S SR

TR TR T OEROE T =L -

WY T

PW" T I TR OOV Y N

Socialist Organiser no. 111, December 2, 1982. Page 2

Heseltine

Islington is in

the front line.
Martin
Thomas re-

ports on a
debate.

HOW can Labour councils
effectively lead a fight
against the Tories’ cuts?
At an Islington Socialist

Organiser meeting last
Sunday, 28th, Labour
activists discussed this-

issue with local government
&w expert Martin Lough-

To stand still next year,
Islington council would
have to raise rates by 43%
— or £4 per week for the
average ratepayer. To
carry out its manifesto
commitments immediately
and in full, it would need
{on present estimates of the
government’s plans) a
rate rise of 62% or £5.60.

Under the Tories’ new
system for distributing
central government grant,
Islington stands to lose
aboutt £1.60 in grant
penalties for every £1 it
spends above a level which
would correspond to severe
cuts. I.e. each £1 for
maintaining or improving
services costs the rate-
payers £2.60.

Martin Loughlin explain-
ed that Labour councils
faced with this sort of
situation have four options:

*To toe the government
line and make drastic cuts;

*To levy the huge rate
rise necessary to maintain
and improve services;

BETTER b-hild. care, a

women’s committee, closer
consultation with the work-
force, defence of direct
labour... These were all
policies passed overwhelm-
ingly at Dewisham Local
Government Conference.
The Conference is an
~annual event, where the
Labour Group’s policies for
the Council ‘are debated by
delegates from branches
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om white.

3. Labowr Against the
Whtch-hunt.
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*To draw up a budget
that doesn’t balance, and
confront the government;

- #To go-into opposition.

No-one at the meeting
was interested in the cuts
option. And going into
opposition is not much of
an option in Islington,
where 51 out of 52 councill-
ors are Labour. - So dis-
cussion focused on the
third option — no cuts, but
no huge rate rise either.

Martin Loughlin told us
that a council pursuing this
option would face the
following hurdles:

came on the 1983-4 budget
and the related dlspute
with N ALGO over Inner

- London weighting.

This dlspute has been
simmering for a year.
Lewisham is " clearly an

Inner London boroug h but

because of the posmon of
the Town Hall its staff
do not qualify for Inner
London weighting. This
anomaly has always been
resented, but when GLC
housing staff transferred to
Lewisham and were getting

the weighting, Lewisham

4 Red Star on white
£2.50 each except SO
tshirts, £3.00. Postage
50p. Tshirts come in
white or yellow, please
state preference. Also
individual designs under-
taken, cost £6, must have
details of design and
idea. Allow 14 days for
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Kevin Glover, 19 Ranton
Way, Leloester
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*The council’s permanent
staff could refuse to draw
up the budget. Legally, the
council officers are not just
servants of the elected
councillors, but have a
‘fiduciary duty’ to the rate-

Payers.

sMoney-lenders wbuld
stop lending to the council.

And as councils rely on

short-term loans to smooth
out the difference betweeen
their income (which tends
to be ‘bunched’ around the
beginning and end of the
financial year) and their
expenditure {(which 1Is

ham conference
on rates

NALGO members found
themselves doing the same
work in the same borough
for £400 a year Iless.
- They have blacked the
transfer process and are

- threatening further sanc-

tions.

Tenants are rightly con-
cerned that this should not
be settled out of money
allocated for their much-
needed repairs. However,
the motion from branches
on the GLC estates argued
that the cost should be put
on the rates.

This led to a sharp
debate on next vear's

bhodget.  Figures saowed
- suer g0 sand-sul

budget would mean a: w©as<
a 35% rate increase, while
implementing last May’s
manifesto would need

| another 15% increase.

St. Margaret's ward put
in a motion calling for a
rates and rents freeze, no
cuts in jobs or services, and
meeting council workers
pay claims, combined with
a strategy for mobilising
Labour movement resis-
tance to the inevitable Tory
attack, and linking up with

“run out of cash.

steady) week by
the council jwould

The Greater London
Council, said - Martin
Loughlin, had to pay 30%
interest rates at ‘one time.

Councillor Maurice Barnes
added that when '  Labour

recently regained control
of Lambeth council, the
money market stopped
dealing in loans to it for
some hours.

*The government can
order an ‘extraordinary

fairly
week,

audit’ of the council, and

get councillors surcharged

other Labour councils.
This was the only strat-

~ egy which could unite wor-

king class support and
overcome the divisions
the Tories have sown in
our ranks, because it was
the only strategy which did
not set one sectional

interest against another. It

would mean confrontation,
but we have to decide
whether we want confron-
tation with the Tories or
confrontation within the
working class.

S.0O.
Siu Ming gave an account
of the backlash produced in
Lambeth by Ted Knight’s
r2.c rise policy. He warned
i T owme wkec for rate
rises this year we wouid be
back voting for cuts next
year.

Defeated
The St. Margaret’s
motion was  defeated.

Conference passed a reso-
lution calling for rent and
rate increases to be kept
within the rate of inflation,
‘unless the Labour group
can show that a greater

and disqualified.

supporter Cheung

The
officers, would then take
over® the running -of the
council, and no doubt make
cuts, while new elections
were held. (Under current
law it is no longer possible

for the government to send
in a ‘commissioner’ to

run the council, as 1t did
in Clay Cross.)
Mick Sullivan and
Maurice Barnes explained

some tactical problems. K

the council resolved to go
for confrontation, there
would first be a lot of
pressure on councillors

by Tony Gard

increase in the rates is
necessary. to implement

essential parts of the Mani-

festo’ — which it had al-
ready shown quite clearly.
The tragedy is that last
year’s conference called for
a no cuts, no rent rise, no
rate rise position, though

coupled with the danger-

ously misleading call for
resignation anc ‘majority
opposition’.

It declared rate rises no
longer politically viable;
this must be even more true
today. Yet in the last year
the Labour Party in Lewi-
sham is supposed to have

moved to the Left.
Last year’'s ‘majority
oppositionists’ have be-

corm«e this vear s rate risers.
Most of therm argue that
resistance 1s not poimtically
realistic because we do not
have enough support and
the new Council has not
been in office long enough.
But as several speakers
at Lewisham Labour Left's
fringe meeting argued, the
retreat has got to stop.
We can’'t keep on saying,
‘We will try this next year.’
Tony Gard

councillors held firm, then
the government
probably ‘let them stew’
until the council ran out
of money.

id then the confron-
tation would be between
the council and ... its
workers, because there
would be no money to pay
wages. Not a good basis to
mobilise @ workers and
tenants against Heseltine.

Why didn’t Islington
council go for a big rate
rise accompanied by a cam-
paign to explain why the
services are worth paying
for, asked Martin Loughlin.
Councillor Alan Clmton
replied: rates are now a
major expense for ordinary
tenants and householders,
and there is very little
sympathy for big rate rises
however worthy the ex-
cuses that go with them.

So how to deal with the
tactical problems? There
was some discussion about
the possibility of the council
withholding the police
precept (the amount it has
to pay towards the Metro-
politan Police). Coun-
cillors Pat Longman and
Paul Mullin pointed out
that this precept is too
small a part of the coun-
cil’s finances to make the
difference between the
council going broke or not.

But withholding ~ the
precept might buy time and
substitute a confrontation
between the council and the
government for one be-
tween the council and its
workers.

Interest

Alternatively, should the
council stop interest pay-
ments to moneylenders?
Debt charges are 30% of
Islington’s expenditure.

Witholding this money is
again a veryv short-term
option: immmediately the
councl would be unable to
get  shortterm loans,
soon 1t would be unable
to pay its wages Dbill.
But it might serve tactically
to make the clash one
between the council and
bankers, rather than be-
tween the council and its
workers — and thus make

—

from the officers. But if the

would

easier the crucial task of
mass mobilisation.

Alan Clinton suggested
that other options should
be examined further —
rescheduling debts or
finding alternative money-
lenders (which of course
would only buy delay),
and organising a group of
experts (lawyers, accoun-
tants, etc.) to work with the
council. .
- Nadine Finch, secre-
tary of the Local Govern-
ment Committee (the joint
committee of Islington’s
three Labour Parties for
borough-wide affairs),
stressed the main political
point: all financial schemes
are useless without winning
support from the council
workers’ unions, and far
too little has been done on
that.

Budgets

Nick Dorm said that the

council had to present
issues more concretely,
and start now. It should

instruct the officers now to
draw up alternative bud-
gets for the different-
options.

LGC chair Nik Barstow
said that everything
depended on the council
showing it meant business.
Even In Clay Cross plenty
of tenants were dissatisfied
with the council. They
rallied only when the coun-
cil actually took on the
government. |

‘Everywhere that a
radical local authority -has
proposed blatantly to take
on central government —
Poplar in the '20s, St.
Pancras in the ’'50s, Clay
Cross in the '70s — the
councillors have been pre-
pared to be surcharged’,
stressed Martin Loughlin.
‘H Islington councillors
are not prepared for that,

then there is no point

talking about confron-

tation’. ;
But what the meeting

was mainly about, was how
to translate the wil to
defy the government,
even at risk of surcharge,
into_viable tactics. Most of
us felt we had begun to
see the way more clearly.




EVEN -though the motions
submitted to the National
Union of - Students confer-

~ence aren’t going to eaulp

NUS with a bries to go out
and organise students along-
side the public sector work-

‘ers against the government,

it’s still going to be one of

most significant NUS confer-
‘ences for a long time.

Grants, education, over-
seas students, cuts, and
pcace and disarmament will
be debated as the prioritised
motions, but some Exec

-and Rules Revision business

that will be taken 1s just as
important, and this is where
most of the friction is likely
to come. |

The Executive and a

- good number of colleges are

trying to change the nature
of NUS conferences. It’s
true, at the moment they are
bureaucratic and very hard
to untangle for the first-time
delegate; but the Exec’s way
of solving this problem
would nothing but weaken

Jﬂ

LAST Wednesday, 24th, the
Labour Party’s new right
wing National Executive
Committee met to consider
how to deal with the legal
hitches in their purge of
Militant. -

Their decisions may well
mean an attempt at a more
sweeping - purge
ginally planned.

Initially the right wing’s
plan was to establish their
‘register of  unaffiliated
groups’, declare Militant in-
eligible for it, and on that
basis expel selected leading
Militant supporters. |

It ran  Into
problems:

o Resistance to the regis-
ter. Some 16 groups have
now been registered; gener-
al secretary Jim Mortimer’s
report for the NEC lists 48
that had refused to register
or had not applied, and there
are many more. |

Mortimer reports: ‘‘there

several

are some Labour supporters

and probably the majority of
Labour activists who wel-
come the policy and constitu-
tional changes of recent years
and who are suspicious of
any move against the ‘far
left’ because they see it as
the prelude to other changes.

“it is a factor in the situa-
tion that a large majority of
constituency Labour Parties
are not sympathetic to the
exclusion of Militant... Lab-
our cannot afford to alienate

than ori-

. with

.
N -,._:: ;/p ﬁ

23

Many motions want to
break down the conference
into a series of commissions,
and invite in experts to tell
us about grants, cuts, and so
on. The Exec wants to stop
challenges to the order
paper by allowing them only
at the start of conference,
rather than at the start of
any session, and it also wants
to end the guest speaker sys-
tem under which delegates
vote to hear representatives

large numbers of its activists
or to come into collision with

a significant number of
constituency Labour Parties
in the approach to the
General Election’’.

e The unfairness of the
system was blatant. Labour
Friends of Israel and the Lab-
our Movement for Europe
had to be declared ineligible
for the register because of
finance from outside the
British labour movement, but
no action against them is
suggested. |

e Constitutionally ineligi-
bility for registration is no
grounds for expulsion. And
so Militant were able convin-
cingly to threaten the NEC
legal action against
expulsion.

The threat of legal action
was a wrong tactic in prin-
ciple — the capitalist courts
should not be used to decide
the affairs of the Ilabour

movement. It now seems that

if it has gained time (as Mili-
tant say it has), it has done
so at the cost of broadening
the witch-hunt. |

The NEC now proposes to
proceed as follows. The mov-
es against Militant will be
nothing to do with the regis-
ter. At the December or Jan-
uary NEC Militant will be
declared ineligible for
affiliation.

This procedure has two
im plications.  First, “all
members of the Militant Ten-

............

| U president Neil 'Stewart: “ bk the Macee
Poly occupation? : | ”

the national union.

from  campaigns  and
disputes.

They are wrong to try

'to make conference more

accessible like this, because
conference will never
become more accessible by
stopping debate or by keep-
ing out politics, or by hind-
ering the delegates’ control
of conference business. It
will only become more man-
ageable when NUS starts to
involve the mass of its mem-
bership, and ordinary stud-

Despite legal hitch,

dency will become ineligible
for individual membership of
the Labour Party’’. It will not
be a matter of expelling five,
or 50, or 200 selected organ-
isers, but the lot.

Secondly, the grounds for
action against Militant are
now plainly political. It is not
a matter of the way Militant

organises: Militant has said
‘it is willing to consider any

changes the NEC may pro-
pose on that score, and the
NEC has proposed none.

The case, put in a draft
motion for the December or
January NEC, is that ‘‘the
Militant Tendency, as a Trot-
skyist ‘entrist’ group, is a
political organisation with its
own programme, principles
and policy for distinctive and
separate propaganda’’.

Since plenty of Labour
Party members have in the
past belonged to other left
groups, and some of those
up for expulsion have never
belonged to any group out-
side the Labour Party, the
‘entrist’ reference is irrele-
vant. Militant is to be purged
for being Trotskyist.

And the precedent is that
any group held to subscribe
to Trotskyism, or another
ideology of which the NEC
disapproves, wiil be purged
too. — for thought-crime.
(The deadline for other
groups to register looks like

" being the end of January.

Any group which does not

tudonts must
the

Jane Ashworth
looks at the
issues for NUS &
conference |

Ead

ents who aren’t part of the
major blocs get a chance to
have their say.

If we can fight off these
attempts to stop the national
union taking decisions as one
body, then this won’t be the
last year when we have a real
chance to discuss the work-
ings of the Exec over the
previous seven months.

| Staff_strike

At this conference, that
means the whole union find-
ing out what really happened
during the staff dispute.
How come a union exec that
is mostly made up of social-
ists forced its staff to go out
on strike and then was reluc-
tant to negotiate? o

There is a motion of cen-
sure on Alan Watson, who

has been seen as the Exec

member with the most to
answer for on the handling

~of this dispute.

As well as the staff dis-
pute, conference will have to
take an attitude to the occu-
pation at Manchester Poly.
Will NUS president Neil
Stewart have the gall to tell
them to go back to college?

- The problem with the
prioritised motions is that
very few of them have much

Martin Thomas
reportson last =
week’s Labour NEC

Executive

to say about the way NUS
should fight. There is a lot
of talk about education cuts
and Trident, but very little

“said about students and the

labour movement, or about
what we can do now to
involve the mass of students.
Some of the best motions
come up in the peace and
disarmament section. Several
call for Britain out of NATO
and a good tew call for activ-
ity against Ministry of De-

- fence work being carried out

in the colleges.

Limits
~ This conference won’t be
important in terms of new

policy breakthroughs, but it
~ will be important in that the

limits -of Exec freewheeling
will be drawn up. And it will
be important, too, in that
the attempt to stop the
union meeting as a full con-
ference twice a year will be
stopped, whether 1t is pre-
sented to us as ‘learning
from the women’s move-
ment about non-oppressive
meeting structures’ or offer-
ed up as the only way to
maintain our credibility with
the ‘average student’.

register, or is found inglig-
ible, will probably be “Sub-
ject to scrutiny. The NEC did
not have time for definite
decisions on this point).

Nervous about the havoc
all this could wreak in the
Labour Party, Jim Mortimer
tries to limit the purge. He
offers a definition: ‘‘A mem-
ber of Militant Tendency is
one who is significantly in-
volved in giving financial
support,in its organisation or
in its regular activities’ .
Just selling, buying or read-
ing an odd copy of Militant,
or supporting some Militant
policies, would not brand
someone as a member.

Mortimer also urges the
NEC ‘‘to concentrate atten-
tion on the central organising
group and then to win other
sympathisers of Militant by
the strength of o6ur argu-
ments’ . |

He suggests proceeding by

BERMONDSEY, Peckham
and Dulwich Labour Parties:
rally, ‘Defend Socialist Poli-
cies, Oppose Expulsions’.
Saturday December 11, 2pm
to Spm; Walworth Town
Hall, Walworth Rd, London.
Speakers: Reg Race, Peter
Tatchell, Teresa Wrack,
Richard Balfe, Jeremy
Corbyn, speaker from
EETPU Broad Left.

JOHN HARRIS

stages. Members of the Mils-
tant editorial board will be
expelled first. |
Militant’s  paid  sales
organisers will be dealt with
later. Eight prospective parl-
jamentary candidates will be
questioned about their poss-
ible present.or past associa-
tions with Militant, and ask-

ed to promise that ‘‘they will

not promote the Militant

- Tendency’’.

Leading members of the
Militant-influenced Labour
Party Young Socialists will be
asked to give the same pro-
mise, and stricter control
will be imposed on the LPYS.

The right-wing NEC may
not take Mortimer’s advice

‘on all points. Anyway, Mort-

imer’s definition means that
even a small phalanx of
determined right-wingers
can start purging literally
thousands of Labour Party

. by A S L Ry g
- .
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“THE MOST significant ac-
tion against the cuts in Man-
chester this year”, comment-
ed one of the many students
occupying the admin build-

-

ing at Manchester Polytech-
nic. We have now been in
occupation for ten days ag-

ainst proposed cuts in staff

and student numbers. ~

Support for the occupa-
tion has been immense, both
from Poly students and from
colleges up and down the
country, with delegations
and messages of support
arriving daily. |

By far the most import-
ant aspect, though, is the
active support of the campus
unions, particularly NUPE
and NATFHE, both of
whgm have participated - in
the occupation mass
meetings. NUPE have impos-
ed an overtime ban, and have
called for a series of one day
strikes against the cuts. They
themselves are being asked
to take cuts in wages of £14
a week.

The Polytechnic’s Labour

Club is run by Militant sup-
porters who prior to the
occupation  vigorously
opposed it on the grounds
that first support had to be
built in the trade unions be-
fore any action was taken.

Now the NEC may try to ge every ‘member’ O'tt not just prminent figures like
~ Pat Wall (above) | |

members.

The relevant parts of the
Labour Party constitution
are vague. Clause II(3) dis-
qualifies from affiliation org-
anisations ‘‘having their own
programme, principles and
policy for distinctive and
separate propaganda, or
possessing branches in the
constituencies or engaged in
the promotion of Parlia-
mentary or Local Govern-
ment candidatures, or owing
allegiance to any political

organisation sifuated
abroad’’. ‘:, -
Almost any worthwhile

group has some distinctive
policy, and some local organ-
isation — and so, stretching
a point, could be outlawed.
Clause II(4) then disquali-
fies from membership people
who belong to ‘‘political

parties or organisations an- °

ciilary or subsidiary there-

‘The overwhelming trade

union support we have
received is clear proof that it

is action, not words, that

builds support.

The executive of the
city council Labour Group
has lent its full support to
the action, and several coun-
cillors have personally visited
the occupation.

An injunction came Six
days after the start of the
occupation, but for reasons
best known to Poly director
Ken Green it has not yet
been acted on. Perhaps Mr
Green hopes that the occup-
ation will die on its feet. He
must be joking. We are still
as strong as ever, maintaining
a level of at least 200 people
at any time. .

Tuesday 30th: Today th

~ bailiffs turned up with sever-

al senior police officers to
serve the possession order.
As yet we are still in occupa-
tion, but expect to be :ject-
ed late tonight. Meanwhile a
delegation from the occupa-
tion lobbied a meeting of the
full council Labour Group in

an attempt to their
support. Unfortunately a
motion to hear speakers

from the Polytechnic was
lost by 28 to 24.
| Lynn Ferguson

to’’ declared by conterence
by the NEC *“in pursuance
the conference decisions’’

" be ineligible for affiliation.

Mortimer’s proposal ¢
thus be questioned tech:
cally on at least two grounc
for clause I(4) to be appl
able, it has to be shown tt
Militant is a ‘pelitical par
(the clause was designed |
use against the Commun
Party), and that a NEC de
sion that Militant is ineligil
for affiliation would be °
pursuance of conferer
decistons’’. - :

It is clear that the NI
intends to have its wit
hunt, and . will trim the te
nicalities to :suit. Only
certed and courageous de
ance by Constituency Labe
Parties and affiliated tr
unionists will stop it.

Ll e i ahm b A
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Mexi

.‘I'

by Bas Hardy

IF YOU owe the bank
£100, you have a problem.
If you owe the bank £1
million, the bank has a
problem.’ So said the
economist J.M. Keynes.
Judging by the headlines
such as ‘Mexican crisis
shocks bankers’ and ‘West
in $8bn bid to save Mexico’ - % W ~
the Internation Banking o ' -

system has one hell of a ""‘.‘__ UNITED STATES
problem and is desparately N o™ i
trying to patch it up so as to = E&L&lﬁigg hO ——— 8 DR
prevent a collapse of Inter- SONORA ) . /-—"""\f-'\&' l
national Finance. CHIHUAHAN, 7 %
Yet the Mexican people , *Bachiniva \
themselves‘ have problems \ Ry
of far more importance than - ®Parral \ GULF OF

those of the Financial ex-
tortionists in New York

LAGUNA ®Torredn

F4 1 AWESOW OO U7 T 0 ORI
I

and the City of London. Cuencame® MEXTCO

Price rises of 30% on basic

goods. Unemployment. Palo ' e

Corruption in Government Zacateons i i )] - G

on a grand scale. The " S;\'N LUIS YUCATAN R A & I aap @ 2 SR e
‘disappearance’ of political OTOSI we e e e as L T R
and tfgd & union actigi(';ts. 0 - | Pancho . Villa leading his revolutionary troopsin 1911
_ Mexico’s history has PACITFIC Mgi"tic"‘ " ancestral land. The Gov- tion of a large internal The army was in no posi-
begp present(?d to most 0 CF AN VMORELos s ernor of Chihuaha, where market and with it the tion to deal with a mass
British people in the distor- | | Pancho Villa grew up, gave  growth of a large liberal- nationwide popular insur-
ted form of Hollywood e} = the local population ‘years minded middle class. rection. In Mexico City
film — Yul Brynner as ‘ ! GUATEMALA of the noose and knife’ in The Indian and Mestizo  alone, officers in the Mexi-
Pancho Villa, Marlon order to extend the land- masses had rebelled on can army outnumbered the

- Brando in Viva Zapata!

holdings of himself and his

spasmodic occasions in the

ranks by 2 to 1. Those with

, Meg.ican history ifs por- cr(')rrﬁes. f - past, lil)Ut lthesi revo!;;s generalships were there
‘‘rayed as a series of mass 9 - e e . 1s system of semi- were  local an easly  through bribery and not
shoot-outs, a_  typical Revolutionary forces arrive in Sinaloa in 1 I3 colonial exploitation  suppressed. The alliance  mjlitary ability. They were
example being Peckin- reached 1its high point = between the rural masses no match for the brilliant

pah’s ““The Wild Bunch’’.

The real history, how-
ever, is one of continual

struggle against oppression

- under the dictatorship of

Porfirio Diaz (1876-1911),
who ruled Mexico in much
the same way as Somoza

and the middle class of the
towns was a much more
potent force. It was to end
semi-colonialism

and’

new generals such as
Pancho Villa whose mobile

cavalry, recruited from the
ranch hands of Chihuaha,

by the people of Mexico, was later to run Nicaragua, feudalism in Mexico. routed the reactionary
which r_eached a peal.( in a and Batista, Cuba. Diaz’s The champion of the forces. |
real social revolution in the most memorable state- liberal democratic cause The agrarian revolt

decade 1910-20.
Mekxico,
South and Central america,
was colonlised by Spain.
For centuriés its Indian
population was subjected
by the Spanish conquis-
tadors and criollos (descen-
dents of original Spanish
colonists) to a - slave-like
existence on the land.

The first revolt against
Spain was led by Miguel
Hidalgo, a Catholic village
priest who championed the
Indian cause. He was
captured by Royalists and
executed. The same thing
happened to Jose Morelos,

who led a revolt in 1815.

&,

like most of

‘When
became

. .
’
”~ »
o~ . A . " - R
- .
% /
s ) 3

Mexico finally
independent in

1821, its ruling class were

the very s

ame group which

had put down the popular

Indian

- uprisings.

The

‘ Mrw commale o s QoI ITT Frewm S e Sop e 2 g

former Royalist criallos had
become ‘republicans’, but
their social attitude toward
the mass of the Mexican
people remained the same.

An alliance of Church

and landowners, together

with an army led by milit-
ary strongmen, operated
‘throughout the 19th
century to further dispos-
.sess and enslave the Indian
peasantry. -

The old Spanish interest
in Mexico was gold and

- 9 ’ ! P o -
) " ] - . %
$ ; “3 &)
. - b . g ta - ,
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In Marelos,

Zapata’s
home state, villages were
flattened to make way for

sugarcane fields. In
Sonora, the army force the
Yaqui indians from their

ment was ‘‘Poor Mexico,
so far from God, so close to
the United States’’.

Diaz was, nevertheless,
the main figure responsible
for the penetration of US,
‘British and French capital
into Mexico on a large
scale. As elsewhere south
of the Rio Grande, imper-
1alist capital built the rail-
ways and transformed
agriculture to serve the
needs of the metropolitan
market. |

The changes under
Diaz did, however, have
one very important conse-
quence. The economic
expansion led to the crea-

was a northern landowner

and businessman, Fran-

cisco Madero. He cam-
paigned against Diaz in the
1910 Presidential election
under the slogan ‘A real
vote and no Boss rule’.
Needless to. say, he got
neither.

The election was rigged
and Diaz won. Madero was
expected to clear off to his
estates and try again next
time. - |

What surprised every-
body was his refusal to do
so. He raised the standard
of revolt and within a short
space of time the 35 year
old Diaz regime collapsed.

installed Madero : in” the
Presidential palace. This

‘was the first triumph of

the middle class (bour-
geois) revolution in Mexico.

Yet the Mexican middle
class disliked the agrarian
‘anarchy’ as- much as the
feudal forces they had been
opposed to. The history of
Mexico from 1911 to 1940
was a history of the middle
class now allying with the
masses against feudalism,
now with the right wing
against the popular forces. .

Conti‘nuied next week

Retreating under pressure

IN WHAT appears to be a

months under arrest, has also

in particular the reopening

silver. By ‘independence This would buy the free- : ; , 18

these resources had been substantial retreat from pre- ing of prisoners intérned  ©obviously been further press- of normalised diplomatic -

exhaustod. vious . public pronounce-  without trial — and the re- urised by Church leaders relations wcilth the Westerz;
The Mexican landowners ~ments, the underground gime’s stooge body, the Patr-  into taking a C'oncﬂlatory bankers and negotiation o

now sought to turn the
country into a producer of
agricultural products for
the world market. The two

leadership of Poland’s Soli-
darnosc trade union has call-
ed off its series of street de-
monstrations called to mark

iotic Movement for National
Rebirth, has suggested a gov-
ernment amnesty for those
tried and jailed for offences

line,

In their statement the
Solidarnosc leaders fail ex-
plicitly to call for restora-

renewed and rescheduled

loans — to life the martial
law, there is no sign at all
that the bureaucracy is pre-
pared to make concessions

. the first anniversary of mar-  ,oninst martial law  re u- tion of their organisation’s ,
most important products o1y | lagtions. & status as a recognised union,  to Solidarnosc.
were cattle, raised in the The martial law crack- Perhaps pal't]y taken in though they do call for the The answer from the

Northern states such as
Chihuaha and Sonora, and
sugar from southern states
like Morelos.

Slavery

This process had drastic
results for the Indian and
Mestizo

down was the first decisive
step
country’s ruling Stalinist
bureaucracy has moved to
crush and now formally de-
clare illegal the ten million
strong union, whose growing,
power had become a major’
threat to the political power

through which the

by this talk of liberalisation;

probably influenced by the
apparently patchy and weak
response to its November 10
general strike call; and cer-
tainly under heavy pressure
from the Catholic Church
hierarchy, which has struck
an obvious if tacit agreement

reinstatement of all those
sacked under martial law
and the return of all organis-
attons banned or suspended
under it - which may
include Solidarnosc.
They argue that future
agrement with the govern-
ment would require the lib-

international workers’ move-
ment must be to maintain
the fight, demanding the re-

- cognition of Solidarnosc as a

trade union. In Britain this
must mean that socialists
should press ahead with
building the maximum lab-

- our movement contingent on

 \mixed  race)  of the bureaucrats. with the Stalinist leaders, the  eralisation of censorship laws the national demonstration
population. The huge The Jaruzelski leadership  Solidarnosc underground  and the introduction of self- called on December 12 by
esiates  (haciendas) took  has announced its intention leadership has pulled back managementinindustry. = the  Polish Solidarity
~ver e community landof  to convene a session of the from its planned demonstra- But the response from Campaign.

- +v.agers and the small-

Polish parliament. the Sejm,

tions, and placed itself at the

the bureaucracy to these

- :_:_g_:'s» | Indepenc}ent On Decerpber 13. the ann_i- disposal of the released Lech  concessions from SQlid§1§' H ' |
SSGATIT v plul 207 potiage e ru Saod e o amgiess versan of martial iwiand it Walesa. nosc was gnuffly to dismiss by Harry :
Orezmuser O3 Middie Lane, London N& &P LETlIETE Lomlenms o8 S TTECICIES TNat o0 the same Walesa, who has asked them as ?f no significance |
. WOrk resembled slavery date the martial law restric-  for a month to decide his whatsoever”. Though seek- Sloan
and worse. | tions will be lifted. ing Yor their own reasons — o -

3

it N Hed
e s ol R ol Al P R N W

course of action after eleven

rg'_'z_g_; I et AR WA J-Qrfi-* QMM..@:&,:‘; AN T AP A

A



- weapon.

"Now it is around 5%.

Intenationl News Internationul ws

" RISING TIDE OF
' PROTECTIONISM

AGAIN and again we hear
import controls proposed

‘as an answer to economig

crisis, as if they were some-
thing new.

Yet w1despread Import
controls are already in
force. About half of EEC
imports are of products on
which it has contruis of
some sort. The rcorres-
ponding figure for the US
was 46%, and for Japan
59% , 1in 1980.

One of the EEC’s main
import-control - arrange-
ments is the Multi-Fibre
Agreement (MFA). The
Economist magazine des-
cribesit: ‘Now just starting
its third four-year deal, the
MFA has been used as a
wholly protectionist
Each successive
MFA has exerted tighter
controls on third-world
suppliers (of clothing and
textiles)...’

The EEC has just made
an import-limitation deal
with the US on steel; it
began operation similar
agreements with - South
Korea, Spain, Japan and
other
1970s.

Other imports restncted
by EEC countries include
footwear, electrical goods,
watches and motor cycles.

Over the '50s and ’'60s,
even the 1970s, tariffs were
generally  reduced. In
1958 the EEC’s average
common external tariff on
industrial goods was 10%.
The
corresponding figure for
Japan is 3%, and for the
US6%. |

But the trend looks like
heing reversed. And on
agricultural goods the
K EC imposes import levies
to raise prices to EEC-
fixed levels.

Even inside the supposed
free trade area of the EEC,

there are more and more
trade restrictions of an
informal sort. |

Two examples: Heine-

ken beer {made in Holland)
cannot be sold in West
Germany because it fails
to conform to German regu-
lations on brewing dating

“back to 1516 (!); and to get
load of Gouda

a lorr_y

countries in the

Victims of import controls

PROTECTIONISM has its
costs for British workers.

Clothing prices, for ex-
ample, are estimated to be
15 te 40% higher than they
would otherwise be be-
cause of import controls.

But such effects are
minor compared with the
effects of the protectionism
of the richer countries on
the Third World.

A lot of Third World
countries have protectionist
policies to help their infant
industries develop — much
as Germany, for example,

cheese into France, Dutch
lorry drivers have to get
some 300 rubber stamps on_
their papers.

Up to the 1929 crash the
capitalist world  economy
had more or less free
trade, under the domina-
tion of Britain. In the
1930s it fell apart into com-
peting trade blocs. The
General Agreement on

Tariffs and Trade (GATT)

was set up in 1947 as part
of the attempt to restruc-
ture the capitalist world
economy post-war.

.. was designed to
liberalise trade on the

assumption of a stable
world financial system
(based on the dollar)

SOLIDARITY tives despite
one year of martial law. nat-
ional demonstration in sup-
port of those struggling for
free {rade unions in Poland.
At last an official TUC
spokesperson joins our
pfatform.
Assemble 1pm, Sunday

o

December 12, at Hyde Park
for rally and march to Jubi-
lee Gardens, Vigil from 6pm
to midnight outside Polish
embassy for workers killed
or detained by Jaruzelskl S
regime,

Polish Solidarity Cam-
paign, (01) 748 3083.

had similar policies in the
late 19%th century. They
could hardly do otherwise.

Now some of these coun-
tries are develorizg to the
point where theyv.car ~xport.
manufactured gc. s oo a
large scale to the . ~h.
countries. And the res
ponse of the US and the
EEC is to throw up new
trade Dbarriers and to
demand that the Third
World countries lower their
own barriers.

At the same time the
Third World countries are

and fixed exchange rates,
i.e. the domination of the
US. And it did that.
World exports expanded by
285% between 1950 and
1970.

But in the late '60s and
early '70s the basic “ass-
umptions collapsed. US
domination was qualita-
tively weakened (the EEC
is° 2%2 times bigger as a
force in world trade, Japan
is now a bigger producer
of steel and cars). The
dollar went into decline.
Inflation took off. Fixed
exchange rates collapsed.

'The immediate cause
was the effects on the US
economy of the Vietnam
war, but a longer-term

~escalates into

in desperate need of export
income to deal with their
foreign debt crises. The
result of these twin press-
ures 1s to force these coun-
tries into slumps ten times
more devastating for their
working people
Britain’s.

If creeping protectionism
trade war,
the first casualties will be
the workers and peasants of
Africa, Asia and Latin
America.

decay of the post-war
capitalist world system was
at work. The safeguards
against protectionism have
lasted longer then the
conditions that produced
them, but if their decay is
slower it is no less inevi-
table.

Accelerating the decay 1s
no way to save jobs — any
more than wishing the
1960’s would return. IN-
stead we must look to
class action — and mea-
sures like work sharing
under workers’ control with
no loss of pay, a shorter
working week, and nation-
alisation under workers’

control of firms declaring

redundancies.

LIVES] Coalntlon looms

In Ireland

IT IS to be either a minority
Fine Gael
supported by Labour, or a

new Fine Gael/Labour coal-
ition government in the 26

Counties of southern
Ireland.
The Labour Party is

meeting in conference on
December 12 to decide.
Fianna Fail is still the
biggest party in the Dail
[Parliament], though Fine
Gael, for 50 years the
‘underdog’ of the bourgeois
parties, has gained nearly
30 seats in the three gener-
al elections of the last 18

“months..

The Labour Paity left did
badly. Michael D Higgins,
anti-coalitionist and recent-

government-

ly the candidate of the left
for Party leader, lost his
seat.

So did Independent Soc-
ialist Party deputy - Jim
Kemmy from Limerick, the
only TD [MP] to march in
the recent 2,000 strong
national demonstration in
Dublin against the propos-
ed anti-abortion amend-

ment to the Irish con-
stitution. The secularist
and anti-nationalist Kem-

my was a victim of a sus-
tained campaign against
him by the Irish SPUC.

Sinn Fein, which did bad-
ly in the last southern
election, did not contest
any seats.

Frank Higgins

than

AAM
misses
a

chance

A GOOD opportunity for
developing Anti-Apar-
theid’s trade union work
was mainly lost at their
trade union conference last
weekend.

Emphasis on how the

‘unions could support the

campaign for sanctions and
disinvestment meant that
there was little mention of
how trade unionists here
could support their fellow
trade unionists in South
Africa. -

This is something trade
unionists
Mmorrow.

Find out
fide, non-racial
South Africa is a ‘sister’
union to them send a
message of support to their
office, and ask them how
they can best show soli-
darity.

This would prepare
unions for effective soli-
darity action and be very

which bona-
union in

‘beneficial in terms of edu-

cating  members about
South Africa.

Anti-Apartheid clearly
attracts a considerable

number of trade union
delegates, but it doesn’t
seem to know how to
channel their energies.
This is mainly because AA
still seems reluctant to
build support for unions
inside S.A. - which are
independent not only from
the state but also from the
ANC and SACTU.

Len Murray offered TUC
support for independent
unions in SA in the form
of training, education, etc.
This is a hopeful sign.

We should press the

. TUC. International Depart-

ment to withdraw support
from all racist unions in
TUCSA; to open up their
contacts with independent
unions to shop stewards
and the rank and file;
to encourage the forging of
direct links between Brit-
ish and non-racial SA

unions at all levels; and to

initiate solidarity actions
with the struggles of black
workers in S.A. in consul-
tation with the unions
which operate there as
well as with Anti-Apar-
theid here.

Bob Fine

could do to-
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WRP’s fresh
| attempt fo

| muzzle us

THE Workers Revolutionary

Party has now responded to
my comments on their reply
to Oxford Trades Council’s
defence of Peter Mclntyre,
the journalist they have re-
peatedly - libelled. They
threaten to go running to the
courts once more.

They have demanded an
undertaking from me to gag
myself, and if they don’t get
it they say they will apply for
a court injunction to forbid
me to say certain things
about them. |

They object to two points in
my article: they say it is libel-
lous to assert that they aim to
bankrupt us; and they claim
[ repeated one of the original
alleged libels.

Let the reader mark this
and remember it: if you say
or fhply that the WRP’s
intentions are less than 100%
benevolent, you will be
hauled up by your ears before
a High Court judge in less
time than it takes Gerry
Healy to say ‘goobledygook’.

You must remember that
the WRP is especially bene-
volent, that it has always
been benevolent towards
young people, and in parti-
cular to the thousands who in
the last 20 years have gone
through Imam Gerry’s ranks
as through a revolving door.

That the WRP are trying to
bankrupt us and drive SO out
of business is a charge we
have publicly laid against
them umpteen times in° the
last two years. There i1s even
one — not entirely preposter-
ous — school of thought
which says this is not just
blind malice, but a fraternal
service from Mr Healy w0 a
competitor of SO’s, run by
friends and collaborators of
the WRP. If they are being
stung by this argument now,
it must mean that the WRP
and its friends are finding
it a difficult point to answer,

For the last two years we
have been careful not te flout
court procedures by repeat-

ing any of the three alleged

libels. By contrast the WRP
has repeated the alleged lib-
els in letters to Tribune and
the Morning Star and —
often, and again last Friday
— in Newshne.

I referred to one of the
three items in SO to make the
point that they are suing us
for comparing them with
certain religious cults while
pointedly ignoring the grave
assertion that it 1s widely be-
lieved that the WRP gets
money from certain Arab
governments.

They respond to the new
challenge by once again
ignoring the most serious
question — that they are or
have been pensioners of anti
working class goveérnments.

They have been active ag-
ainst SO on the journalistic
front, too — no less than
three Newsline editorials in
a week. The first was a re-
sponse to my piece on Mc-
Intyre  laced with heavy-
handed attempts at humour.

The humour was rich
man's humour. If we feel
they are trying to bankrupt
us, why don’t we go to the
Inns of court and hire barris-
ters, inquires Newsline. If
you don’t have ‘bread’, go
eat cake. Or you can apolo-
gise and pay costs...

They had given us an ulti-
matum for 10.30 Friday
morning, after which® they
threatened to go to court
unless we gave them certain
undertakings. The second
editorial appeared on Friday
morning, - by which time
they may have expected
our formal undertakings to
be in the hands of their

solicitor.
They weren’t going to be
gagged or silenced. Entitled

the issues,

‘Mr Benn and the Courts’,
the editorial said that Tony
Benn was inconsistent to
defend Militant going to
court and at the same time
to condemn the WRP for
taking SO to court. For Mr
Benn’s instruction they re-
prmted my alleged libels
in full. |
The third editorial, on
Monday, dealt with the Lab-
our Committee on Palestine
conference, which the WRP
packed. Blatantly evading all
this dollop of
Gerry-thought is notable for
the followmg comment on the
precise. and accurate account
of the LCP conference publ-

ished by the Guardian.
**Individuals in the labour

movement who collaborate
with the capitalist press ag-

~ainst their political oppon-

ents can be deemed to be
well and truly in league with
the class enemy. Everyone
knows (!) that the state runs
the capitalist press and the
Guardian is no exception’’

Is it more or less heinous a

‘crime to go to the Guardian

than to go to Oxford Trades
Council and the NUJ? There
is nothing to choose between
them, of course, from the
WRP point of view. Gerry
cannot hope to influence
either.

Is there then no refuge for
the WRP, no place where a
discredited but rich little sect
can hope to escape ‘the class
enemy’ and those who are
‘tn league with’ it, where 1t
can hope to find people with
the competence that Oxford
Trades Council and the NUJ
lack to judge affairs like their
slander of Peter MclIntyre?

Of course there is — the
High Court. ‘Everyone
knows’ that this has nothing
to do with ‘the class enemy’.
And the rich WRP can hope
to buy massive advantages
within the formal equality of
the law: for example the
WRP can indeed ‘go to the
Inns of Court’ and buy good
barristers.

- The WRP uses threats of
the courts to suppress free
discussion of what it i1s, who
it works with, and where it
gets its money from. It is in

the most vital interests of the

labour movement to resist
this crude bludgeoning.
Therefore 1 refused to
voluntarily enter into any
self-gagging agreement with
Ms Redgrave’s lawyers, that
is, indirectly with the WRP.
Let us see what an honest
judge makes of the three ridi-
culous editorials from the
Avyatoilah of goobledygook,
Gerry Healy, if he dares put
it to the test. |
Sean Matgamna

Help
us

fight!

A LABOUR INQUIRY, NOT
THE COURTS! .

The Labour Movement Press
Defence Fund is appealing
for donations to help to
defend free comment in the
labour movement.

Name 'ELEREEEEREREENE BN R R BN S LI

Address

PRe SRe 40V IPESEFACESGOELE A 2o o

Amount: £.........

Send to: Labour Movement
Press Defence Fund, 214
Sickert Court, London N1.
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ON November' 9, in the
House of Lords, Lord Rob-
ertson of QOakridge intro-
duced an amendment to
Section 1 of the 1967 Abort-
ion Act to insert the words
‘serious’ and ‘substantial-
ly’ as follows:

‘... that the continuance
of the pregnancy would In-
volve serious risk to the
life of the pregnant wom-
an, or if injury to the physi-
cal or mental health of the
pregnant’ woman or any
existing children of her
family, substantially great-
er than if the pregnancy
were terminated ...”’

The second reading will

ON SUNDAY December 12
there will be a massive
European women’s demon-
stration at RAF Greenham
Common, a year ahead of
the scheduled installation
of 96 Cruise missiles there.

The demo is being organ-

ised by the Greenham Com-
mon Women's  Peace
Camp, whose members

have been subjected to
increasing legal harass-
ment in recent months, to
the point where 23 of them
have recently been jailed
for 14 days for refusing to
be bound over to ‘keep the

peace’. .
From lpm on. Sunday
12th until midnight on

Monday 13th it is intended
to completely encircle the
base. This, hopefully, will
mean that US Air Force
personnel .and building
workers who are construc-

Dece‘:‘; 19 1{)—6‘_}
30 98 |
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HULL Socialist Organiser
supporters’ meetings. every
Wednesday. Details from SO
sellers.

BROAD Left for Railway
Workers National Rally:
Saturday December 11,

J] =o0= to 5pm, at Hampden

Community Centre, 150
Ossaitoa St, London NW1,
Coatact: Broad Left, 2

jJJ Bmstead Gardens,
.&dﬁdd&

NUTTINMGHAM  Socabst
Orzamer ety cvery Friday
T 3opm a tee Inseraanonal

be on December 6. It will
then have to be debated in
committee, which in the
Lords is an open debate of
the full House, the results
would then be reported and
the bill would have a third
reading and come {o a vote.
It could be amended at any
stage in this process.

It would then go to the
Commons, where it would
be put at the bottom of all
other private members’
business. It is unlikely to

- proceed much further, un-

less the government pro-
vides time forit.

However, John Corne
drew Number 1 in the Pri-

Women le

ting missile launcher pads
and more -accommodation
for the influx of US air
force men will be prevented
from working on the base
oh the Monday.

Sunday’s protest will be

based on seven themes,’

each centred on one of the
seven gates. The ‘Work
Gate’ at the entry to the
building site -seems the
obvious place for women In
the labour movement to
gather. (All men are asked
to help with childcare and

food at the ‘Children’s
Gate’). ‘
Unfortunately, there

seem to be no ‘Gates’
specifically based on the
themes of black women’s

and lesbians’ oppression. If

you feel strongly about this,

get In touch with one of the
London . contacts (see
below). |

Coﬁmmunity Centre, 61B
Mansfield Rd.

NORTH-WEST London Soc-
ialist Organiser group discus-
sion meetings. every other
Sunday, 8pm (for venue, see
SO sellers). -

ISLINGTON Socialist Organ-

iser group: next meeting,
Sunday December 12, 3pm
at Thornhili Neighbourhood
Project, Orkney House, Cale-
donian Rd. For baby-sitting

‘phone Nik, 607 5268.

OXFORD Socialist Organiser
meetings:

Thursday Deccmber 2:
‘Polish workers fight for
Solidarnosc’. Both 8pm at
44b Princes St.

HARINGEY Socialist Organ-
iser meetings. alternate -
Sunday evenings, at Brabant

-Rd trade union centre, Next

meeting December §. De-
tails: 802 0771 or 348
5941.

SOUTH EAST London Soc-
ialist Organiser meeting: Bob
Sutcliffe on “Spain after the
elections’. Thursday Decem-
ber 16, 8pm. at the Lee
Centre, Asiibie Road, off
Lee High Road.

CAMPAIGN for Labour
Party Democracy Women's
Action Committee  AGM.

- County

BRI,

.

=3 \:_- --------

Mass protest stopped Corrie last time. No

New threat to abortion rights

vate Members' Bill Ballot
on November 11 and the
following three MPs at the
top of the list are all anti-
abortionists: - Norman St

- John Stevas (C), Ray Whit-

ney (C), and Donald Stew-
art {SNP).

Pressure

Although Corrie has said

~ he will not try another anti-

abortion bill, there is ob-
viously a great deal of
pressure on these NPs
from anti-abortionists to
take on an abortion bill.
The biggest danger is that

This is to be a non-
violent event, with strong
emphasis placed on wom-
en’s opposition to war and
conflict. The West Europ-
ean women’s peace move-
ment has attracted the
support of hundreds of
thousands of women, many
of whom were not previous-
ly active (e.g. more women
than men in Britain now
oppose the installation of
'Cruise and Trident).

‘Nevertheless, it does not

| appear to have drawn in,

or made strong links with,
black women’s groups or
Irish or other anti-imperial-
ist women'’s groups.

All women coming on
Sunday 12th are asked to
bring personal things that
‘express our lives, our
anger and our joy — for
example, photos, posters,
banners, writing, card-
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'BAN PLASTIC BULLETS, 2

Saturday December 4, from
1lam, at County Hall,
London SEI.

NO PASS Laws conference.
Sunday December 12, 10am,
Hall, London SE1.
Details: 146 Kentish Town
Road, London NWS,

TROOPS Out Movement
conference — ‘Resisting the
British state’, Saturday Dec-

‘ember 11, from 10am at
" Caxton House, St John’s

Way, London N19.
Contact: Troops Qut Move-

ment, PO Box 353, London
NWS5 4NH. |

OXFORD Socialist Organiscr
Grand Xmas Bazaar, Satur-
day December 11, 2pm at
44b Princes St, off Cowley
Rd. Gifts, cakes, bottle stall,
books and other goodies,

OXFORD Claimants’ De-
fence Committee invites you
to continuous showings of
the ‘Oxfraud Incident’ on
video. 11am, noon,and 1pm
on Saturday Pecember 11 at
East Oxford Community
Centre. ~

- board 'gravestones'

‘male violence,

Cost £3.00 plus
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one of them might take up
the bill going through the

- Lords, which would shorten

the Parliamentary proce-
dure considerably.

The National Abortion
Campaign is asking sup-
porters to write letters of

protest to Lord Robertson -

(House of Lords, London

SW1, with copies to Lord
" Douglas

Houghton, 110
Marsham Court, Marsham
St, London SW1 — a pro-
choice Lord).

Letters

NAC also wants sup-

porters to write letters to

1-Cruis

with
the names of victims of
children’s
ribbons,

clothes, toys,

‘balloons... ’ to hang on the

base fence.

Perhaps women who are
Socialist Organiser su-
pporters should think of
appropriate short texts
which make the link be-
tween war, imperialism and
women’s oppression; may-
be we should bring photos,
etc. of female victims of
imperialism, e.g. women In
Armagh Jail, El Salvador,
etc, and details of Polish
Solidarity women who have
suffered under martial law.

The demo would be a
good place to have informa!
‘discussions  with  other
women about our principles
and analysis — why we
aren’t pacifists, etc.

It is extremely import-

Labour movement delegate
conference, planned for
Manchester, February ’83.
Sponsors include LCI, Bern-
adette McAliskey, Ken Liv-
ingstone, More sponsorship
needed from LP/TU bodies.

Contact Martin Collins
c/fo Box 15, 164/6 Comn

- Exchange, Manchester M3
4BN.,

Trotskyist International

Liaison Committee

(TILC) t-shirts. Hammer
and Sickle around map
of the world with the
initials TILC overprinted.
50p
postage from WSL, PO
Box 135, London N1.

FROM WAR in the Third
- World to World War 37
-‘Dayschool, Saturday Dec-

ember 11, 11am, at Har-
grave Hall, Hargrave Road,
London N19, sponsored by
CND, EISSOC, CAAT.

Next Socialist Organiser delegate meeting:
Saturdav December 4, [lam to Spm,
Sheftield Centre Against Unemployment,

Bridge St, Sheffield.

w he has a chance to try again.

g g

the MPs named above (all

at the House of Commons,

London SW1), urging them

not to take up an abortion

bill in the Commons.
Meeting

The titles of Private
Members’ Bills are to be
announced in the Commons
on December 1. In anticipa-
tion of an abortion bill

coming up, NAC has provi-

sionally arranged a meeting
vn Thursday December 2,
Tpm at County Hall, Lon-
don SE1. |

More details: NAC, 01-
278 0153.

ant that as many women as
possible stay over to the
Monday to blockade the
base and/or to act as legal
observers of the blockade.
Those intending to do so
should = contact  Lynne
Jones, 78 Gloucester Ave-
nue, London NW1, 01-722
4180. -

On both days, please also
bring warm, waterproof
clothing, food, drinks,
sleeping bag/blankets,
wool, string, scarves and a
candle.

Banners and songs are

also asked for, and tents,

caravans, transit vans with
sleeping  accommodation
and/or survival bags will
be very welcome, even for
the dayonly.

(Lots of tents being put
up will enable the Camp

‘women to defy a legal

prohibition to put up their

i

"~ Newbury,
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demonstration,

SPARTACIST Truth Kit — a
68-page analysis by John
Lister, published by the
Workers’ Socialist League.
£1 plus 25p postage from
WSL, PO Box 135, London

MIDDLE East Solidarity
night: Strathclyde University
Students Union, John St
Glasgow, Monday December

13, 7.30. Speakers, slide ~
show, - discussion: jointly - B
organised by International
Solidarity Front for defence l
of Democratic Rights in ||}
Iran, General Union of Pales- ]
tinian Students, and Turkey
Solidarity Campaign. =

HULL Labour Movement
Polish Solidarity Campaign.
Saturday
December 11, assemble
11am, Victoria Pier.

LONDON Workers’ Socialist =
i

League educationals on basic

- Marxism, Next one: ‘The

roots of women'’s oppres-
sion’, Friday December 10, g
7.30pm, For details of venue
write to WSL, PO Box 135,
London N1 ODD.

CLASS FIGHTER Steering
Committee: Saturday Dec-
cember 11, 12 noon, Keski-
dee Centre, Gifford St,
London N1. Details phone B

(01-) 609 3071. | |
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-By Judith Bonner -
(YCND National
Committee)

1300 people, delegates and
individuals, attended the
Campaign for Nuclear Dis-
armament conference In
Sheffield - on November
26-27-28.

It was a critical conferen-

ce for CND. Cruise missiles

are coming to Britain next
year, and unless CND can
mobilise its support as tl.le

biggest mass campaign in

Britain effectively, it faces
a serious setback if not
collapse. |

The current leadership of

CND fails to bring political

debate into the open and
increasingly shies away
from mass action. Confer-
ence, by a small majority,
suppofted the leadership’s
planned ‘Peace Canvass 83’
as the central campaign
against Cruise and Trident.

The idea of Peace Cau-
vass 83 is to show that
CND represents the
‘people’s will’ over Cruise
and Trident. ‘‘Instead of

-I-!I f

own tents).

Information, maps, and
a programme of events will
be availabe at every gate.
There will be medical sup-
plies, sanitation, legal
support, and a creche (and
limited domestic accommo-
dation — contact Angela
Phillips, see below).

Posters are available
from Deborah Law, 1 Crow-
land Terrace, London Nl
(01-226 1474).

Main contact number: 01

274 6655 from 4.30 to

6.30pm. -

Donations and offers o
accommodation to: Angela
Phillips; 27 Salcombe Rd,
Berks
Newbury 34284). Offers of

“help (e.g. food, clothing,

blankets, - marquees,
tents, CB/walkie-talkie
radios) to Deborah Law

{as above).

THE national meeting of the
British National Party was
reduced to just over an hour
by a demonstration of over
) 50 anti-fascists who picket-
ed Burleigh Community
College
last Thursday. |

" The British National Par-

ty had won an injunction ag-

ainst the County Council,
allowing them to hold the
meeting. [tems for discussion
were the ‘Middle East’ and
the ‘Jewish question’!

- The NUT school group

immediately issued a state-
ment to the press and the
radio, opposing the decision.
The following day, the Prin-
cipal of the College made a
personal decision to lock up
the school, and no member
of the staff was prepared to
open up.

When the County sollici-
tor and his staff tried to
open the gates of the school,
they found the lock was
jammed with strong glue.

Demonstrators formed a

financial

(tel.

in * Loughborough

asking people to come to
us, we are going to them'".
"From January to June
next year, much of CND's.
and physical
resources are to be put into
a doorstep canvass to
monitor public opinion ag-
ainst Cruise and Trident.
But discovering the exact
praportion of the popula-
tion opposed to this horror
is not likely to stop it.
Conference voted for
non-violent direct action
and civil disobedience as
the major tactics in the anti-
Cruise, anti-Trident
campaign. The problem
with this is that it could
focus the campaign on
courageous, but symbolic,
actions by small groups, 1n-
stead of turning it out to
the power of the labour
movement, which can act-
ually force nuclear dis-
armament.
On a more positive note,
it was agreed to hold a
trade union rally against
Cruise and Trident on Octo-
ber 22 1983, and to urge
trade unionists to strike on
that day to join the rally.
CND links with the lab-
our movement were one of

the most important debat-
es.
tion was passed, calling

A composite resuvlu-

for CND to make more links
with the trade union move-

“ment by setting up work-

place CND branches and
by campaigning at all levels
of the labour movement for
support — including where
necessary industrial action
— to achieve CND’s aims.

Debate

The biggest debate of the
conference was on a resolu-
tion for ‘NATO out of Bri-
tain, Britain out of NATO’
as a major campaighing
slogan for the next year.
This was passed despite
strong opposition from the
leadership. o

Conference was run in a

fairly bureaucratic manner.

For example, none of the
resolutions on Youth CND
were taken. These included
one from YCND National
Committee calling for
YCND to have greater
autonomy and representa-
tion within CND.

 Fascist meeting
~ disrupted

and three NUT members
were arrested when the pol-
ice moved the demonstrators

away from in front of the
gates.
The fascists ecventually

got in tn the school on ano-
ther gate, and police dogs
were -used to patrol the
grounds. ,
The strength of the dem-
onstration was that al-
though there is no organised
anti-fascist- movement in the
area, anti-fascists in large

-numbers were. mobilised at

less than 24 hours notice
from Loughborough, Leices-
ter and Nottingham.

The problems of the anti-
fascist movement were clear
at this mobilisation. The
tactics and leadership have
not been developed. to effec-
tively prevent fascists from
holding their meetings. We

~must build an anti-fascist

movement in the trades uni-
ons and ‘community, capable
of carrying out the policy of

" no platform for fascists.

Helen Flack

‘picket in front of the gate,
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- workforce before the

Most of
Tebbit’s anti-
union law
becomes
operative this
week. But the
TUC’s plans
for solidarity
with trade
unionists
victimised
under the law
are hedged
about with ifs
and buts.
John Mcllroy

reports.

JOHNHARRI§ o

THIS WEEK nearly all the
clauses of the Tebbit law,
which received the Royal

- Assent in October, become

operative.
The big exception is the

provision which requires a

yes vote of 85% of the
law
recognises a closed shop.
This will become law in two
years’ time.

Ostensibly the delay is -

to allow time for employers
to prepare for ballots. In
reality this is another ex-
ample of the flexible tactics
which the Tories have used
to introduce a sophisticated
and detailed edifice of iab-
our law in a fragmented
fashion, testing out union
resistance at every stage.
The Tory strategy for a
further five years involves
the abolition of wages coun-
cils, the imposition of com-

 pulsory secret ballots, and

a restructuring of the poli-
tical relations between the
unions and the Labour
Party. By the 1990s the
unions’ legal rights and
obligations, certainly in the
arena of industrial action,
will be worse than those
prevailing a century before.

The TUC is not unaware
of this. Len Murray has de-
scribed the Tories’ present
legal offensive as ‘‘the
greatest threat facing trade
unions this century’’. The
TUC correctly grasp the
objectives of the Tebbit
law. ‘‘Its real purposes are
to. make it harder for work-
ing people to defend their
living standards and their
jobs and to undermine the
bargaining strength of
trade unions and the Move-
ment’s abjlity to promote
alternative policies’’.

They also understand the

threat posed for the institu-
tional interests of the union
leaderships by the breaking
- of closed shops — hence
loss of membership, hence
loss of finances — and by
the fact that as from this
week legal actions can be
brought directly against
union funds. |

‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘

Declaring their total
opposition to Tebbit and
the necessity to fight it*in
a thousand speeches, the
General Council have, since
the Special Conference of
Executives of Affiliated
Unions held at Wembley in
April, developed what they
describe as ‘an effective
plan of campaign aimed at
neutering the aims of the
proposed legislation’.

Yet those who are seri-
ovusly committed to the
neutering of Tebbit must
see the General Council’'s
judgement as dangerously
self-congratulatory =~ and
complacent. o

In reality the plan failed
to stop Tebbit reaching the
statute book. It will almost
certainly fail to stop Tebbit
when it is used.

Deficient

The TUC strategy is de-
ficient on many counts. For
example, withdrawal of
TUC representatives from
industrial tribunals hearing
closed shop cases is a pin
prick compared with the
impact a TUC withdrawal
from all tripartite machin-
ery would have.

However, the core of the

TUC’s plan to stop Tebbit
is contained in clause 5 of
the 8 points adopted at
Wembley. This states:
‘where  the  General
Council receive a request
to assist a union faced by or
experiencing legal action
by an employer and are
satisfied that assistance
from the movement is justi-
fied, they are empowered.:

TUCin retreat

(i} ‘To co-ordinate action
by other affiliated unions in

support of the union In

difficulties including,
if necessary, calling for
industrial action against the
employer concerned or
more widely,

(il) To provide financial
assistance to a union which
experiences severe finan-
cial problems as a result of
damaging actions’.

The General Council will

. only think about acting

where there is a request
from an affiliate. This is no
small point.

You will recall that no
such request was forth-
coming from the EETPU
during the summer when
legal action was taken
against Sean Geraghty,

and this might be true of

other unions in similar
circumstances if Tebbit is
used. |

Even if a request is
made assistance must be
‘necessary and justified’
if the TUC is to take action.

Now, surely this is ridicu-
lous. Surely the whole
point about a united TUC
campaign against Tebbit is
that the law is inherently

anti-union and iis wuse
against trade unionists
illegitimate. If it 1s used

against a union assistance
must be ‘necessary and
justified’.

To put it another way:
are there circumstances In
which the General Council
think that the use of Tebbit
is justified and circum-
stances in which they feel
that victims should be left
to the tender mercies of the

0
2.

Thatcher::her strategy bf confrontation hinges on cowardice

judges? If so, hadn’t they
better spell these circum-
stances out in a detailed
way now? -
Our suspicions are in-
creased when we look at the
explanatory rubric to point
5, ‘...while there is a
consequent need  for
flexftylity of tactics the
General Council will stand
ready - where they are
satisfied that it is warran-
ted to organise support... .
Again, if Tebbit is used
against stewards or unions
defending closed shop,
picketing other workplaces,
blacking goods in solidarity

or taking any of the meas-

ures Tebbit is attempting to
outlaw, how is it possible
that support would not
be warranted?

Not automatic

The TUC adds: ‘That
cannot mean nor would
affiliated unions expect (!!)
that a union or a group of
its, members encountering
legal difficulties should
automatically receive
support from the TUC and
other unions irrespective of
their circumstances ...
They (the General Council)
would need to be satisfied
that the union was justified
in the action it was taking
and would also expect the
wnion to take full account of
the views they might ex-
press about the form and
continuation of the action
which had given rise to the
legal case.’ |

‘The General Council
would beed to be assured of
the response from other

these organisations

B

.....

..........

s
of TUC leaders

parts of the union seeking
support to the group of
members whose action had
given rise to the legal case
as it is unreasonable for a
union if difficulties to seek
TUC help ... unless it has
mobilised its own members
and resources and has the
support of other unions in
the workplace affected.’

Loopholes

The TUC document is
drafted as if the main
aim of the game is not to
give confidence to the front
line troops who will have to
break Tebbit's law, nor to

assure them that if they

defend their organisations
will
back them to the hilt, but
rather to provide a series of
carefully drafted loopholes
to protect the General

. Council.

W.C. Fields would have
had no problems here. The
General Couneil do not
need to do anything until
they are assured that all
the other members of a
far-flung disparate organi-
sation like the TGWU are
already taking action to
support say a group of
TGWU car workers.

The General Council do
not need to give support
until they are assured that
all other unions in that
workplace, AUEW, APEX,
EETPU, ASTMS, etc, etc,
are taking action.

This is a justification for
inertia by the people who
should themselves be doing
this very job of mobilising

- practice
ASLEF and Geraghty con-
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other trade unionists.

But perhaps the key
phrase is that which points
out that before any support
is forthcoming TUC advice
on ‘the form and continu-
ation of the action’ must be
taken.

‘Yes,” we can envisage

Len Murray saying, ‘your
strike is official and to win
it you need to picket other
workplaces which Tebbit
outlaws. But we don't
want a national stoppage
over 1,000 workers, do we?

Get that picketing called

off.

‘You can continue the
strike ... even though it will
ba totally ineffective!’

‘Yes,” we can hear Moss
Evans argue, ‘your black-
ing is justifiable to help
another group of workers.
But if you continue it will
cost us thousands and we
don’t want that, do we?

‘Call it off now ... there’s
good lads! The other
workers ... they’ll get by!’

Anybody who believes
that this is just sectarian

~carping about a document

which is just carefully
drafted to take care of
future possibilities should
consider the practice of the

- TUC in the cases of ASLEF
" and of Sean Geraghty.

In the first case a rela-
tively small group of

‘workers fighting for the

interest of all trade union-
ists were not simply

deserted by the General

Council. They were
ordered back to work.

In the second case — all
too typical of those likely
to occur under Tebbit? —
the TUC averted its gaze
and did absolutely nothing

while a dedicated trade

‘unionist was hauled. be-

fore the courts for showing
solidarity with the TUC-led
NHS dispute and for
carrying out the policy of
his union and the TUC in
fighting Tory laws.

This practice is a policy
for disaster. It can have a
rolling effect of demoralisa-
tion.

" If trade unionists feel
they will get no support

from their union they will

not defend the closed shop,

- picket or black when they

are told it is against the
law. If unions feel that they

will get no support from the
TUC they will become even
more passive.

If this happens, if the
adopted over

tinues, then Tebbit will
succeed — and transform
the tactics, strategy, and
bargaining power of the
trade unions. |

The TUC anti-Tebbit
programme now conse-

~ crates in policy the practice

of the General Council over
ASLEF and Geraghty. It
sanctifies the stunted con-
ceptions of solidarity which
are losing more and more
disputes for trade unionists
in the 1980’s. |
But perhaps most im-
portantly this programme is

intended to centralise
strategy in the hands of
the General Council.
The actual struggles
against the Industrial

Relations Act, helped as
they were by TUC opposi-
tion, were initiated by the

rank and file over Penton-

need no

ville and by the AUEW ovei

- Goad and Con Mech.

In a changed environ
ment the rank-and file look

more to their unions anc

individual unions look more
to the TUC..

With a fighting leader
ship this woi:ld be a healthy
tendency. This programme
is intended to reinforce
this tendency and give the

" General Council control o

any struggle from the
outset. But, of course, we
do not have a fighting
leadership. - |

Any real support by the
TUC to a union or groug
of workers attacked b
Tebbit - would - ultimatel;
require escalation into ¢

General Strike. “The TUC
knowing the determinatior

- of the Thatcher govern

ment, is not prepared tc
risk its present positions
weakened as they are, Ir
a struggle which like al

struggles involves ar
element of risk.
They remember witl

anxiety the upheavals o
1972-4. They want peace
Indeed their main ideo

'logical attack on Tebbit i

that it disrupts the pros
pects of peace. |

‘They (the govermment
have refused to listen whel
we have tried to impress o
them that the intrusion o
more and more restrictiv
legislation into industris
relations weakens volun
tary efforts to promot
positive improvements.’

As an example of how t
effectively control worker
and weaken stiikes the
cite their own notoriou
TUC Guides of Februar
1979.

Relying on pacifism
dreaming of a futur
Labour government, TU/
control is likely to impriso:
struggles against Tebbi
within the political limi
tations of the Geners
Council paralysing thel
potential. If that potentie
is to be realised, then w
have to argue that th
present TUC programme 1
as full of holes as HM
Sheffield.

It will discourage man
from taking on Tebbit.

We have to argue that w
‘Justifications
‘assurances’, ‘special ci
cumstances’. If Tebbit ]
used against any union c
group of workers then yes

-TUC support should b

automatic.
- Such a policy, if strongl

and clearly . circulatec
would fire the unio
troops and  discourag

the enemy. It would allo
the movement to start pre
paring right now for th
day when Tebbit is used.

We need to campaig
for this policy within th
unions but we also need t
start campaigning now fc
immediate action by th
rank and file and individu:
unions if Tebbit is usec
We cannot wait for th
TUC.

The ASLEF and Geragl
ty cases reaffirmed onc
more that the only time th
General Council will act |
when they are forced to b
intense and widesprea
pressure of the rank an
file. That is what can be:
the Tories. "
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Filling in thousands of
members’ union ballot
papers himself; helping to
get union branch officers
who crossed him sacked,
then breaking a strike in
their defence; and instruct-
ing members to scab on the
national drivers’ strike in

197

highlights of the career of
Alan Law, TGWU full-timer
for road haulage drivers in

the Midlands.

Tony Corfield’s book
‘The Rule of Law’* gives
one account of this. Bill
Peters gives another.

TONY Corfield’s ‘The Rule
of Law’ is a more or less
biographical account of the
career of Alan Law, the
Transport and (General
Workers’ Union Birming-
ham road haulage secre-
tary, from his appointment
in 1958 to his controversial
early retirement in 1979.
Although the book 1is
presented as an important
contribution to the history
of trade unionism at grass
roots level, it certainly does
not live up to it. Neither
does it live up to its self-

description as ‘‘an import-

ant contribution to the
study of industrial relations
in Britain’’

This is particularly true
because Tony Corfield is
dealing with an important

subject, but ends up white-
washing some of the worst

abuses of democracy seen
in the TGWU .in recent
years. In so deing he offers
nothing to those carrying
out the crucial fight for
democracy and account-
ability in the TGWU and
elsewhere in the labour
movement.

Tony Corfield projects a
view of Alan Law as a
tough no-nonsense organ-
iser who made an outstand-

Region 5 Secretary Brian
Mathers: refused an inquiry
into Law’s ballot rigging.

-— - . .

ing contribution to the
trade union movement but
made ‘mistakes’ and had
*lapses’. This view must be
challenged both for the
sake of historical record,
and for the sake of the

struggle for democracy
today.

It is true that Alan Law
presided over a very

important development of

trade union organisation
among haulage workers In

the Midlands (in a period of

a major general rise of
trade unionism in the area).
An evaluation, however,
must be based on what kind

of trade unionism he pro-

moted, and how he used
the power placed in his
hands. |

The inescapable fact is
that Alan Law’s trade union
career stands as a monu-
ment to the cynical abuse
of the considerable power
vested in an appointed
official by a major trade
union like the TGWU.

-If Alan Law built an
‘impressive’ trade union
structure, it must be judg-
ed in an all-round way, in
relation to the principles he
built it on. The fact is that
any objective view shows it
as a structure purpose-
built to facilitate his own
personal power base, and
everything which flowed
from that.

American-style

It is undeniable that 'Alan' \
- Law projected American-

style ‘business unionism’
to a very developed degree.
That it was from a regional
base makes it no less dang-
erous. He was, for exam-
ple, militantly apolitical, he
was an open admirer of
former US Teamsters’ lea®
er Jimmy Hoffa, and con-
sequently he held demo-

- cracy, and.the democratic

procedures of the union, in
total contempt if they con-
flicted with his own plans

* Tony Corfield was formerly secretary of the TGWU

political, research, and education departments; director of

the Workers’ Education Association social studies centre;---

and principal of Fircroft College, Birmingham. He is now

Director of Industrial Relations Study Services. The book

(R .Briery Publications, £5.00) can be obtained from IRSS,
12 Welches Close, Birmingham B31 2XT.
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The 5/35 Branch a potentzal power base for class struggle, was cymcally used by Law as the base of his own empire

and aspirations.

Tony Corfield’s view of
Alan Law is very different
to mine. He subtitles the

book, ‘A study in trade
union organisation and
method’ — note the ‘and
method’. |

Incredibly, while Cor-

field mentions some of

Law’s worst crimes, his

- overall assessment is that

“‘Alan Law’s actions were
never arbitrary’’; that ‘‘his
hold over his members
derived from mutual self-
interest, not tyranny’’; and

that ‘‘his exercise of power

was ordered and rational’’.
He says that none of

- Law’s failures can ‘‘dim the

tactical brilliance of his
role as a bargainer, or
diminish the magnitude of
the change he made in
trade union attitudes and
organisation’’. ‘‘He pers-
onified trade union power
and the artistry iIn using

it””

Perhaps Corfield’s most
astounding statement — to
those who knew Alan Law
— 1is this: ‘‘He succeeded
in taking his members
another long stride along
the path of industnal
democracy’’.

To challenge this view

| requires a detailed account
of some of the major events
Tony Corfield leaves out, -

giving more elaboration to
those he has skimmed over,
and correcting the sections
where he has justified, In
various ways, the indefens-
ible actions of Alan Law.
This makes a review of

‘the book quite difficult. In
fact, it makes it somewhat

of an alternative biography,
since

story, to look at the real
Alan Law. e
To justify my case, there—
fore, let me begm With
Alan Law’s notorious-dua
position as full-time official
and also holder of the lay
position of branch secretary

for the 5/35 branch. This

is diplomatically referred to

‘constitutional  anachron-

ism’.

It was a set-up which
gave Alan Law exactly
what he wanted, absolute

“power over the members

he was dealing with.
Normally, if members have
a complaint about an offic-

ial, they go to the branch.

it 1s necessary {o
tell the other side of the

" Corfield as a

 As lorry drivers walked out in the winter of discontent,
Law opposed a national strike and sabotaged action in
the Midlands by concluding a scandalous aecl.

But Law controlled the
branch as secretary.

Full-time officers are
supposed to carry out the
policies decided by the lay
committees, including the
branch... Again, Law as
secretary controlled the
branch which was supposed
to control him.

Branch secretary of a.

branch of 4,500 was also a
very lucrative job, entitling

.- Law to 15% of member-

ship dues — well over £300
per week at today’s dues

levels, something like half

that when he was secretary.

This money is paid be-
cause branch secretary is a
lay, unpaid position. It is
administration money, paid
to volunteer secretaries to
meet the expenses of a very
considerable job. Law, of
course, was a paid official,
and the branch was admmn-

istered by staff paid by the

‘union — in this case, his

daugher.

Tony Corfield recognises .
~ that the dual positions gave

Law power. But he puts it
rather differently. He says
it gave him thée executive

authority he needed to do

the very good work he was
doing.

This is simply not the
case. Any doubts about
why Alan Law wanted abso-
lute- power, how he exer-
cised 1t, and on whose
behalf, can be dispelled by
a few examples.

It can be shown by how -

he reacted when that power
was challenged, as at Auto-
car in 1974.

At Autocar there was
what Law interpreted as a
challenge to a small :saegit
ment of the network
personal supporters he had

devenoped in the haulage
firms in the Blrmmgham
area. His reaction to it was

incredible. -
Tony Corfield ducks right

" out of the Autocar i1ssue be-

cause, he explains, he is
writing about Alan Law
from the point of view of
the 5/35 branch which was
his main base,
car had its own separate
branch.

But the general conclu-
sions he has drawn are
from Alan Law’s role in the
Midlands road haulage
industry, which goes far
beyond the 4,500 members
in the 5/35 branch, import-
ant as that branch was and
is. Law was responsible

~for 1400 other members

covered by a number. ~of
branches.

Voted out

Sections like car trans-
porters {such as Autocar)

-and tanker drivers were a

major part of Law’s involve-
ment, although they were

not in the 5/35,

‘The ‘problem’ arose at

) -Autocar when the member-

ship voted out of office the
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the weekly

How ¢
-- Socialist  Press
o depicted Alan Law’s
g conflict with his

members during the
national road haul- ;

age strike of 1979.

and Auto- -

(Alex Kitson was at
that time, before his
rise to the Deputy
General Secretary
position, still
speaking on behalf
of Scottish lorry
drivers).

Norman Parker, himself,
and the 'new Dbranch
officers.

Significantly, Parker was
formally one of Law’s men
in the TGWU. Parker
promptly said that he want-
ed 44 drivers laid off, and
Law couldn’t agree quick
enough.

What the new branch
officers, Phil Morris and
Pat Healey, failed to grasp
at that stage, was exactly

- why Law was so quick to

chairman and secretary of -

their branch. It was simple
enough. The drivers were
dissatisfied that nothing
was being done about
wages and conditions at
Autocar, and they exercis-
ed their democratic rights
in an election.

Normal and democratic
or not, this was totally un-
acceptable to Alan Law.
The secretary voted out was
Billy Birmingham, a
member of the TGWU Gen-
eral Executive Council, and
the chairman voted out was
Stan Moore. Both were very
important to Law’s appar-

atus. Birmingham had
controlled Autocar for Law
for 15 years.

- Law, therefore, was

determined that the deci-
sion would be reversed.
The new officers took
over during the oil crisis,
on January 1 1974, and
were immediately faced
with lay-offs. They called
a branch committee meet-
ing to discuss the situation.
That meeting never took
place. As soon as
learned of the lay-off situa-
tion, he intervened and
arranged a meeting with
Autocar managing director

Law

>

‘needless to

Autocar

accept the lay-offs.

They got the message a
few days later, when Parker
announced that he wanted
22 of the 44 laid-off drivers
to be permanently switch-
ed to another depot. Morris
and Healey were both In
that 22. The other depot,
say, came
under a different union
branch.

If Morris and Healey did
not sign papers agreeing to
the transfer by 7pm on
January 11, said Parker,
they would be sacked.
When they turned to Alan
Law for support, they were
told, ‘‘Mr Parker is a clever

man.. The management
could be right’’
Strike

On January 17 Law wrote
to Phil Morris to say that
management
woulc .ot consider revers-
ing their decision. So on
Monday January 21 Morris
and Healey met the Auto--
car membership, and they
voted for an all-out strike.

Already Law was inter-
vening to stop the strikers
gaining the support of the
Birmingham Car Delivery
Council, which covered the
five branches for the car
delivery industry. This
body was crucial if the
strike was to be spread
throughout the Birming-

ham area.

On the day after the.
strike began, the strike
committee wrote to invite
the members of the Car
Delivery Council to their
meeting to be held at
Transport House at 7.30pm
that Thursday.

The room had been book-
ed - through Law’'s secre-
tary/daughter, who con-
firmed that it would be
available. At 1llam on

Thursday ' : morning, an

invitation was - delivered



by hand to Alan Law. Four
ours later, his daughter
phoned to say that the room
vas no longer available.
- Underestimating his
)pponents, Law assumed
hat this would be. enough
0 ensure that the meeting
rould never take place. He
prote a letter to the mem-
rs of the Car Delivery
&)uncil and had it deliver-
id by the hand the follow-
hg morning.
- The letter was a witch-
junt, and began by referr-

g to ‘‘the unofficial ele-
hent amongst our Car De-

very Organisation’’. It
Tent on:
*“This body has been act-

g in a subversive fashion
r a long time now, but it
s been kept ineffective

the combined efforts of

e responsible people
ithin the Branches. Now

opportunity  has arisen
r them to come out into.

e open and show their
d L ’

He continued: -
 ‘“‘The membership at
utocar are being deliber-
ely misled and used, and
11l be cast aside when they
ve served their purpose,
ark my words’’. |
Unfortunately for Law,
hil Morris and Pat Healey
ere not so easily taken in.
ey had not trusted Law’s
ughter and had booked a
ond venue in case
ansport House was sud-
enly ‘unavailable’. The
eeting had been attended
y all the members of the

Delivery Council.
Moreover, it had voted to
e full backing to the
ike, and decided to
proach Brian Mathers as
gional secretary to urge
at the strike be made
icial.

When no reply was re-
ived, the secretary of the
uncil, John Cassidy, tele-
oned to ask why. Law
e the answer — and it
ne as a considerable
ock. .
Cassidy was told that_the
puncil no longer existed.
thad apparently been de-
act since 1968.

Protests that Alan Law
mself had only recently
en  corresponding  offi-
dly with the Council cut

petively disbanded. Law

that he was going to

m 2 new body, called the
tte PNAI Car De].ivery

mct Committee.

crunch came in the

. Law’,

ace. It had been retro-

third week of the strike.

On February 4 the strike
committee and the manage-

- ment met together with a

conciliation officer. The
strike committee pressed
management for a return to
the
car’s managing director

- Stanley Alton told them

that the company would be
happy to agree, but Alan
Law had told them that if
‘they did he would cut off
their fuel supplies.

(Is Tony Corfield still
prepared to tell us that
Alan Law’s actions were
‘never arbitrary’, or that
his exercise of power was
‘ordered and rational’, or
that ‘his hold over his mem-

- bers derived from mutual

self-interest, not tyranny’?)

That was not all. On
Wednesday February 6 the
Autocar strikers picketed
the Longbridge plant as a
part of a day of protest. The
picket was directed mainly
against Law, with placards
saying, ‘Law’s Wages —
Who Pays?’, ‘No Brother In
and ‘We
Justice’.

Two hours later, three
transporters from BRS,
led by shop steward

Geoffrey Hewlett, crossed
" their

picket line. When
challenged later, Hulett
explained that BRS area
manager Ron Halifax — a
former TGWU steward and
friend of Law's — had
threatened to sack anyone
who refused to cross the
picket line.

But Hewlett was not so
He had been -

innocent.
campaigning for months for
clearance from region to set
up his own T&G branch.
This had been repeatedly
refused.

Within days of his scabb-
ing he was given permis-
sion to set up his own
branch — the 5/809. (A
few months later, he was
made a fulltime official
and sent to Oxford. His first
public statement was about
the necessity to stamp out
the ‘extremists’.)

On February 11 Law
stood on a miners’ picket
line at Saltley Coke Depot
and told drivers: ‘Cross this
picket line and you may
never work in Birmingham
again’. |

Two days later, Billy
Birmingham and Stan Moore
(the two officer® voted out
at Autocar) crossed the
Autocar picket line and

. :

‘status quo’, Auto-
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evening, BP tanker drivers
were instructed by Law to
cross the picket line.

It emerged that Law had
telephoned the BP depot at
Kingsbury and instructed
T&G  branch

Emrys Jones and his shop
stewards personally to take
tankers and drive through
the line.

Brian Mathers, as reg-
ional secretary,
ordered the Autocar strik-
ers back to work. |

Law had smashed the
strike and achieved his
objective. Billy Birming-

“ham and Stan Moore were .

immediately reinstalled by
Law as secretary and chair-
man of the Autocar branch.

'On February 19, some

very bitter victimised men

from Autocar demonstrat-

ed outside the Midlands
Regional office of the T&G.
Their placards read:

“‘TGWU — The Union That
Gets Its Members Sacked’, .

and ‘The Great TGWU
Conspiracy’. -

Law agreed to see them.
He handed around a tray
of lamb chops, a bottle of
scotch, and three bottles of
rum, and paid them £10
each. Needless to say, they
remained angry and bitter.

Tony Corfield had no
right to leave out this dis-
graceful episode when
passing judgment on Alan
Law. But that is not all.

Ballot-rigging

In November 1977 Alan
Law was caught ballot-
rigging on a massive scale.
He filled in almost all the
4,500 ballot papers issued
to the branch himself, for
each of three elections:
national trade group com-
inittee, regional committee,
and General Executive
Council. |

This was revealed by
scrutineers in November
1977, who disqualified the
branch returns for what

- they bashfully described

as ‘block voting'. The right
word 1s, of course, ballot-
rigging = — a criminal
offence.

- Tony Corfield says that
Law should not have been
surprised that the ‘regional
authorities’ took the matter

seriously. In fact they did,

nothing of the sort.
At that time they took no

- further action at all. It

took two angry but mis-
guided militants, who —
after months of frustration
trying to get it raised

A e e A o A -

secretary

then .

within the union — made a
formul complaint to the
police, to bring it to the
notice of the membership.

Given the urgent need

for democratic reforms
inside the TGWU, not least

of the ballot procedure,-.

Tony Corfield does no
service by treating the
episode lightly. He assess-
es branch opinion as not
regarding the ballot-rigg-
ing as a serious offence,
and points to the fact that
the same candidates were
elected on a re-run ballot.

Inquiry

Tony Corfield should
have made it clear that this
1s beside the point. Memb-

ers are supposed to fill in -

the ballot papers them-
selves. In fact Tony Cor-
field’s assessment of opin-
ion appears to be wrong,
since a meeting of 500
5/35 members demanded a
full regional inquiry into
the incident — which was
refused.

. Alan Law himseif was
absolutely unrepentant. He
simply. said he had not had

time to send out the baliot

papers (despite being a full
time official, with a full-
time staff, doing a lay
officer’s job and getting a
lay officer’'s administra-
tion allowance). He said he
would do the same again
in the same circumstances.

This is way out of step
with Tony Corfield’s gener-
al assessment of Law. In
fact he quotes from an
article Law wrote in the
T&G journal Highway in
March 1977.

““Too many people allow
too many other people to
make decisions on their
behalf (!), without wanting
their own voice to be heard,
without demanding their
rights to be heard, without
insisting that their points
of view be taken into con-
sideration’’. So runs part of
this quote which, says Tony
Corfield, ‘‘most fully
expresses’’ the outlook of . ..
Alan Law, who fills in other
people’s ballot papers with-
out their knowledge - and
casts their votes for them!

I can only say about this
that either Tony Corfield
doesn’t take his assessment
of Alan Law seriously, or
he doesn’t take ballot-rigg-
ing seriously, since the two
do not add up. '

Apart from re-running
the ballot, the Regional
Committee decided to re-

move Law as branch secre-

] ((4 Zock—ou77 | |
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INQRATITUDE FROM THE
MANAGEMENT AFTER

into four in order to break
up his power base. (They
also got his agreement to
retire at 60, a year or so
later). That was enough for
the Director of Public Pro-
secutions, who then decid-

~ed not to proceed with

criminal charges.
This was all very well,

but the 5/35 branch was

not Law’s property, to be
broken up as a form of
punishment. It was a large,
active branch in its own
right, with strength, organ-
1sation, and rights, quite
independent of Alan Law.
To break it up was to break
up an .effective fighting
force and weaken Midlands

haulage workers in face of

the employers.

Law was absolutely cyni-
cal about the break-up of
the branch which he had
precipitated. In order to
protect Law’s reputation,
the Region gave the reason

for the break-up of the
“branch as Law’s increasing

deafness. .
Bemused branch mem-
bers could not understand
why this incapacity had led
to the break-up of the
branch. It was months later
when pressure revealed the
real reason, ballot-rigging.

Right to meet

Months of campaigning,
with Law in opposition to
them, by members of the

'5/35 branch, eventually

established the right of the
four ‘branches to meet
together once a month,
although they remained
constitutionally three bran-
ches. They continue that
way today: still a strong,
important branch, with
monthly meetings of be-
tween two and three hun-
dred, but seriously weaken-
ed by the actions of Alan
Law.

One more example can
usefully be given of Law’s
determination to defend his
own power base — that is
the national haulage strike
which began in January
1979. It precipitated a
major break between Law
and the 5/35 branch.

A demand for £65 for
40 hours was advanced by a
national road haulage con-

ference. This threatened to

override agreements which
Law haed in the Midlands,
such as the Birmingham
differential. More. import-
antly, it trod on his patch.

“Midlands

He was, therefore, unlike
the 5/35 branch, complete-
ly opposed to it from the
outset. On top of that, he
feared that it could become
a political confrontation
with the Government, and
he wanted nothing to do
with that.

The strike went ahead as

a solid national action.

Law’s reaction to the back-

ing which the 5/35 leader-
ship was giving to the strike

was to negotiate a scandal-
ous deal with the West
Road Haulage
Associgtion, to the effect
that' he would keep the

West Midlands drivers out

of the strike while the em-
ployers would agree to

they heard he would be
meeting the West Midlands
employers in it. Law had to
switch the venue to a Birm-
ingham hotel.

‘Mathers then intervened

on behalf of Law, sending
out in the post a direct
appeal for a return to work
in the West Midlands. This
would be open scabbing on

the national strike, which

by this time was effectively

confronting the Labour gov-
- ernment over wage

controls.

match any increase gained

at national level.

This deal was backed by
Brian Mathers, Region §’s
notorious regional secre-
tary, cryptically referred to
throughout the book as
“‘the regional authorities’’.

It caused a crisis in the
strike nationally. It was a
move that only a mind dom-
inated by business union-
ism and devoid of any prin-
ciple could have entered
info. .

To their great credit, the
5/35 leadership, whom
Tony = Corfield sees too
much as a creation of and
appendix of Alan Law,
fought him all the way,

 along with other branches

in the region. |

Law’s move created such
bitterness that one branch
occupied his office when
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The tremendous strength
of the strike, both nation-
ally and in the West Mid-
lands, meant that the
treachery of Law and
Mathers was doomed to
failure. The drivers ignored

the appeals, and remained

militantly on strike.
Law, having lost the day,
refused to take respons-

ibility for the strike. It

was taken over by the offic-
er who was to replace him a
few months later when he
retired. |
Although Tony Corfield
gives a full account of this
period, he partly justifies
Law’s treacherous role.
For him, Law was protect-
ing conditions which exist-
ed in the West Midlands,
where the union was strong
enough to achieve what it

wanted without a damaging

strike.
Tony Corfield does no
service to the trade union

movement in making a folk
hero out of Alan Law. The

- 1ssues Involved are too
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CLPD has campaigned for
conference sovereignty right
from the start. It should
therefore have no difficulty
in deciding whether to com-
Ely with the conference deci-

‘Fion endorsing the NEC’s

Register of Groups.
~ I it does not wish to lose

jts credibility, CLPD must

comply. The constitutional
changes for which CLPD
campaigned — mandatory re-
selection, wider franchise in
the election of Party leader,
the Manifesto — were all
ways of bringing conference
sovereignty nearer.

CLPD campaigns for con-
ference sovereignty because
it is the essential precondi-
tion if the Party is to regain
its political effectiveness, its
electoral credibility, and ulti-
mately the chance to achieve
a socialist Britain in the fore-
seeable future.

- For the main cause of the
problems the Party is exper-
iencing at present is the
structural separation of the
Parliamentary Party from
the Party in the country.
This is why the Party tends
to speak with two. voices,

why the policies agreed at

conference are in conflict
with those pursued by Lab-
our governments, and why
internal conflicts have be-
come so pronounced in rec-
ent years.. |

These difficulties will be
overcome only when the sov-
ereignty of conference is
firmly established.

Even though some steps
have already been taken to-
wards the acceptance of the

_principle of conference sov-

HIHN HARNIS

ereignty, the battle is far
from being won. Further
advance, however, is not
possible if those campaigning
for it adopt a double
standard.

Until recently it was only

the PLP [Parliamentary Lab-
our Party] which rejected
conference  decisions of
which it disapproved. It
would be ironic if those who
criticised the PLP because of
this, now started to imitate

it. If CLPD took up this pos-

ition, its credibility would be

completely undermined and

the chances of making con-
ference sovereignty a reality
would become very

indeed. »
A number of comrades

on the CLPD Executive
argue against CLPD applying
to be placed on the Register.
These comrades are confus-
ing two different issues. (e
is the question of complying
with majority decisions. The
other is -the question of
agreeing - with those de-
cisions.

In fact, CLPD’s objective
of establishing the suprem-
acy of conference decisions
never presupposed that these
decisions would necessarily
be right. Nor does it mean
that those who do not agree
with them should not cam-
paign against them.
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Campalgn for

“The only ones to
boycott will be the
hard left”

Democracy

Some Labour activists argue that to boycott the-‘register’ established
by this year’s Labour Party conference is to use the democratic nght
of resistance’ against a witch-hunt; others, that bad though the register
Is, democratic principles oblige us to comply with it. The Campaign
for Labour Party Democracy is currently conducting a consultative -
ballot on whether to register. On this page we print Viadimir Derer
and Pete Willsman’s argument for registration; on the facing page,
articles by Jon Lansman, Nigel Williamson, and Andy Harris against
registration. The Derer/Willsman, Lansman and Williamson articles are
taken from the CLPD bulletin, Andy Harris’s from London Labour
Briefing. An article by John Bloxam of Socialist Organiser against
registering was in SO 108 and also appears in the current CLPD

bulletin.

Making
sions binding simply means
that they must be complied
with until they are overturn-

ed. But they should only be =

opposed - through constitu-
tional channels, and should
not be defied.

So far as the conference
decision on the Register is
concerned, there is of course
no disagreement. It was a
bad and dangerous decision,
and the sooner it is changed
the better. The division is
purely over the best method
to do so.

Those who advocate a
‘civil disobedience’ campaign
against the Register wish
CLPD to disobey a confer-
ence decision. Not only
would this make nonsense of
CLPD’s efforts to achieve
conference sovereignty, but
the proposed course of
action is also quite unlikely
to achieve the desired ob-
jective. It ignores the exper-
ience of how mandatory re-
selection and the electoral
college were won, and the
Mamf esto reform very nearly
won.

These advances resulted
from a concentrated, system-
atic, continuous and con-
certed campaign within the
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conference deci-

Party, using every available
constitutional means to
secure majority support for
these demands. -

The CLPD strategy is
based on the recognition
that at present the Labour
Party is the sole vehicle by
which any advance towards
socialism can be made. Total
acceptance of the Labour
Party framework, with all
its restrictions as well as op-
portunities, is therefore an
absolute prerequisite. '

This involves facing up to
the reality of the relatively
conservative and traditional
ist climate of opinion which

is still widespread within the -

Party. Not only should the
demands put forward be ac-
ceptable both to the Party
and trade union member-
ship, but also our campaign-
ing methods must be equally
acceptable.

Above all, the existing
rules must be scrupulously
respected. Any failure to
meet these conditions mere-
ly guarantees loss of support.

Some comrades present
registration, or indeed any
departure from the previous
status quo, as an act of
betrayal. To become a ‘regi-

Labour conference: Only one of its policies interests the right wing

stered socialist’ is to be
branded with the mark of
Cain. |

They see refusal to regi-
ster as the only honourable
course, and have consistently
mlsrepresented CLPD’s cam-
paign against the Militant
Tendency Report as a sell-
out.

This way of presenting
the issue confuses a political

question with a moral one.

Moral imperatives allow no
compromises. In politics,
however, compromise is not
only admissible, but if one is
serious about one’s long
term objectives, it 1s often

imperative.

In any case comradcs

who have turned the non-

registration of CLPD into a
major issue because they re-
ject the restrictions of the

Register seem to forget the

written undertaking they
gave when they joined the
Party. This was to accept
“the policy and programme

.of the Labour Party” and its

“Rules and Constitution”, -

- It is doubtful that when
they signed this declaration
they actually agreed with ali
the Party’s policies. Why,
then, should they wish to
single out their disagreement
over the Register for making
an ‘uncompromising stand’
that would lead to the dis-
bandment of CLPD on the
technical grounds that it fail-
ed to apply for registration?

One can only conclude
that they do not place a high
value on the continued exist-
ence of CLPD.

Another argument which
is being advanced is that
CLPD’s demand for confer-
ence sovereignty applies only
to the PLP and not the rank
and file. As far as the rank
and file is concerned, confer-
ence sovereignty is alrcady a
fact whether we like it or
not,

Prior to 1980 most CLPs
[Constituency Labour Part-
ies] were in favour of mand-
atory reselection. Yet they
were unable to put 1t into
prau.tiu unti! conterence

anirmed the change m the
- ALk, '.i"l‘ ""ah g CI’
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alsregardcd, lts constitutlon-
al provisions — and the Regi-
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| Foot outnumbered on the NEC by the extreme right wmg

ster falls into this category —
are rigidly enforced.

The ‘theoretical’ side of
this argument is based on the
alleged limits of conference
sovereignty. Comrades who
argue this line regard the
rights of individuals and

stoups to campaign within

the Party for whatever pol-
icy they choose as an inalien-
able right and one which is
above any conference deci-
sion.

Comrades who put for-

ward this point of view
should really make up their
minds whether they want
conference sovereignty or
not. If conference is to be
sovereign then it must be in
a position to overrule the
wishes of individual sections
of the Party.

If they do not want it to
be sovereign, then they are
simply defending the present
system of checks and balan-
ces. which experience has dis-
credited and which CLPD
was specifically set up to do
away with.

The

saine comrades

éometime suggest that CLPD
- is not really required to

apply. This ignores the deci-
sion of conference on unaffi-
liated groups.

“(ii) All
must apply to..
Executive Commlttee
registration.”

“(vii) Any group found
to be in breach of these rules
should be given a period of
no more than three months

such groups
. the National
for

in which to put an end to

such infringements...

“(viii) Individuals and
groups... in breach of the
constitution and Rules of

the Party thereafter shall be

liable to disciplinary action.”

They have suggested that
CLPD will not fall foul of
the rules because of the
double .standard adopted by
the NEC. Militant will be
disciplined but such organis-
ations as Labour Movement
for Europe will be able to
operate with impunity even
though they have been refus-
ed admission to the Register.

In fact, the actions of the
new NEC leave verv htte
TIToIonmBm and the
resrrammo influence of Jim
Mortimer and Michael Foot

--“#
l 5

| can hardly be relied on: their

recommendations -on the
composition of NEC com-
mittees, for example, have
all been overturned by the
NEC.

To argue that CLPD will
be treated with kid gloves is
therefore just naive. In any
case for CLPD to rely on ex-
emption from the decision
of conference seems to be
quite inconsistent with the
position normally adopted
by CLPD, namely that con-
ference decisions are made in

- order to be acted on.

The sole justification for
boycotting the Register
would be if a boycott would
render it inoperative. Only if
all unaffiliated organisations,
including the Tribune Group
of Labour MPs, took part in
the boycott would this tactic
carry any weight.

As 1t is, Tribune as well
as other unafflhated organis-
ations have a]Ieady apphed

" to be included in the Regist-

er, and were found to be
eligible. The only ones hikely
to continue with the boycott
tactic will be some of the
groups who like to' pass
themselves off as ‘*hard left’.
We understand that the
deadline for applying for
registration is ‘at the end of
1982°. Any organisation
which fails to meet if, or any
subsequent deadline, may be
deemed to have not met the

~constitutional requirements

of making an application and
made themselves ineligible.
So long as we believe that
the Labour Party is the only
framework within which the

effectively pursued at pres-
ent, comrades who wish to
take advantage of Labour
Party membership cannot at
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the same time try to ‘con-. .

tract out’ of its disadvantag-
es. Such an attempt to have
their cake and eat it might
preserve their ‘purity’, but

. only at the expense of their

political relevance.

Rejection of the Register
— particularly when it is
based on the denunciation of
the arbitrary powers given to
the NEC, and if coupled
with a positive alternative to
be pursued through normal
constitutional channels — is

>

a demand which 1s in prin-
ciple acceptable to the Lab-
our Party as a whole.

A ‘civil disobedience’
campaign is clearly not.
. The latter may find sup-
port at best among a minor-

ity of CLPs, but would be

overwhelmmgly rejected by
the trade unions. Those who
ignore this merely show that
they have failed to adjust to
the milieu- in which they
hope to exert influence.

In some cases this is be-
cause though old hands in
sectarian activities, they are
stil very new to Labour"
Party ways and have failed
to draw the necessary con-
clusions from their unsucc-
essful past political exper-
ience. Others, despite poss-
ibly many years of Labour
Party membership, have
never overcome the weak-
nesses of a basically indivi-
dualistic approach.

Excessive individualism
has always been tolerated by
the ‘Party Establishment’,
hnt has pever proved effect-
ive against it. No doubt the
Establishment realises that
‘radical’ posturing represents
no real threat.

The disagreement within
CLPD over how to fight the
Register is neither accidental
nor is it an isolated instance.
It is symptomatic of the dif-

- ference of approach which

broadly divides most of the
comrades who ‘founded’
CLPD or joined it during its
early stages, from those who
did so mainly once CLPD
proved to be successful.
During the period of

- CLPD’s advance these com-

rades were a great asset. Un-
fortunately they seem never
to have accepted CLPD’s
strategy. Once the tide turn-
ed and the going became
more difficult, " these com-
rades failed to appreciate
that a tactic different from

. that used during the period

of advance became nec-
essary.

CLPD has no magic form-
ula for achieving victory in
every situation. Sometimes
one can only concentrate
on the consolidation of gains
already achieved, and from
time to time even a limited
though orderly retreat may

- become necessary. Impatient

for success, our critics have
abandoned the traditional
CLPD strategy and have
opted for one of confronta-
tion. This can only worsen
the setbacks already
suffered.

Those of us who contl-

~nue to adhere to the strategy

which  produced recent
democratic gains, will not
allow ourselves to be diver-
ted into courses. of action
which can onlv result in fail-
ure. Whatever the result of
the ballot, and whatever the

CLPD AGM may decide, we

shall continue to stick to the
strategy which will ~make
further democratic and soc-
ialist advance possible.
STOP: PRESS: At the
meeting of the NEC’s Org-
anisation Committee ‘on
November 10 it was recog-
nised that the 18al points
Militant raised had more
substance thah had been rea-

n W - lised. However, this does not
struggle for socialism can be

affect our arguments in fav-
aur of CLPD registering. |

Militant’s case against the
NEC partly rests on the fact
that they have applied for
registration. Had the NEC
proceeded with expulsions
before giving Militant a
chance to comply with the
Register’s requirements, it
would have broken its own -
rules. Organisations which
do not apply for registration
will be in a less favourable
position.

In any case the Register
has to be defeated politi-

- cally. Registration remains a

precondition for waging an

~ effectlve campaign against it.




‘OR NOT TO REGISTER?

Don't

register:;|

NEC!

| “DON’T register — defy the

NEC” is the call that I as
chairperson of the Campaign
for Labour Party Democracy

make to our registered sup-.
porters as CLPD undertakes

an advisory postal ballot on
registration.

CLPD will take its final
position on whether or not
to register at its AGM in Jan-
uary and the final decision
lies with -the registered sup-
porters there -~ but the out-

come of the ballot will cruc-.

ial in moulding opinion.
On the face of it I sup-

'pose it seems strange that

someone who has advocated
the implementation of con-
ference decisions for years
should be so determined the
CLPD should not register.
But there are very clear reas-
ons why this Conference de-

cision should be defied and

~voluntary register is a good

idea, for at a glance any
member could learn about
the nature of a pressure
group, who to contact to
join and whether they finan-
cial position of the group is
so dire that they’d forever be

“shelling out money to keep
it going!

CLPD gave a]l that sort
of information to Walworth
Road ages ago and we were
quite happy to do so. I think
we would even want to com-
ply with a compulsory rcgis

|defy 1he

ANDREW WIARD (REPORT)

ter if it were a Conference
decision.

give a second glance at all

the information that is sent

to them.

This so-called register is a
fraudulent vehicle for expul-
sions and I will not accept
compliance with a Conferen-
ce decision that is no more
than a licence to expel soc-
ialists from our party — and
nor must CLPD.

If we are to hold the line
on expulsions it is no good
saying, as Peter Hain and
Vladimir Derer -are doing,
“support the present leader-

e 2

..........

ship, comply with the regis-
ter, and fight expulsions™.

leadership is not supportable
— Michael Foot is a stum-
bling liability and is acting as
a trojan horse for the Right.
How can we be expected to

rally round Foot after his

Falkland position, his state-
ment on Peter Tatchell and
his vote against Paul Boat-
eng’s endorsement [as parlia-
mentary  candidate], to

"name but a few?

Foot has anaesthetised
sections of the Left which
can’t shake off memories of
his radical past and he has

made it that much easier for
the Right to take control of

(and CLPD would be allow-
ed to register), you effective-
ly 1solate those still further
whom the NEC seeks to
expel.

GLC Bneflng has taken a
lead in refusal to register. I
confidently expect the NEC
to ‘lose’ GLC Briefing’s let-
ter of refusal because al-
though as convenor/treasurer
Pm not telling them how

many GLC counciliors are

paid up members of this Left
caucus, I can assure them it
is far more than the four

Lobbymg Labour s NEC in opposmon to the wztch ~hunt |
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which is all they would need
to expel to bring down the

supporters to vote no to
registration in . the
baliot and to attend the
AGM in County Hall on Jan-

. uvary 29 determined to keep
the most important organisa-

tion on the Left from falling

into the Right’s trap of legi-

timising expulsions.

Stand firm. We have
strength in  numbers and
elected positions — let’s use
them to our advantage.

Andy Harris

ostal

acy of conference decisions
18 not a simple one. In the
past the Right of the Labour

Party used it to harass dis-

senters in the party.

“For the Left the issue is
one which must combine a
respect for the rights of con-
ference and a defence of
those who are in the minor-
ity. It is the basis of demo-
cratic socialism™.

Those words, written in
Sept®mber 1981 by Dick
Clements, formerly editor of
Tribune and now political
adviser to Michael Foot, go
right to the heart of the curr-
ent argument about whether

- we should comply with the
- register of groups allowed to

operate within the party.

The 1982 annual confer-
ence accepted the register by

an overwhelming majority. .

The argument that the Left
has always fought for the
supremacy of conference de-
cisions and must, therefore,

comply with the register, is

clearly a strong one. But in

reality it is not so clear cut.
Consider, for instance,

the case of two Labour MPs,

Leslie Solley and Konni Zill-

ence decision, and the charge
against them, in the words of
Sam Watson, speaking on be-
half of the NEC, was that
they ‘“had persistently and
consistently opposed the
policy of the party as decid-
ed by annual conference”.
To the intolerant Right wing
of those days, such dissent
‘was an offence casrying a
“sentence of expulsion.

The Left opposed that
philosophy and fought ag-
ainst the expulsion of Solley
and Zilliacus. It did so be-
cause while accepting the
principle of conference sov-
ereignty, it recognised, corr-
ectly, that conference surr-

“THE ISSUE of the suprem-

party’s elected spokesmen.
No one can doubt that.

But decisions affecting
the democratic rights of
individuals are different.
That is not just a piece of
sophisticated casuistry, be-
cause even elected party
representatives are free to
dissent from conference de-

- cisions from the back bench-
~es without fear of expulsion.

And in anything other’
than a democratic-centralist
organisation, it 1s quite right
that they should be able to
do so.

Dissent and »pon-com-
pliance with the register is a
similarly honourable posi-
tion which does not contra-
dict our belief that confer-
ence policy must be imple-
mented by the party’s elect-
ed representatives.

For the register places ad-
verse restrictions on the fun-

~ctioning of dozens of legiti-

mate groups and thousands
of individuals in the party in
order to deal with the prob-
lem of one group which the
NEC regards as ‘illegitimate’.
As such, it represents an un-
acceptable infringement of
the rights of groups and the
individuals who belong to

why CLPD above all others =~ But the NEC are rot - This is a recipe for an al- the NEC. GLC administration. Let iacus, who were expelled them.
should not register. really talking about a regis- mighty defeat. Secondly, once you them try it! from the party in 1949. And if we believe in all
[ actually think that a  ter, are they? They won’t - First of all the present comply with the register I urge all registered CLPD That, too, was a confer- conscience that the register

does represent such an
infringement, then we have
the right to refuse to comply
with it without compromis-
ing our belief in the sover-
eignty of conference.
For, as democratic social-

ists, of course we accept the

supremacy of conterence.
But as Dick Clements point-
ed out, we must also recon-
cile that with protection of
the rights of minorities. If
we -accept the register now,
we must inevitably later
accept expulsions. Both are
an unacceptable infringe-
ment of the rights of indivi-
duals and groups and as such
undermine us as a democrat-

e - . °

i o | | endered that supremacy  Icsocialist party..

| | | when it used its position to On that basis, we can and
F | | , | ) to usurp the rights of con-  must vote against regi-
| | < ~ | - | stituency parties and indivi-  stration. ° '

i Gual members. 'ngel

, n— — | ' Policy decisions should

THE LAST Labour Party the great weight of a major- ity within the party. always be blndmg on the WIlllamSOIl
conference _endorsed the ity conference decision, but I do not think there is an | |
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. substantial

National Executive’s action
in setting up a register of
Labour Party groups by a
majority. The
majority. of the Left which
was and remains opposed to
the Register is now faced
with a
extent should we feel bound
by conference decisions?
Certainly we have always
campaigned for conference
decisions to be binding on

the Parliamentary Party.

That is enshrined in the
CLPD constitution and is
based on the very reasonable
expectation that, in a party
system of democracy, people
who stand for public office
for a party have some obliga-
tion to implement the poli-
cies of that party when in
government.

But we surely also sup-
port the rights‘of minorities
to continue to express their
views.- We have ourselves
made use of this right when
we continued to pursue de-

mands for constitutional  rank and file members of the  place bad laws with good you, in the ballot, to vote
changes which had been  party is that itisa grey area.  laws by legal means, it is against registering. | Name T ceeesessaces
defeated by conference. And a grey area which stops wrong to defy bad laws. But If circumstances do | | |

We specifically camp-  well short of democratic  defiance of Tebbit’s laws is change, which we cannot AAAress ........eeevieieererereceeieccsreeesneeseesons
aigned against the three year  centralism. - demanded by their devasta- rule out, the AGM or the

rule to allow us to bring
back defeated demands with-
out . procedural obstacles.
And we have never argued

problem — to what

by Jon
Lansman

that back-bench Labour MPs
should not be allowed to ex-
press minority views.

So there are clearly limits
to the extent to which we
are bound by conference de-
cisions. That is not to say-we

-are not bound in any way by

~conference decisions,

since
we are always bound in some
way by the need for party
unity — never more so than
at election time when dis-
agreements on policy matt-
ers are necessarily subsumed
in the effort to make elect-
oral gains.

The only conciusion we
can draw about the extent of
conference sovereignty in
relation to the activities of

Our actions must there-

fore be determined by the
individual circumstances of
the case, taking into account

taking otner thipgs into ac-
count as well. _

The case against the regi-
ster, which forms common
ground within CLPD, deals
with the arbitrary nature of
the powers it seeks to confer
on tiie NEC and the effect of
these on the rights of indivi-
dual constituency parties
and unofficial groups. These
arbitrary powers also provide
a case against registering,
since the register runs com-
pletely against the autonomy
granted to constituent parts
of a federal party.

Not to register may be to
defy a conference decision,
but to register is to accede in
the defiance of the party’s
structure and many years of
history.

One can only opt for the
least bad, as we are forced to
do in many other circum-
STaMnCes.

Some people argue, for
instance,
Labour Party seeks to re-

ting effects on the rights of
individuals and groups. It
can be argued that the regi-
ster creates a similar necess-

that because the

absolute case against register-
ing, especially if CLPD’s very
existence was at stake. But
at present CLPD is not under
threat.

Two other organisations
have already been refused
registration but permitted to
continue to operate — Lab-
our Friends of Israel and the
Labour - Committee  for
Europe.

The General Secretary of
the Party has said that refus-
al to register will not be
grounds for disciplinary ac-
tion unless combined with a
contravention of Clause Il.
Even wellknown  witch-
hunters such as Roy Hatters-
ley have admitted that there

are no grounds for action

against CLPD. -
Until this situation chan-
ges, there does not appear to
to be anything to gain in
registering, but we would be

strengthening the hand of

the Right to expel Militant if
we did. That is why I urge

executive would be quite
within their power to over-
rule the ballet in the light of
changed circumstances.

labour movement.

towns.

'Soctallst Orgamser is not |ust a paper.
We fight .to organise workers in the
struggle for a new leadership in the

If you agree with what we have to
~say, you can help. Become a support-
er of the Socialist Organiser Alliance —
groups are established in most large

To 'Get'Orgamsed' in the flght or'

for more information, write at once to
us at 28 Mlddle Lane, London N8.
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THE decision of Militant to
register with the Walworth
Road bureaucrats has
thrown a -major question
into sharp relief: what is the

political nature of - the
Militant tendency? Is 1t a
genuine revolutionary

Marxist movement oOr 1s it
something else? .

“The modern day vocab-
ulary for evaluating political
parties was conceived during
the French Revolution. At
the first convention of the
Constituent Assembly in

IN HIS last writings (e.g.

‘The .USSR in War’, Sep-
tember 1939, to be found in
‘In Defence of Marxism’),
Trotsky accepted for the
first time the theoretical
possibility that the USSR
could be considered a new
form of class society on
the basis of the existing
bureaucratically collectivis-
ed economy.

Discussing the theoretic-
al possibility,
nevertheless  considered
the conclusion premature.

For the remaining 11
months of his life, he very
strongly argued from the
position that collectivised
property remained histor-
ically tied to the proletar-
iat and the perspective of
proletarian revolution. Max
Shachtman and the SWP
(USA) minority who in
1940 founded the Workers’
Party developed the theor-
etical speculation of Trot-
sky in September
into an attempt at a distinct
analysis of Stalinism as a
new form of class society. 1
think it is therefore possible
to argue, as Laurens Otter
does (letters, SO 110), that
had Trotsky lived he would
have developed an entirely
different analysis to that
which the so-called ortho-
dox Trotskyists produced in
response to the survival
and expansion of the Stalin-
ist system. |

But we cannot know (and if

we did, that would not neces-
sarily be the last word}).
Mosi of the post-war

Trotskyists developed the

positions Trotsky actually
fought on in 1939 and ’40
and which he applied to the

THE conference last week-
end of the British Society
for Social Responsibility irf
Science (BSSRS) was one of
the largest yet, with over
scientists

attending. But I came away
feeling disappointed and

150 socialist

frustrated.

Though the discussion
groups and the contri-
butions from European
speakers were useful, the
discussion of strategies for
socialist sciencé in_Britain

was a low point — none
were discussed! |
And virtually all the
speakers were  white,
middle-class men as well.
The speaker from

France showed how Mitter-
rand’s approach differed
little from that of previous
right-wing governments.
While making gestures
towards socially respon-
sible science, in practice

Trotsky

1939

Eastern

1789 Lafayette told dele-
gates:
“On the nght of this

‘historic convention sit the

Constitutional Monarchists
of the Abbe Hart, in the
centre we have the Girondins
represented by Monsieur
Brissot, while on the left we
have the Jacobins of M.
Georges Danton.
first time in the history of a
free people we have a demo-
cratic representation of the
Three Great Estates of
Society.”

For the

.

Militant: latter-day

- John Golding

.ﬁed of a Labour

e

We would |
Militant as a new Girondist
current. They fear the con-
cept of a workers’ govern-
ment and all the practical
steps needed to create such a
regime — as much as the
original Girondins feared the
Revolutlonary Republic of
Robbespierre.

But they are also petri-
Party
re-modelled in the image of
— a Labour

 Party much more akin to the

US Democratic Party, which

classify

would spell the annihilation

of Militant in
form.

its present

Ireland
Take the issue of Ireland,

which is surely a key test for

any new organisation claim-
ing Marxist credentials. Peter

- Taaffe and friends veer away

from the correct position of
giving unconditional support

for the national liberation -

movement and a United

Stain and Ribbenrrp sz’ the notorious ‘Stalin-Hitler Pact’in 1939

expanssn of Stalinism into

Baltic states._ I did concede
in my reply to Glynis Pow-
ell that Trotsky saw Stalin-
ism as a transitional pheno-
menon, and therefore that
its survival and expansion
had implications for the
theory.

These cannot be deci-
sive.

My original article quot-
ed Trotsky’s 1940 assess-

ment of what had happened -

in 1928, when the bureau-
cracy, in control of the state
machine and having defeat-
ed the Communist opposi-
tion, defeated its bourgeois
competitors for ‘control of
the surplus product’.

Mitterrahd’s policy boiled

down to more

direction of research.
Reactors

Mitterrand has possibly
been even worse than Gis-

card. For example he
cancelled the Plogoff
‘reactor in Brittany

(opposed by a local mass

movement) but announced
several more reactors in
areas where opposition
would be less likely. He
also overcame the boycott
of radioactive  waste
imports by Cherbourg
dockers by shifting the

- imports to naval dockyards!

All this underlined the
dangers of leaving science
policy in the hands of right-
wing reformists.

A speaker from the West
German Green Party repor-

Poland and the-

| science
while not questioning the

That too was a historic
turning-point in the consoli-
dation and stabilisation of

wthe rule of the bureau-

cracy. There too Trotsky’s
thmkmg had to change and
develop.

He had, earlier, In a
much quoted letter to the
oppositionist Borodai, de-
rived  the (deformed)
working class character of
the USSR from the fact that
the deformed revolutionary
party remained at the cen-
tre of the state and -could
be reformed. That ceased
to be true by the late '20s.

Some oppositionists
therefore concluded that at
that point the bureaucracy
had to be considered a

Shopping
for advice?

ted how they had forced

changed to nuclear power
policies, while also encour-

aging alternative (renew-

able) energy sources that

would make nuclear power

unnecessary (such as
Biogas generators in
farms)” He claimed that
German workers were
starting to look to the

Greens to defend thelr.

interests.

Could it be that given

the policies of German

Sqcial Democracy and the

pohce state regime inside

ing against nuclear power,
for safety at work, for com-
munity control of tech-

- nology and challenging the

centralisation of the

state?

new ruling class.
Trotsky? He insisted that

the nationalised property
was now the decisive rem-

nant of October, despite the

complete political expropr-
iation of the working class.
 Logical and political in-
consistency? No — a Marx-
ist attempt to keep abreast
of reality. For the loss of
working class  political
power did not, as Trotsky
had feared, lead to bourg-
eois counter-revolution and
the snuffing out of October.
The bureaucracy develop-
ed, in its own twisted and
oppressive way, the nation-
alised property rooted In
the workers’ revolution.
Trotsky related to that

The Dutch speaker talked
about the ‘‘Science Shops’’
set up by universities, but
in fact serving working
class interests.  One
example given was of the
Dutch foodworkers  trade
union which asked one
science shop to find out the
e.ffects of pouring milk into
rivers,

Pollution

It turned out that when-

~ever. milk workers struck,

employers poured away the

the SPD and trade unions. ., milk- and accused the

that the best way for Marx- ;
ists to get through to the

working class is to work
with the Greens, campaign- -

workers of causmg pollu-
.tion. The science shop

found that this was quite

harmful to the environ-
ment, but that milk poured
onto grasslands was
actually quite beneficial.
This provided the workers
with quite a good defence.
Perhaps we should be

Ireland. Taaffe, feelmg the

- hot breath of the Labour

bureaucrats down his neck,
in no way distinguishes him-
self from a Bill Sirs or a
David Basnett.

Militant are a hybrid

- mutation of some elements

of Trotskyism, straight

reformism and on some

questions (women and gays)

downright reactionary ideas
— all rolled into one.

TOMMY MARTIN

RAY ATTWELL

- Rochdale

SSR and Marxism

and developed a working
class programme accord-
ingly. By 1933 he drew the
conclusion that a working
class political revolution

was necessary to restore

direct workers’ power in
the USSR and to realise the
progressive potential of the
nationalised property
forms.

There is a parallel be-
tween Trotsky in 1928 and
after, and the 1940s ‘ortho-
dox Trotskyists’. For the
latter it was not a question
of ‘taking the line’ from old
texts but of analysing the
world and specifically the
survival and expansion of
Stalinism. |

Comrade Otter has no

Y
i

Writeback

grounds for certainty that
Trotsky would have gone
with Natalia and Grandizo
Munis (saying the USSR
was state capitalist) or with
Max Shachtman (saying it
was

tivist). »
What the orthodox Trot-
skyists’ made of their

theories and the origins of
the recurring gravitation ui
segments .of them towards
Stalinism — that’s a signifi-
cant question, and a big
one. Those who have stood
on the same degenerated/

deformed workers’ state

- analysis and yet retained a

Trotskyist hostility to all
variants of Stalinism prove
that the gravitation is not
an Inevitable consequence
of the analysis. |
Laurens Otter misses my
point about repression: my
original article surely dealt
with the concrete oppress-
ion in the USSR. But when
we are trying to classify

the societies where Stalinist

bureaucracies rule, it is not
useful to talk about oppres-
sion on a level of abstrac-
tion which can accommod-
ate all historical forms of
class society.

Otter himself makes the
same sort of mistake when,
discussing one possible
development of Trotsky's
views, he talks about ‘sur-
plus value’. This implies
capitalism, not the ‘bureau-
cratic collectivist’ theory
developed by Shachtman,
which would have been the
conclusion of Trotsky if he
had pursued his theoretical
speculation of September
1939.

JOHN O’'MAHONY,
London.

by Les Hearn

pushing for Labour councils

to set up science shops

here. {I can’t see British
universities doing it!)

Apart from a few Social-
ist Organiser readers 1
met, it was noticeable -how

few of the participants were
involved in the ‘‘organ-
ised’’ left. This indicates a
serious weakness in both
the left and the radical
science movement. This
could quite possibly lead to
a situation where the
Labour Party has a paper
left policy on all issues
except science.
Postscript.

Four new members have
gone onto the Labour Party

Science and Technology
Study Group from the NEC
- — Ken Cure of the AUEW

(new chair of the STSG),
Betty Boothroyd,
Dav1s and Denis Healey!!

'Anner

Vi Tt Nk g e e e s e e T Ty -.

They join Doug .Hoyle
and John Golding. Outsider

for the post of chair was

Tony Benn though, as New
Scientist points out, he
‘‘at least has experience In
science and technology
policy — unlike the new
NEC nominees’’!

- Correction.

Readers were probably

wondering where Chipko

activists in India got the
money to buy trees to save
them from being chopped
down. The answer is that
they hug the trees — a
more dangerous
cheaper way of protecting
them. Apologies for my
poor handwriting!

Contact SO Science
‘Group, c/o 28, Mid-

die Lane, London N8
8PL.

Militan

bureaucratic collec- |

but

We invite readers

to send us their

letters, up to a

usual maximum

length of 400 words._
Send to

‘Writeback’,

Socialist Organiser,

c¢/o 28, Middle Lane.

London N§.

cold

shoulder

IN THE 108th issue of
Socialist Organiser Novem-
ber 11, Alan Campbell
asked ‘Why support. Mil-
itant?’. ¥ read his argum-
ents with interest.

While I share, reluctant-
ly, some-of the criticisms of
Militant, with regard to
women’s rights, gay rights

and the anti-nuclear camp-
- aign of CND, there is one

argument I don’t share. In
fact I doubt that he has put
over the issue of the
Falklands correctly.

Would he like to quote
‘chapter and verse’ on this?

‘Where did Militant ask its

supporters to join the .ar-
med forces?

My reason in tackling
Alan Campbell is to clarify
in my mind at least, the role
played by the Militant at
present. I have heard on a
few occasions recently des-
criptions of activities of the
Militant that I find unrecog-
nisable to me. Except for a
few.

I shall not go through
each issue in turn. On the
issue, though, of the Reg-
ister, four socialist group-
ings have come together to

fight Golding’s McArth-
yism. e
Yet the Militant, to

whose aid 1 thought they
went, have appeared to cast
off'this offer of cooperation.
Indeed,. they have gone
after the clothes of ‘respec-
tability’, Labourist ‘respec-
tability’. ‘Please Sir, it
wasn’t me’.

Some years ago, Ron
Hayward told a conference
that ‘No one should tell
anybody else what sort of
socialist they should be’.
Until now. Stalin and Beria

-were intent on deciding

what sort of ‘Communist’ a
Party member should be in
the Soviet Union. Now Gol-
ding, Mortimer and Healy
will be deciding what sort
of ‘socialist’ Labour Party
members should be.

To return to the question.

Perhaps 1 should ask a
question instead. ‘Why
support Socialist Organ-
iser?’ [ a good answer may
win you a recruit]. Social-
ist Challenge is the paper of
the IMG. Newsline is the
paper of the WRP. Socialist
Worker is the mouthpiece
of the SWP. Militant is the

- paper of.... [ the RSL accor-

ding to the Stalinists and

their friends on the Labour
Right]. -

So who do the Socialist

Organiser speak for? '

Yours for Socialism

and Enlightenment,

David J Lawton

York Labour Party and

- NUPE

° SOCIALIST ORGANISER

is the paper of the Socialist

Organiser Alliance. Mem-

bershl of the local SOA

groups is open to all supp-
orters of the paper and pol-
icy, is decided by regular
meetmgs of delegates from
these groups.
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sLenin and the Russian workers’ Revolution m

In this article,
Andrew B
Hornung and
John
O’Mahony
take up the
story from

Lenin’s ‘April

Theses’ of
1917, when
he developed
the Bolshe-
viks’ perspec-
tive into one
identical with
Trotsky’s
‘permanent
revolution’

Both Bolsheviks and
Mensheviks had believed
that the revolution poss-
ible in Russia was a bourg-
eois revolution like that of
France in 1789. They differ-
ed in that the Mensheviks
deduced mechanically that
the revolution would be led

by the big bourgeoisie.

Concrete as ever in ana-
lysis, Lenin insisted that
the bourgeoisie would not,
and did not wish to, carry
out the bourgeois trans-
formation of Russia in a
revolutionary way as
opposed to the ‘Prussian
road’ of a slow transform-
ation from above in alliance
with the landowners. One
reason was their intense
fear of the working class,
especially after the exper-
lence of 1905. Therefore
the bourgeois revolution
would have to be made by
the peasantry in alliance
with the working class.

Trotsky agreed with the
Bolsheviks, but argued that
such a worker-peasant all-
iance, led by the working
class, could not stop at
completing the tasks of the
bourgeois revolution, but
would go on to carry
through working class
socialist measurts. It was
inconceivable that the
working class could take
power and yet not look to
its own class interests and

concerns.
'1'o0 the argument that

Russia was not ripe for
socialism, was too back-
ward, etc., Trotsky replied
that the revolution would
not finish even with work-
ers’ victory in Russia: that
would be the starting point

in a linked chain of prole-

tarian revolution which
would lead to‘'the workers’
conquest of power in the
advanced capitalist coun-
tries. This was the theory of
Permanent Revolution.
Slowly, step by .step,
Lenin had arrived at the
same position as Trotsky.
And he had done more
than Trotsky. He had buwlit
a party that, once he had
rearmed it to understand
the new possibilities, would
be able to ensure that the
perspective of workers’
power in Russia was more
than a mere possibility.

Uncritical

The Bolshevik leaders
who resisted Lenin were
lapsing into a neo-Menshe-
vism because of inertia and

uncritical repetition of
yesterday’s formulae
without = reference to

today’s realities. ‘The truth
1s concrete’, insisted Lenin.
Marxism was a method for
analysis of the world, not
dogmas and sacred texts.
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Russian

Once again the party had
to be shaken up. In a short
time Lenin shook it up,
rallying the working class
rank and file against the
‘old Bolshevik’ leaders.

In May, Leon Trousky
arrived in Russia. He had
spent a brief exile in the
USA and, attempting to
return to Russia on the out-
break of revolution, had
been arrested at sea by
the British navy and intern-
ed for a number of months.

Trotsky had joined the
Martov faction of
RSDLP in 1903. He had

soon broken with the Men-

sheviks and stood alone
between the factions for a
number of years. In 1912
he had abortively attempt-
ed to resist the definitive
rupture of relations within
the RSDLP. |
Fundamentally, he had
failed to appreciate the tre-
mendous constructive work
that Lenin was accomplish-
ing and had tended, from
the vantage point of his
theory of Permanent Revo-
lution, to regard both Men-

shevism and Bolshevism.
‘as equally inadequate.
Almost immediately . on

his return to.Russia, Trot-
sky started to work with the
Bolsheviks, understanding

the
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th’at without the leadership
of the Bolshevik Party the

theoretical proj¢ ~tions of.

Permanent Revolution

could not be made reality.

He recognised that without
the revolutionary party con-
structed by Lenin over
years of struggle, the per-
spective of socialist revolu-
tion could not have been
made reality, and the work-
ing class would be de-

feated. He joined the Bol- .

shevik party that July.
Soon Lenin and Trotsky
had instilled into the Bol-
shevik Party an under-
standing of the real possi-
bilities at hand. The Bol-
shevik party adopted the
direct goal of the taking
of power by the Russian
working class at the head of
the peasantry. |
““We don’t need a parlia-
mentary republic, we don’t
need bourgeois democracy,
we don’t need any govern-
ment except the Soviet of
workers’, soldiers’ and
peasants’ deputies’’. |

These ‘Soviets were a
higher form of democracy
“‘an-  organisation of
workers (and) the embryo
of workers’ government’’,
said Lenin. They raised the

slogan of ‘All Power to the

Soviets’, although the Bol-
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sheviks still lacked a major-
ity in the soviets.

' The economic dislocation
became worse; the Provi-
sional Government refused

to distribute the lands of

the aristocracy; it refused
to discontinue the war;
deserters drifted back to
their homes in droves,
bringing to the country-
side the radicalism within
the army. Both the soil and
the seeds were being pre-
pared for the victory of
Bolshevism. |
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But in July the Bolshe-.

viks facedd repression from
the Provisional Govern-
ment. Lenin was ridicul-
ously smeared in the press
as being a German agent
and once again had to go
into hiding, while Trotsky
and the other Bolshevik
leaders were arrested.

On their release in Sep-
tember, however, the Gov-
ernment’s situation had
deteriorated. That month it
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workers carry the slogan ““All power to the Soviets’ during the 1917 revolution

r Revolution

the first All-Russian Con-
gress of Soviets that the
Bolsheviks were prepared
to take power. Now, in Oct-
ober, the Bolsheviks organ-

“ised the working class in

the taking of power from
the " Provisional ° Govern-

“ment on the first morning

of the Second Congress.
Rapid developments at the
front and at home had turn-
ed June’s ‘ridiculous re-
mark’ into the blazing real-
ity of October’s victory.

The world’s first work-
ers’ state had been establ-
ished. Lenin, opening the
October Congress of Sov-
iets, said very simply:
““Comrades. 'we will now
proceed to construct the

-socialist order’’.

faced an attempted right

wing military coup by Gen-

- eral Kornilov. The prestige

and membership of the

Bolsheviks also grew by
leaps and bounds. Trotsky
was elected chairman of the
Petrograd Soviet
tember.

‘In June lLenin had told

in Sep-

THE October insurrection

was in fact organised and
led by Leon Trotsky. But
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guided by experience; we

Lenin was the recognised

leader of the Revolution.
He became the first Chair-
man of the Council of
Soviets. Here again his
actions exemplified what
was a constant theme in
his hfe, the dialectical
combination of ‘‘the strict-
est discipline, truly :iron
discipline in -our party’’
and his confidence and rel-
iance on the creativity of
the masses. ‘‘We must be

must allow complete free-
dom to the creative facul-
ties of the masses . ..”’

The Bolsheviks, who had
a majority in the Soviets,
became the builders of the
new state and the foremost
fighters for its defence. it
was at first a truly demo-
cratic state, with democra-
tic rule by the working class
exercised through the net-
work of soviets, at the apex
of which was the Supreme

Soviet. |
Robbers'peace

In the struggle for power
the Bolshevik programme
and the needs of the
masses had been summed
up in the slogan ‘Land,
Peace and Bread’. Now, In
relation to the war the
Bolshevik slogan  was
““Peace without annexa-
tions’’. But revolutdionary
Russia, bled white by war
and famine and with the
remnants of the Tsarist
Army simply useless, did

not have the strength to

impose this peace pro-
gramme. German imperial-

“ism was able to impose a

robbers’ peace on the new
workers’ state.

The Bolsheviks were

.............

forced to make a retreat,
giving massive territorial
concessions to the Germans
in the forced treaty of Brest
Litovsk, signed in February
1918. This was the first of
many retreats the Bol-
sheviks were forded to
make in their isolation. The
revolution in Europe still
had not broken out. The
Bolshevik Party experien-
ced the sharpest factional
division on this question.
The - majority around
Bukharin advocated an
immediate  revolutionary
war, Lenin advocated
immediate peace, making
the necessary concessions
to Germany. |

Trotsky favoured an
,attempt to dramatise to the
workers of Europe, and
especially to those who had
been told that the Bol-
sheviks  were  German
agents, the forced charac-
ter of the concessions the
‘Bolsheviks were having to
make to the Germans, but
he recognised, with Lenin,
that concessions were
‘unavoidable.

Dragged out

Consecmehtly, using the

slogan ‘‘neither peace nor

war’’, he dragged out the
negotiations at Brest
Litovsk as long as possible
until the Germans launched
a new onslaught on the
workers’ state. Lenin, who
had been in a small minor-
ity on the Central Com-

mittee, now gained  the
majority against  the
Bukharin faction = for

. immediate peace, with the

support of Trotsky and his
allies.

Lenin had faced the
situation with brutal real-
ism. Most significant, how-
ever, is that in the heat of
the argument he insisted on
proclaiming his opinion
that if necessary the
Russian revolution should
be willing to sacrifice itseif
and face defeat in order to
hasten the German revolu-
tion.

All eyes were now on
Germany. The revolution
did break out in Europe,
beginning towards the end
of 1918 a revolutionary
wave swept Europe. brush-
ing the monarchies from
power in austria and Ger-
many and putting the right
wing Social Democracy 1n

* power.

- Revolutionary workers’
governments were estab-
lished briefly in Hungary
and Bavaria. In 1919 and
1920, the Italian state vir-
tually collapsed, with the
working class seizing the
factories. But everywhere
the revolution was defeat-

ed. Everywhere it was
demonstrated negatively

that the work Lenin had
successfully accomplished,
the building of a- hard
revolutionary party, was
irreplaceable if the revolu-
tion of the proletariat was
to be victorious.

The existence of the
Bolshevik party had alone
made the October revolu-
tion possible in Russia, a
revolution made in the
belief that Russia was the
first link In a necessary
chain of proletarian revolu-

tions throughout Europe.

The lack of similar
parties in Europe led to the
defeat of the proletarian
revolutions that erupted,
as the Marxists had expec-
ted, in the wake of the First
World War. |

This in turn led to the
isolation of the one success-
ful revolution, embattled
Russia. And from this isola-
tion came, from the middle
of 1918, tremendous diffi-
culties for the olsheviks
and ultimately the Stalinist
counter-revolution.

Continued next week
* There was a mistake in the
last but one article in this

series. Cracow before World

War 1 was in Austrian-ruled
Poland, not Russian-ruled.
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IN BRIEF

THE ACTSS-NUJ strike by

staff at the Natonal Union of
Students was settled last

Friday, 26th.

The staff ACTSS secretary
told us that five of the staff’s
six demand (centred round
conditions for changing job
descriptions) had been met,
and the dispute had been
‘‘very satisfactorily settled”’.

‘““We hope that the (NUS)
Executive and management -

have learned a few lessons
from this dispute — that you
can’t just push people
around’’.

NUS president Neil Stew-
art, however, said:
principles we sought accept-
ance of before the strike have
been gained, and the major
threat to the NUS’s finances
contained in the staff’s pro-
posals on severance pay has
been removed”’.

Student support for the
staff had come from a num-
ber of colleges in Scotland.
At a meeting of the NUS
Scottish Council on Novem-
ber 20-21, ten colleges event-
ually walked out in protest.

Staff strikers had lobbied
the Council, saying that they
wanted the meeting to go
ahead but without staff work
like minuting.

In a statement issued later,
Russell McVean of Glasgow
School of Art and Donny
Hyslop of Paisley Tech re-
port: ‘‘We put up a motion
condemning the Scettish and
National Executives and
supporting the staff action.

““We won it, 26 votes to
25 votes, until the ‘recount’

which bumped the votes up
to 26 votes to 31. [Then]
we walked out because we
were Jdi.yusted at the atti-
tude to the staff dispute, and
because we could not parti-
cipate in an unconstitutional
meeting which, by recording’
decisions etc., was scabbing
on the staff’s work’’.

STRIKERS at Air India had a
further meeting with man-
agement at the government
arbitration service ACAS

this Tuesday. They expected

little progress. |
Pickets and solidanty
action have cut the airline’s
freight to 30% of normal,
and the strikers hope to
stop even more, |
Messages/money: Air
India TGWU, c/o Transport
House, 7-9 South Road,
Southall, Middlesex.
Will Adams

MEMBERS of ACTSS at
Stanford’s map shop in Cov-
ent Garuen, London, have

now becn out for nine weeks.

The management have
withdrawn the offer of re-
engagement under new

terms and conditions which’

the strikers had rejected in
hearing at the government
arbitration service ACAS.

There are no further meet-
ings planned wnth ACAS.

Support for the strike is
still needed. A recent benefit
social for the strikers was a
great success. Another one
is planned for December 21
at the Seven D:als Club, Shel-
ton Street, Covent Garden.

Messages/money: c/o
ACTSS, 173 Clapham Road,
London SW9 0QF. Cheques
payable to J A Cook and

R P D Hobbs, Stanford Stnke
Account.

WdlAdams |

ON Friday November 19
Macmillans publishers 1n
Basingstoke - sacked Phil
Spreadbury, an NGA mem-
ber at the company. The stat-

ed reason was that the had
attended a TUC-run health

a1s safev at work course.

The NGA chapel respond-
ed im medtiately and came out
on strike. They got a leaflet
out to other sections of the
firm . Local Socialist Organis-
er supporters mobilised at
meetings over the weekend
fer a picket on the Monday
morning.

The picket was well-
attended and effective. By
19.30 the management had
remmstated Phid Spreadbury
azd sseed a public apology.

Alasdasr [amison

“All the

FROM 5.30am on Tuesday
N: vember 30, police started
filling the streets round Arl-
ington H.use hostel in Cam-
den. By 7am the area was
sealed off by about 300 cops
— -‘‘they were just every-
where’’, convenor Jack Jen-
kinson told us — and bailiffs
went in, smashing down

doors to evict strikers from

their rooms in the hostel.
TGWU members at Arling-
ton House, a 1066-bed hostel
for single men, have been on
strike since September 10 for
improvements on their wag-
es, which average £30-odd
a week. Rowtons, the owners
of the hostel, sacked the
strikers and then got a court

UCW: divided
we stand

THE Special UCW Con-

ference on the Future of the
Operator Service held in
Bournemouth on November
19 had both its positive and
negative side.

On the negative side
there was the defeat of an
impassioned plea by Syl-
vester McGovern from Lon-
don Overseas Tels Branch
to delete the Executive’s

- recommendation to take

existing work away where it
is currently performed by
other grades.

In moving the deletion,
Sylvester sa1d we must for—
get the sectarian divides
left over from the Civil
Service days; Trade Unions
were meant to be in the
business to keep people in

-jobs and that management

enjoy the situation of play-
ing one off against ~the
other. It was up to the
UCW to give a lead. ~

In her reply Kim McKin-
lay (Assistant Secretary on
the Tels Executive) said
they were stating openly to
take existing work from
existing grades.

It is apparent from this
that it is not only in man-
agement’s interest to
divide and rule, but aiso
in the interests of union
leaderships. While inter-
union disputes persist it

will be more and more

difficult to amalgamate
with these unions — at
least the union leadership
are adept at protecting
their own jobs!

~ An amendment from
Glasgow seeking forecasts
with. a view to increasing
productivity payments for
every stage locally and
nationally was withdrawn
after debate

But it was mterestmg to
hear Kim McKinlay
state that BT have said this
is the last year of national

- productivity deals — and

that there is a real danger
of them going for local ones
next year.

Already the Executive

are paving the way for

accepting Directory En-
quiry work on computers
(DQ CIR) regardless of
health hazards or a new
technology agreement to
protect jobs.

Despite Executive oppo-
sition a Composite was

- passed asking for a full

report on trials and the
effects on health to be put
before a Conference.

One of the arguments be-
ing used was that we may

not have time for these

things to come back to a
Conference and another
union could get their hands
on this work.

In reply the mover of the
Composite said that we
would be jeopardising

ton Road, Camden.

Conference the

TGWU

hostel

Bubt the strlkers are stiil
determined. A mass picket
of around 100 was maintain-
ed for many hours on the
night of Thursday 25th, when

the eviction order first came

into operation. Camden’s
Labour council has provided

accommodation for the evict- -

ed men — not very good ac-
commodation, but the strik-

ers are keeping up pressure

on the council for somewhere
better. -

And a mass demonstra-
tion has been called for Sa:-
urday December 11, from
9am at the hostel in Arling-
(Swe
want to make this one really
big’’, said Jack Jenkinson,

our health and that after
the experience of micro-
fiche there was a need to
restore confidence and

trust in the UCW.

If we didn’t get DQ CIR -
~ on our terms and not at the

detriment of our health,
others would be welcome

toit.

At the end of the Special
General
Secretary, Alan Tuffin,
made a statement on Pri-
vatisation and the legisla-
tion that was set in motion
on the previous day.

The statement was basi-
cally another call to vote
Labour at the next election
and
Chairperson George
Jefferson to say how he
will protect hs employees.

Yet the UCW still is not

~making it clear how it will

protect their Tels members.
The members need i1n
the next few months to

tell Alan Tuffin and the rest

of the Executive their
views and that any further

industrial action planned
must be supported by the

UCW this time.
Ann M(:Kmley

calling on the BT

‘*not 100 or 150, but more

like 1000. It’s really import-

ant to show that Rowtons are
out on a limb.
“We’re pressing for the

| TGWU to make an official

call for this picket and to
cnrcular;se Reg:on 1 of the
union’

Donations are also needed
— to the strike committee at

Camden Labour Centre, 8
" Camden Road, London NW1
(485 1100) — and help with
. picketing at the hostel and at
the three London hotels own-
ed by Rowtons, the Mount
Pleasant

in Calthorpe Sy,
the Grand in Southampton
Row, and the London Park at
the Elephant and Castle.

THE determination of the

Birmingham and Oxford
DHSS strikers is finally being
rewarded. In standing fast
in their refusal of the offer
which guaranteed no per-
manent new posts, twice re-
commended for acceptance
by the CPSA national leader-
ship, they have forced those
same leaders to start con-
crete action to escalate the
dispute -~ starting with a
department-wide one-day
strike on Decembe

Mick Duggan, E‘PSA nat-
ional executive member
allocated to the Oxford di-
spute, and Phil Yewdall,
section executive committee
member and regional secre-
tary for London North,
spoke to Socialist Organiser
on the Oxford picket line.

“The NEC meeting on
Monday 22nd voted 24 to 4
for a one-day strike in every
area of the DHSS, including
Central Offices and head-
quarters, on December 3.

“There will be a national
voluntary levy from every
section in the CPSA. Plans
for escalation are to be

BACK

TGWU members at the Cov-
entry warehouse of Sandhar
and Kang cash and carry
group have been on strike
for ten weeks for union re-
cognition. Strike leader Man-
jit Singh and a member of
the support committee
spoke at a meeting called by
Socialist Organiser in Oxford
last week. -

The employer had used a

medieval law to obtain an

injunction that prevents
strikers from picketing their
own workplace. Valuable
funds are being used on get-
ting a lawyer’s advice to lift
the inj unction.

But an unlikely success in
the courts will not win this
strike.
~ On the advice of the dis-
trict official, the district
committee of the TGWU has
voted against backing the
dispute. -

The fight for official sup-
port is crucial to winning.
Trade union members in the
Midlands and TGWU mem-
bers nationally must give
priority support to this dis-

-pute, onc of three (the oth-
‘ers are Raindis and Air Ind-

ia) in which Asian workers
are leading the struggle to
obtain and defend trade
union rights.

Send motions from
TGWU branches, demanding
the strike be made official
and that the TGWU be seen
to defend in practice the
rights of Asian workcers, to:

Brian Mathers, 917 Victoria
St West Bromwich B17 SHY,
to the appropriate National
Trade Group secretary at
Smith Square, London SW1,
and to the District Offlce
Short St, Coventry CV1 2LS
— copies to the strike com-
mittee.

Send donations ' to the
S&K strike fund, cfo 88
King George’s Ave, Foleshﬂl

Coventr
7 Bill McKeith

and will be

........

_______

-------
........
..........

BROC

with the SCPS,
put to both
unions’ special pay confer-
ences at the beginning of
December”.

Mick Duggan added: “It
will probably include plans
for an all-out strike in the
New Year. We will stress to
strike committees  that
greater efforts must be made
to make the strikes com-
pletely effective in Birming-
ham and Oxford.

drawn up

“A lot hinges on the suc- -
. cess of the one day strike

on the 3rd”. -

Phil -Yewdall continued:

“If you limit your de-
mands you get limited indus-
trial action. If you expand
the industrial action, you’ve
got to expand the demands.

“In my personal view this
means stopping all cuts, a
freeze on staffing levels as
they are at the moment, and
definitely no reductions un-
til an end to the review of
the complementing system.
All cuts from November 24
should be halted.

“We’ve got to start the
campaign to build for an all-

AS - THE DHSS dispute
reaches its 11th week,
strikers
have been holding a series
of mass pickets in prepara-
tion for the CPSA/SCPS
one day national strike this
Friday {Dec. 3).

Nearly 100  strikers
turned up on Monday to
picket the weakest of the
11 Birmingham - offices,

Perry Barr, where the

majority of staff are still

Hospital sit-in

ON Friday November 25, at
7pm, a group of health
workers and members of the
Wirral T&G unemployed
branch started an occupation
of the administration block
of the Wirral health auth-
ority. The occupation was

part of a day of action org-

anised by the health unions
and the Trades Council in
protest against the massive

-cuts in health care locally.

The cuts proposed by the
health authority are the clos-
ure of a psychiatric day
hospital and the
wing of another hospital,
and the loss of the last 18
beds at the Victoria Central

- hospital.
The geriatric patlents will

be moved from fairly pleas-
ant surroundings to a num-

ber of Nissen huts. Health
workers have informed us

geriatric

that this sort of move can

_result in a number of deaths.

The cuts will also mean a
loss of 400 to 500 jobs.

The day of action left the
Wirral with only emergency
cover in all - hospitals, and
there was a large demonstra-
tion in Birkenhead. From
the day of action, it was
decided that the occupation
would become indefinite.

The response of the
health authority was to put a
summons on the front door
and to go to the County
Court on Monday 29th.

The occupation was a
success, with good 1local
media coverage; but it’s only

the start of the fight against |
| the cuts. The T&G unem-

ployed branch is discussing
plans for further action.
Mick Cashman

in Birmingham

-day.

..........

........

chkez‘s ou tsz de Bzrmmgham s Perry Barr DHSS office

out strike — not merely to
support Oxford and Birm-
ingham but to come out
fighting for demands that
would benefit every DHSS
office in the country™.
Meanwhile the Joint
Coordinating Committee be-
tween the strike committee
and the Claimants’ Defence
Committee, NALGO, NAPO,
and the Unemployed Work-
ers’ and Claimants’ Union
has just launched important

.......

At last ! moves to
spread DHSS strik

~down af the Emergency Pay-

ments Office at South
Oxford Middle School asking
claimants to support a mass
letter-writing campaign to
the DHSS Regional Controll-
er supporting the strikers
and demanding that the

‘DHSS settle the dispute by

new initiatives in support of -

the strikers.

Local neighbourhood in-

formation centre workers
will start a week of solidarity

~action on Monday 29th

which culiminates in a lobby

of local Tory MP Patten at

his surgery on December 3.
A tour of local estates
with a video of the ‘Oxfraud
Incident’ (BBC2 Grapevine
programime on the Operation
Major police swoop on
homeless claimants), a DHSS
striker, and a Claimants’ Un-
ion speaker is being
planned. |
Members of the Claim-
ants’

Bir ming ham

working.

Morale dmongst the

Union will be active

picket

granting their demands for
extra staff.

The fifth strike bulletln
issued jointly in the name of
the committee, will call on
claimants- and employed
alike to support the all-day
mass picket at Harcourt
House from 7am on Decem-
ber 3.

Claimants’ organisations
and public service unions in
Birmingham  should
proach the Birmingham
DHSS strike committee with
a view to forming a Joint Co-
ordinating Committee there.

Claimants and unemploy-

“ed groups everywhere should

pickets was good, but many

expressed bitterness to-
wards the national CPSA
leadership, and distrust
of the motives behind
Friday’s strike call. One
picket told us:

‘Our executive is su-
pposed to be so left wing.
We’ve even got a President

“who supports the dreaded

‘Militant’ tendency.

‘But they’re all piss and
wind as far as I can see.
They never wanted this
strike, and they’'ve given us
no real support up until

- NNOW.,

‘Twice they’ve tried to
get us to accept a sell-
out deal involving 45 tem-
porary new jobs and a-lot
of promises from manage-
ment that no-one in their
right mind could believe.

‘Now they’ve called for
a national strike on Fri-
But a lot of us think
they’d be quite happy to

- see the one-day strike flop.

That would let them off the
heok very nicely.

‘For instance, they've
refused to even produce a
bulletin to put across our

case amongst DHSS wor- .
"kers in the rest of the

country

It is vital for the success
of the dispute that Friday’s
day of action is strongly
supported and used as a

- mittee

join with DHSS strikers on
the picket lines on the 3rd.

ap-.

 SIHYYH NHOr

Unemployed and employed |

unite: one cause, one fight!
Stop the cuts in the DHSS!

spring board for spreading
the action nationally.

Messages of support,
donations, etc., to: Richard
Horton, CPSA, Room 337,
Five Ways House, Islington
Row, Blrmmgham 15.

Censure
move

defeated

A PROPOSAL to ‘‘condemn

the National Executive Com-
recommending

for

" that the Birmingham and Ox-

ford strikers accept manage-

‘ment’s latest derisory offer’’

was moved at last weekend’s
conference. of the CPSA
Broad Left by Nottingham
member Penny Barnett.

The motion additionally
called for extending the dis-

pute into an all-out national

~ strike. It was opposed mainly

by Militant sapporters, who
are influential inside the
Broad Left.’ |
Despite a letter from the
Oxford DHSS strikers them-
selves . eing read out, sup-
porting the motion, it was
defeated. Those opposing “it
said that at
efforts should go into build-
ing the DHSS one-day strike
on December 3. It was not
clear what strategy (if any)
they had for the campaign

after'the 3rd.
Mike Grayson

present all

regional secretary
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Boost for

Raindi strike

THE Raindi dispute has been
receiving a much needed
increase in publicity during
recent weeks. First there

came the television interview

on ITV with the strikers and
the boss of the factory.
However, not much was
explained of the strikers’
point of view. Most of the
item consisted of an inter-
view with Raindi jumnior
who was hard-pressed to
justify the extremely low
wages paid to the workers.
He claimed that it was
because they did not work
hard enough.

The scabs now sacked by
P.S. Raindi explained how
they were receiving about
£60-£80 per week and con-
sidered that they were now
treated fairly. This contrasts
with the £3 million profit

‘made by Raindi last year,

which was mentioned on the
TV programme. This repres-

i tve

THE LEVEL of unemploy-

ment among teachers is high,
especially so with the newly-
qualified. At the same time
teacher training institutions
are being decimated.

But this coexists with
under-staffing and cutbacks
in the schools.

The struggle against

closure of Croxteth compre-

hensive school in Liverpool
_ which began in the last
week before the summer hol-
idays, and is still continuing
_ shows, however, the poss-
ibility of the unemployed
fighting alongside employed
workers.

After a two year cam-

paign of lobbying and peti-
tioning, which successfully

ents £200 profit per worker

. per week!

However, some of the
women strikers were able to
explain how bad their pay is
which did something to miti-
gate the biased reporting.

A second piece of pub-
licity was a social organised
for the strikers by the strike
committee in collaboration
with Banner Theatre. The
evening was well attended by
a couple of hundred people

and over £200 was collected |

for the strike fund. ~

The Raindi strikers also
spoke to a rally against the
witch-hunt in the Labour
Party, attended by
Labour Party members.

They said that the strike
was a test case for all low-
paid workers, and called for
mass picketing along the
lines carried out at Grun-
wick.

By Chris
Erswell.

reversed a city council deci-
sion o close their school,

- Croxteth parents came up

against the brick wall of
Keith Joseph. They were
faced with either accepting
defeat or physically prevent-
ing the removal of equip-

“ ment in the final week of the

summer, when the school
was due to close.
They  occupied,
immediately put
request  for unemployed,
setired and part-time teach-

and

‘ers to come to their assist-

ance so that the school could
continue to function (the

regular staff had accepted
transfer to another school).

The response was sufficient
to keep the school running.

This struggle is important

many -

out a

BLOCKdieaded, block-vot-
ing, boorish, bullying bur-
eaucrats: the image of the
official trade union leader-
ship held by many rank and
file militants — particularly

those who have seen their

leaders exposed in action —
may be politically inade-
quate but is fur from com-
pletely inaccurate.

Recent experiences have

underlined the many ways

and means whereby the offi-

cial union apparatus ignores,

or worse still, tramples under
foot or actively sabotages
the struggles and demands of
the rank and file.

There have been the
spectacular ‘set piece’ nat-
ional level betrayals: the
eleventh hour sell-out of last
November’s BL strike for an
offer worse than that before
the strike began, and the
TUC Finance and General

Purposes Committee’s knif-
ing of the ASLEF strike this
SUmMIMmer. |
There have been the
attempted betrayals which
have not quite come off —
such as the many and varied
attempts by health union
Jeaders, most

CoHSE leader Albert Spans-
wick, to wear down, defuse
and demoralise the marathon
NHS pay fight and prevent
an all-out confrontation with
the Tory government.

We ¢

THE recent revelations by
the National Coal Board of a

- list of sixty pits which could

close by 1990 should come
as no surprise to anyone.

The existence of such a
list has been known for
some time, though the NCB
have been reluctant, to say
the least, in revealing details
untii the NUM wage claim
was out of the way.

~ As well as the sixty pits
which the NCB say could
close through seam exhaus-
tion, it has another list of
30 which could close for

 “economic reasons’’.

The effect of all this on
the NUM will be to reduce

“emo‘%"ed Exploiting |

notably

There has been the grot-
esque collective retreat by
union officials f{rom any
action to block or defeat
Tory
leaving Fleet Street electric-
ians’ leader Sean Geraghty to
the tender mercies of the
High Court. -

On the other hand there
has been an equally gross

collective drive by most
union leaders for action to
drive socialists from the
Labour Party.

As we draw closer to
grass roots level we see union
bureaucrats acting in effect
as an extension of manage-
ment: in Cowley, TGWU dis-
strict secretary David Buckle
allowed BL management to
victimise deputy convenor
Alan Thornett without issu-
ing a single statement in his
defence, but instead gave

statements to management

witch-hunting the campaign
by TGWU stewards against
Thornett’s sacking.

In NUPE, Oxford area

official Alf Collier, with no
“record whatever of struggle

for action against public sec-
tor cuts affecting his mem-
bers, launches a witch-hunt
against prominent anti-cuts
activist Anne Marie Sween-
ey, wheeling in right wing
hand-raisers to vote for her
suspension and possible ex-

pulsion from the union.

But the hostility of full-
time officials to rank and file
militants is not entirely a
matter of political differen-
ces. There are real material
interests and pressures which
shape the thinking and the
actions of the union hier-
archy. -
NALGO general secretary
Geoffrey Drain, for mstance,
is due to retire. His job, it
appears, is worth some
£30,000 per year, on top, no

present 210,000 to about

“half that figure.

The disclosure of the list
shows that the NCB had
been deliberately misleading
the miners in the run-up to
the recent ballot.
the tactical merits — or -de-
merits — of linking the 1ssues

~of closures and wages on the
ballot paper, there can be no
doubt now In anybody’s
—.mind that in principle Scar-

gill was right in his actions.

The National Coal Board
has seen the result of the
ballot as a green light to go
ahead with its closure plans,
and also to attack the NUM
at pit level.

teachers

because the ‘reorganisation’
of Liverpool schools by a
Keith Joseph-imposed
instruction, in the wake of
the 'St Saviour’s primary
school riot in Toxteth earlier
this year, is threatening even
more closures and amalgama-
tions of schools.

The employment of all
qualified teachers would en-
able much more personal tui-
tion and take some of the
stress out of teaching large
and difficult classes. But the
Tory/Liberal  council pro-
posals are to lop off the
small sixth forms of former
secondary moderns  like
Croxteth, which are suppos-
edly ‘unviable’ because there
is small tutorial group teach-

ing, and shove them all into

sixth form colleges where
class sizes will increase to a
‘viable’ level. Tutorials are
only allowed in private
schools and Oxbridge, not In
working class Croxteth!

the

In contrast to
struggle in Croxteth, the
unemployed locally are
being used to undermine

union by the Tories and
Liberals via the ‘Return and
Iearn’ scheme — which was
the brainchild of local
1iberal leader Trevor Jones,
but is funded by the Man-
power Services Commission
Community Enterprise

- Scheme.

~In this scheme, largely
non-unionised tecachers are

paid £89 a week to teach un-

anti-union legislation —

n sto

its membership from its

Whatever

{Problems and Policies
|Varied
taces of
union
|bureaucracy

doubt, of substantial ex-
pense allowances for attend-
ances at conferences and
other top-level junketing.

His successor is not to be
elected by the wunion’s
800,000 members, but
appointed by the NALGO
NEC, and like Drain will
hold office until retirement.

Inflated salaries are paid
to most General Secretaries
and fulltime officials, but
some of the gravy flows
down the  bureaucratic
apparatus, to be lapped up
by many members of top
‘lay’ committees in the form
of expenses payments, lux-
ury foreign ‘fact-finding’
trips and other perks.

The extent to which
some of these place-men
have come to identify their
position with the perks 1is
illuminated by the recent
resignation of ACTT presi-
dent Ron Bowey — angry at
an economy measure which

In Yorkshire, many pits
are reporting an increase in
disputes, as colliery mana-
gers ‘put the knife in and
twist it as one NUM offi-
cial put it.

At one colliery in York-

shire the manager has even

gone so far as to refuse pay-
ment under the incentive
agreement, because the men
have earned ‘too much’!
Suddenly, after five years
of operating the incentive
scheme, after five years of
NCB propaganda, saying the
sky’s the limit, miners are
now being told there’s a lim-
it as between £25 and £30 a

shift to be earned on incen-

tive.

bless

employed school leaver for
O and A levels on an indivi-
dual or small-group basis in
local authority schools and
community centres.

The pay and conditions
of service are well below
union levels, and a cheaper
alternative to the established
school sixth forms and
Further Education colleges,
where teachers and lecturers
are paid the union rate.

This is clearly a danger-
ous trend towards dismantl-.
ing the regular services, and
is a good example of how
the unemployed are unwitt-
ingly being used by the Com-
munity Enterprise Scheme
to do the same work at a
lower wage.

The demand must be
raised for the scrapping of
such schemes and
employment of these teach-
ers by the Local Education
Authorities at full union
rates of pay.

~members,

i for three months.

the’
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requires him to submit ex-
penses claims for prior
approval to general secretary
Alan Sapper!

But the onset of the re-
cession has cramped the
style of some of the more
trendy bureaucrats: Clive
JenBins’ ASTMS, for exam-
ple, having continued reck-
lessly to budget on the
assumption of a 6% annual
increase in membership and
to move accordingly into
new, larger premises, has lost
members and run into acute
cash problems.

As a result, at the end of
last year ASTMS branch
funds were seized under
Rule by the union’s central

- office, and there are plans to

slash the union’s wage bill by
28% in an across-the-board
cutback in clerical staff —
and even full-time officials!

Yet even in the midst of

AS_TMS' and TW(f bdducrats pi;'t their heads together

this chaos, the ASTMS bur-
eaucracy has forged ahead

 pit closures

Further moves are afoot.
There are as yet unconfirm-
ed rumours that the govern-
ment intends to de-national-

ise the Se¢lby complex once

its starts up. The Tories
have already indicated their
willingness to hive off cer-
tain NCB operations, such as

transport and stock-holding, -

and also to increase the
numbers of men allowed to
work in private (licensed
from the NCB) mines from
30 to 100. |
" The way may already be
paved for such moves. Min-
ers who have applied to
work at Selby have been re-
fused if they are, or have
been, branch committee
branch officials,
or otherwise active in the

B Rates: £5 for three
‘months ’ £8.75 for

J six months, and £16
for a year. .

B Bundle of five

B each week: £12 for

l three months. .
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lenclose £.......
To: Socialist Organi-
ser, 28 Middle Lane,
London N8 8PL.

and borrcwed £100,000
from the banks — in order to
redend it to the TUC at a
substantially lower 'rate of
interest. . |

What have all of these
episodes got in common?
Each is an aspect of the com-
plex phenomenon which is
the trade union bureaucracy
ini Britain. |

Rising above their rank
and file members, as a privi-
leged, increasingly r1emote,
parasitic and self-perpetua-
ting layer within the labour
movement, the bureaucracy
has evolved its own charac-
teristic political outlook, and
its own technique for secur-
ing its power and influence.

In the next few weeks we
will look in more detail at
why the bureaucrats act as

they do; why and how they
have been able to get away
with it so far; and just what

we as socialists must do to
ficht back.
Watch this space!

by John
Cunningham

union. )

In face of all this, the
NUM Executive meets in De-
cember to discuss the situa-
tion, and another ballot, this
time solely on closures,
could be called. This is cer-
tainly what is needed. A
clear statement to remove
any confusion whatsoever.

South Wales and York-
shire have already had area
ballots on this subject, both
showing massive opposition
to any closures other than
on grounds of seam exhaus-
tion.

A clear national cal for
total opposition to pit clo-
sures can unite the NUM and
show the NCB that we will
not be dragged back into the
Robens era of the ’60s.
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NHS pay outrage

E MOVES to close Tadworth chlldren s hospital have produced outrage even from
e Fleet Street press. |

- But if Norman Fowler and the Tory government get their way, there will be many
ore hospitals shut. Closures of geriatric hospitals may cause’fess outcry than a closure

Tadworth, but no less human misery.

' The current NHS pay offer of 7%4% for nurses and 6% for ancillaries, with 4%:% next
ar, is due to be funded in large part by health service cuts. And if the offer is accepted
lwill be a blow to health service trade unionism that will make further closures much
sier for the Tories.

- Acceptance will mean that health workers have been so worn out by seven months’
ibs-and-drabs tactics from their leaders that they settle for a deal worse than the pre-
pus offer. (The current offer withdraws five months’ back pay included in the previous
e), ,

t NUPE and ASTMS have recommended rejection. But you would hardly guess it. The
pders of these unions have organised no campaign like Arthur Scargill did for the
pners’ strike ballot. They have done nothmg to rally and convince the members, no-
gng to show them that the leadership is ready and willing to pursue its paper pohcy of
-out action. It is down to rank and file militants to organise and to push the leaders

o action.

- All the more so in unions like CoHSE, where the executive will decide a recommend
on only on the eve of the union’s spec1al conference on December 14.

} The consultation is due to be completed by the TUC Health Service Committee
peting on December 15. Every day that remains needs to be used to argue the case for
jection and all-out strike (with emergency cover) in the New Year for the full 12%

-
.
*

et vour cards!

TIME s pressing fqr orders of Christmas cards from the Manchester Socialist Org-
aniser group. Cards in traditional and socialist designs are available cheaply, and
by buying from SO you can help the paper’s finances. Orders to Socialist Organis-
er, 28 Middle Lane, London N8: 10p (plus 20p post) for single cards, £1 (plus
20p) for 15, £2 (p/us 40p) for 35, and £5 (plus £1) for 100, all with enve/opes

- On the scheme of a week’s wages in fund-raising from each supporter by Dec-
ember 31, we have this week £50 from Les Hearn, £60 from Tony Richardson,
\and £60 from Martin Barclay. Other contributions: £75 Lambeth SO jumble sa/e,
£2 from a reader renewing a subscription, and £4.50 from Mark Alexander.

E This weekr’s total: £251.50. Please send money to: Treasurer, c/o 214 Sickert
Court, London N1.2SY. Cheques o Socialist Organiser.
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THIS Monday, 29th,
after six days of back-
stabbing and threats,
representatives of 87
governments concluded
their trade talks in Geneva

| with. a statement vowing

general goodwill and faith
In progress.

Only Australia refused to
sign the final declaration of
the general Agreement on
Tariffs and Trade (GATT)
conference; but many
governments no doubt
shared the verdict of the
Financial Times on this, the
first trade summit for nine
years. ‘Free trade is still
broadly accepted as a vir-
tue: this 1s about as
positive a gloss as can be
put on the outcome.’

And certainly they will
continue to operate on the
good bourgeois principle
that free trade virtue is a
fine thing, but in a wicked
world protectmmsm is
necessary. ‘

Daggers

The EEC and the US are
at daggers drawn over
steel exports, and agri-
culture too. The EEC is
tightening still further its
restrictions on textile im-
ports, demanding a 10 per
cent cut from Hong Kong,
South Korea, and Macao.

A Bill has been proposed
in the US Congress —
mainly directed
Japan — which by 1985
would ban sales in the US
of mass-market cars not
mostly US-manufactured.
The most widely-publicised
of the new protectionist
measures is France’s
decree that  videotape
recorder imports

cessed through a tiny

customs post in inland

Poitiers, but more signifi-
cant are the quarrels over

the trade on newer indus-

trial powers like Brazil,
Mexico, and South Korea.
The US and the EEC
are trying to block cheap
imporvs from these coun-

tries, and at the same time

demanding that they
reduce their severe import
controls and tariffs.

- The foreign debt crises

of the Third World coun-

tries, however, leave them
no choice: to get them-
selves straight with the
bankers, they are being
forced to cut back imports
drastically.

veclined

In 1981, for the first time
since World War 2, world
trade declined. 1982
figures will probably show
it declining again.

The main cause of the
rush to set up trade barriers
was  explained simply
enough by a US trade

o W Yy S——————————

against

(mostly -
from Japan) must be pro-

Labour movement leaders have joined in nationalist hysteria of some capz'téhsts

official before the GATT
talks. |

‘If someone had told you
a couple of years ago that
unemployment would be
10 per cent, that the steel
industry would be running
at 45 per cent of capacity
{the latest figure now’ is
36%), that farm income
would have dropped 40 per

cent in three years, that
automobile sales would be
running at half the 1979
rate... what would you have
anticipated the state of our

trade relations would be?’

The slump provokes
protectionism... and, in
turn, blockmg trade
channels tends to deepen
the slump further.

- Each individual govern-
ment tries to make the best
it can of the protectionist
game.
governments ‘still have
some glimmering of an
international overview
which provides a flimsy
restraint on the growth
of protectionism.

Criminally, most labour
movement leaders inter-
nationally identify entirely
with a capitalist viewpoint
on world trade — and with
the least
capitalist viewpoint. As
steel jobs vanish world-
wide, union leaders in al-

most every country spend -

their time bawling for
restraints on sales of steel
made by workers in other
countries.

The nation-state frame-
work created by capitalism
in the 18th and 19th cen-
turies is today as much of

Yet the capitalist

enlightened

| EEC IS demandmg 1 0%"'cut in zmportsi of some Aszan rextzles |

an obstacle to progress as
petty principalities and

dukedoms were in the 19th

century. Almost every
important industry today
functions on a world scale
and needs a world frame-
work for its development.
Whole continents are the
minimum units for the
necessary socialist recon-
struction of society.

Yet labour movement
leaders maintain an arti-
ficial division of the work-
ing class Into competing
national groups, each with
its fate tied to its decaymg

‘national state.

In Britain steelworkers
are mounting pickets to
stop steel imports and.
Vauxhall workers are trymg
to prevent cars coming in
from Spain; in the US car-
workers smash up and burn
Japanese cars; in France
the mis-named Communist
Party  bellows agamst
Spamsh wine and ‘a Ger-
man Europe’.

As capitalist competition
tears the world apart,
socialists need to redouble
our struggle for action

against the capitalist class
in each country, and for
international working-class
unity.

Join LAW
THE ‘Labour Against the Witch-hunt’ campaign set up
from the October 30 conference of Constituency Labour

Parties and unions has just issued its first newsletter.
It includes reports on the November 24 Labour National -

Executive meeting, Hornsey, and Bermondsey

, and notice

of the first National Council meeting of LAW.

The National Council is open to delegates from all LAW-
affiliated Constituency Labour Parties, and to observers.
The meeting is on Sunday December 12, 11am to 4pm at
Room 143, County Hall, London SE1.

To Jom/ affiliate to LAW fill in and return the form

below:

Name of organisation

Name for correspondence ....

Address

---------------------------------------
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00000000000000000000000000000000000000
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Fee enclosed £......... (CLPs and unions £10, wards £5,
individual_s and other organisations £3).

Send to: LAW, 11 Wilderton Road London Nlﬁ (01-

802 1709).

" Published by the Socialist Organiser Alliance, 28 Middle Lane, London N8. Printed by East End Offset (TU ).. Registered as a newspaberwet fhe GPO. Signed articles do not necessarily reflect the views of the SOA.




