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US SHIPS THREATEN LIBYA

As US Navy ships steam towards
the Libyan coast Ronald Reagan
has demonstrated yet again his
contempt for world opinion,
utterly sickened by his contin-
ued unapologetic support for
acts of terrorism around the
globe.

The latest outburst from this
unstable political leader whose
very sanity is questioned by
many, came at the weekend at a
stage-managed press confer-
ence. Dressed from head to toe
as a romantic “Billy the Kid”
figure and mucking out the
stables on his Californian ranch,
this ruthless butcher of children
told those members of the inter-
national press corp courageous
enough to brave the stench and
the dozens of fiery-eyed, gun-
toting ‘‘security men’’ that he
would not tolerate attempts to
overthrow unpopular govern-
ments around the world that he
had spent a great deal of time
and money installing. Unde-
terred by previous heavy losses
he stressed that he was prepar-
ed to send suicide batallions of
American soldiers to strike at
the heart of any resistance to his
plans. Beirut, he claimed, was
proof enough of that.

Life comes cheap for this
international terrorist, be it the
lives of young Americans herded
into cinemas, where they are fed
on a diet of anti-Russian propa-
ganda and whipped into a frenzy
of anti-communist hatred before
being despatched ongtheir terror

missions, or the many victims
around the world of this Reagan
inspired and financed terrorism.

In recent years the Reagan
terror gang have been particu-
larly active in Central America,
nurturing native terrorist outfits
like the contras in Nicaragua and
a variety of death squads in El
Salvador. But when he is unable
to operate through local bands,
Reagan does not hesitate to
unleash his own murderous
attacks against popularly sup-
ported governments, of which
Grenada is only the most recent
example.

Ballot Box

Rejecting the ballot box in
favour of the gun, at least until
he can guarantee the election
result he wants, this man of viol-
ence finances and arms some of
the most ruthless and personally
ambitious criminal elements in
the world. From South Korea to
the Philippines, Israel, South
Africa and Chile, there are no
depths to which this man will not
sink as he tries to draw the veil
of political principle over his
brutal and violent deeds. In all
these countries, weapons sup-
plied and paid for by this
purveyor of death have cut down

.countless thousands of unarmed

and innocent victims. i
Latest victim of the Reagan
terror gang may well be Libya as
Reagan finally seizes the chance
offered by recent events to

Across the world the US marines are prepared to spread death and destruction

extend his reign of terror there
at a cost of who knows how many
lives.

Oblivious — or indifferent —
to the rising tide of revulsion

Help bring
the news

As part of our £15,000 appeal fund we ask all our readers
who value the news coverage and analysis provided by
Socialist Organiser to give us £1 for every copy.

around the world at his criminal
acts, it is time for Reagan to be
taught a lesson. It is time for the
kid gloves to come off in the
fight against the Reagan terror

gang. Reagan must be made to
understand that wherever he
goes in the world to-perpetrate
his acts of carnage, a response
will be forthcoming from the

The

people.
gang will not go unchallenged
and when they pull out from the
scene of their carnage they will
not be able to hide.

Reagan terror




IN WAR, says the well-known
cliche, truth is the first casualty
‘that gets buried under the official
lies. excoriated by the censor’s
blue pencil, or frightened into
hiding its inconvenient head,

But war is also a servant of
truth, because it rips away false
fronts. It undermines and collap-
ses things which are hollow and
rotten but .might nevertheless
have stood undisturbed for a long
time yet.

War can demolish overnight a
mountain of lies built up over
decades, as those on the left know
who have had their eyes opened
about the WRP in the course of
vicious factional war between
the Banda and Healy factions that
erupted in public last October and
has been raging in the pages of
their rival newspapers since.

One of the casualties of that
factional war has been Labour
Herald, the weekly paper founded
four years ago by Ken Livingstone
d Ted Knight. Labour Herald
has collapsed.

Exposed

‘Whether it resumes publica-
tion or not, the WRP’s factional
war has rudely ripped away the
false facade from Labour Herald.
What has been exposed is Labour
Herald’s dependence on the WRP
— which in turn , by all evidence,
financially depended on various
Arab bourgeois governments and
political factions, On their behalf
the WRP went so far as to justify
the killing of would-be commun-
ists by the butcherous Ba'athist
government of Iraq.

Labour Herald ceased publica-
tion because the group which
published it suffered rupture and
division exactly parallelling that
which shattered the WRP. The
factional struggle within Labour
Herald came to a head in late
November, one month after the
WRP split.

What follows is the account of
the split put out by the anti-
Knight grouping. Their story will
appear in detail in the February
issue of Labour Briefing. ;

On 23 November six of the
eight full or part-time staff de-
clared themselves in dispute with
the paper’s editors and manage-
ment. They objected to the
‘undemocratic and dictatorial’
way Labour Herald was run, with
the political line coming down
from on high. In the well-known
Healvite fashion, it could not be
questioned or discussed.

As an example of the undemo-
cratic way Labour Herald was run
the six cite the Herald’s call for
hard left regroupment last year —
with Labour Herald announcing
that it and it alone was the vehicle
for regroupment. As SO said at
the time, it was just a ‘build Lab-
our Herald' stunt, not a serious
attempt to regroup and unite the
left.

Now the six point out that
meither the rank and file support-
ers of Labour Herald nor even the
paper’s staff ever had a chance to
discuss this statement - or to
~mend it. Some of the six had dis-
agreed with it as sectarian and
hypocritical.

And Labour Herald?

The six also objected to -the
Healyite behaviour of day-to-day
editor Steven Miller, accusing him
of using physical violence and
verbal abuse against them.

They demanded to have a
meeting with the three ‘editors’ —
John McDonnell, Ted Knight, and
Matthew Warburton — but even
this was refused. Management
brought out what the six describe

_as a ‘scab’ paper, so they occupied

the Labour Herald office on 24
November, saying that they
would not leave until the mighty
trio agreed to meet them.

Nothing doing: the trio.had
the electricity and phone cut off.

But the Banda faction control-
led the WRP-Runcorn printworks
where Labour Herald was printed
and they refused to print. the
paper ‘out of solidarity with the
occupation in London’.

The big three still would not
even meet them, and after a week
the six abandoned the occupa-
tion. They say they then conven-
ed a national Labour Herald read-
ers’ meeting and that the ‘over-
whelming miajority’ supported
them, only ‘the Lambeth group
staying with Ted Knight.

The six insist that the various
stories fed to the bourgeois press
by ‘management’ are lies, particu-
larly the reports that have appear-
ed saying that the occupation was
ended by an agreement. It wasn’t.

These events plainly parallel
the WRP split. Ted Knight’s assoc-
iate, councillor Bill Bowring,
spoke from the platform of the
Healy-Redgrave public meeting in
Lambeth in December.

Ted Knight and other Lam-
beth councillors are threatened
with surcharge and disqualifica-
tion from office when they go to
court on 14 January for being too
slow to comply with government
demands for cuts. Every serious
socialist in Britain will, of course,
back Ted Knight and his associa-
tes against the government and
the courts.

Those like SO who back Ted
Knight despite our differences
with him will by implication be
condemning Knight and his pol-
jtical friends whose own politics
are now so corrupt that they justi-
fied — and according to the
Bandaites Healy helped arrange
_ the execution by the Iraqi
regime of would-be communists
in 1979.

- Against the government Ted
Knight should be supported, but
for their politics all the big and
little, official and unofficial
members and associates of the
Healy group should be- treated
with appropriate hostility.

It remains to be seen what
effect all this will have on the
broad range of labour movement
dignitaries who have collaborated
with Labour Herald. One of the
ironies of recent labour move-
ment history was the sight of
Arthur Scargill on Labour Her-
ald’s platform at the Labour
Party conference — the same
Arthur Scargill who was deliber-
ately set up by the mercenary
leaders of the WRP for a press
witch-hunting stunt at the 1983
TUC, on the eve of the miners’
strike.

We'll see.
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Behind the Tory split

The Tory party leadership could
be split wide open by a seeming-
ly obscure dispute about the
helicopter firm Westland.

Westland is failing. Industry
minister Leon Brittan, and Mar-
garet Thatcher, want it to be
taken over by the US firm Sikor-
sky and the Italian firm Fiat.
Defence  minister  Michael
Heseltine prefers a bid from a
consortium of French, German,
Italian and British firms.

Westland’s board of directors
has supported the Sikorsky
offer, and has turned down an
appeal from the European con-

sortium to postpone the decisive
shareholders’ meeting on 14
January.

The dispute runs along two
lines of tension within Tory
policy: alignment with the US
versus alignment with the EEC,
and arguments over state spend-
ing.

The arms industry is big busi-
ness. World-wide governments
spend nearly $1000 billion a year
on the military — roughly $250
for every child, woman and man
in the world, or an amount simi-
lar to the total average income
per head of the citizens of India.

West European countries are

not resigned to accepting US
domination in the weapons
market. The non-US NATO
powers — in the first place
France, West Germany and the
UK — between them export only
sligktly less weaponry than the
US, though their- combined
domestic military spending is
only half the US’s.

Heseltine argues that the
Sikorsky deal would eliminate
Britain from the helicopter
industry, and prejudice Europ-
ean. joirt ventures in other
areas. %

There is a wider US/EEC
tension, The EEC is committed

to developing a joint foreign
policy. On several issues it
differs widely from the US.

Just recently US talk of,econ-
omic sanctions against Libya got
a brusque no from West
Germany’s conservative govern-
ment, and a cold welcom® fro:
other EEC countries.

Domestically, the Tories want
to cut state spending to free
resources for private profit. But
many Tories have doubts and
reservations about the cuts: they
want  ever-higher  military
expenditure, and they want a
good supply of government con-
tracts for business.

Jeremy
Corbyn MP

ONE OF the problems in the
whole Westland business is
why Westland - Helicopters
was not taken into British
Aerospace when the aircraft
industry was nationalised in

-1976.

It -was a serious weakness
then, which some of us
pointed out at the time. and
it is now shown to be a weak-
ness in that Westland is separ-
ate from British Aerospace,
which could be renationalised
if a Labour government wish-
ed to do that — in fact I
believe it should do that.

The dispute between Leon
Brittan and Michael Heseltine
is essentially a cosmetic
dispute designed to boost
Michael Heseltine. His real

‘motive is to put across a
i ‘patriotic’ image
improve his chances of repla-
| cing Thatcher when she final-

in order to

ly decides to relinquish the

Tory party leadership.

The Labour Party’s
response has been in a com-
pletely opportunist way to
Heseltine  against
Leon Brittan, when in fact
we should be consulting with
the workers in Westland as to
what future they want for the
company, and talking about
public ewnership of the com-
pany to retain an effective
manufacturing capability in
this country.

Kinnock’s statements
about renationalisation not
being a priority have been dis-
graceful, but they are a logic-
al extension of the sort of
economic policy that Roy
Hattersley was putting before
the Labour Party conference
in October. If we pursue an
economic policy which is de-
signed to appease the bankers
and the City of London, then
we're certainly not going to
include in that renationalisa-
tion of publicly-owned indus-
tries.

But I think it makes a
mockery of our opposition to
privatisation of gas or British
Airways or any of the other
publicly-owned corporations
unless we say now that we are
going to renationalise them
and see it to that no-one
makes any profits out of it.

The Campaign Group is
sponsoring a- conference on

the Socalst Society for 21-
27 Feirssey s avound ‘A
Milioe Jois A Yexr” the

rEnTties % Andrew Ghvo
i = moemded to be a
jorum Sor am mtensive discus-
e z

———— ~

‘A Million Jobs A Year’, areas
in which ‘A Million Jobs A
Year’ can be amended or
expanded. There will be a
series of regional conferences
all through this coming
summer.

I feel that there are areas
in which ‘A Million Jobs A
Year’ could be expanded, one

of them being an analysis of .

the current level of unem-
ployment and the way that
women’s unemployment and

black unemployment are
much higher that white male
unemployment.

I also think there should
be a greater analysis of the
problems of youth unemploy-
ment. But the general thrust
of ‘A Million Jobs A Year’ is
quite correct. It opposes
current ideas that we should:

Move this resolution now,
either as an amendment to
Regional - Labour Party Con-
ference resolutions or as an
emergency resolution to the
NEC:

The latest information is
that the result of the Liver-
pool inquiry will not be heard
until the February NEC so
there is still time to get this
taken as an emergency Ieso-
lution.

“This CLP/Annual Meet-
ing believes that if the forth-
coming local elections, as well
as the next general electiom,
are to be won, the Party must
remain united.

“fhis CLP/A=mual Meet-

be accepting high levels of
unemployment, and it calls
for a strong Labour govern-
ment to introduce the neces-
sary exchange controls and
controls on the City so that
more jobs can be created,
rather than continuing the
casino economy we have at
the moment.

Stopped

Some peopic seem fto
imagine that the witch-hunt
stopped a few years ago and
is now re-starting, whereas in
fact from the time that Peter
Tatchell was hounded, the
Militant editorial board were
expelled, and Tarig Ali was
refused admission to the
party, we have seen a growing
atmosphere of witch-hunting
against the left in the party.

Move this motion

ing therefore deplores the
national party leadership’s
current divisive campaign
against local councils, dis-
trict; Labour Parties, and

. pressure groups within the

Party.

“In no case should internal
political differences be used
as a pretext for the expulsion
of individuals and the suspen-
sion of pressure groups within

the Party holding views which
do not find favour with the

recent expulsion of members
of the Labour Committee on
Ireland, Labour Party Black
Sections, supporters of Mili-

District

I think the most serious
mistake after the witch-hunt-
ing attacks against the Mili-
tant editorial board and
Hornsey Labour Party was
not to have a single campaign
against the witch-hunt, but
two campaigns. I hope that
mistake is not going to be
repeated this time. s

The Labour Left Coordin-
ation last week agreed to
sponsor a rally against the
witch-hunt, and also to
ensure .that at that rally
all the people who are affec-
ted by the witch-hunt are’
represented. S

It is essential that we do
this now, It is essential that
we point out to people the’
dangers of expelling any soc-
ialist from the Labour Party.

I see that a lot of Labour
NEC members who voted for |
the inquiry into Liverpool'
DLP voted against the expul-
sion of a pro-Militant council-
lor in Sheffield, and that
David Blunkett has written an
article in Tribune opposing
expulsions. !

I wish those comrades had .
never voted for the inquiry in |
the first place, but obviously
we welcome their opposition
to the witch-hunt.

What is quite clear to me
about Liverpool is that if we
are allowing inquiries to take
place on the basis of press
allegations and press ‘investig-
ations’, then we’ll end up
with the results the -press
wanted — which will be a
split in the Labour Party in
Liverpool and the expulsion '
of people from the party.

I'm' opposed to this
inquiry, and I’'m opposed to
any expulsion of socialists
from the party.

tant, and other socialists’
within the Party.

“This CLP/Annual Meet-
ing is also concerned at the
inquiry into Liverpool Dis-
trict Party which appears to
be being conducted through
the media so as to find the
Party guilty in
advance.

“This CLP/Annual Meet-
ing calls on the NEC for an
end to expulsions in the

If you get this resolution
or one based on it through
your Party, please inform
CLPD, (01458 1501), Social-
ist Organiser, or the Secretary
of Labour Left Coordination
(01-607 9729).



South Africa

Editorial

20,000 BLACK
MINERS SACKED!

20,000 striking black workers at
Impala platinum mine in Bopha-
thatswana Homeland, have been
sacked by Gencor mining company.
As we go to press, there is a threat
that 10,000 more might be sacked.

Socialist Organiser spoke to a
representative of the National
Union of Mineworkers (NUM)
about the strike this morning (Jan-
uary 7). NUM welcome any support
from the international workers’.
movement.

The workers had been on strike
for five days for better wages and
conditions, and for union recogni-
tion, Due to the fake ‘independent’
character of the so-called ‘Home-
lands’, different labour laws apply,
and NUM is not legally recognised.

Gencor say that the twenty
thousand workers so far sacked will
not be re-employed. That amounts
to nearly two-thirds of the Impala
workforce.

Impala is South Africa’s second
largest platinum mine, producing
about 40% of the country’s output.
South Africa is the largest producer
of platinum in the world, and the
strike could threaten platinum-
related industries, many of them
military.

Gencor is the second largest
mining house in South Africa.
During the miners’ strike it attem-
pted to recruit miners in the
Nottingham area to work in South
Africa, but was not very successful
due to a counter-campaign by the
British NUM and Anti-Apartheid.

The labour and anti-apartheid
movements must. mobilise in
support of the sacked workers.
Although NUM is not recognised at
Impala, money and messages of
support should be sent to NUM,
5th Floor, Lekton House, 5§
Wandiren Street, Johannesburg,
2001;: or to the Anti Apartheid
Movement, 13 Mandela Street,
London NW1 0DW.

South African miners face brutal racist bosses.

| abour left

Prepare for t

‘By John Bloxam and John O’'Mahony

The attention of the labour movement is
now focused increasingly on the next
general election, which is only about two
years away. There is a powerful mood in
the Labour Party that everything should
be subordinated to the job of winning
that election.

Now anyone in the labour movement
who does not consider winning a Labour
victory in the next general election to be
our task number one in the period
ahead is politically disoriented. Severely
disoriented. The problem for the serious
left is that the proper concern of Labour
Party members to win the next election
is being seized upon and exploited by the
right wing and the soft left who domin-
ate the party. Under the leadership of
Kinnock and Hattersley, concern to win
the next election is used to justify
putting an end to discussion in the

Labour Party about what the next Labour
government will do — and also to stop
discussion about what the rank and file
must do if we are to avoid the next
Labour government being as disappoint-
ing as the last.

In 1979 und after large numbers of

Labour’s rank and file said ‘Never again’
to a Wilson/Callaghan-type Labour

government. But this was six and a half

years ago, before Thatcherism and
slump had wreaked such social havoc in
Britain. Today, the right wing and the
soft left use the widespread hatred of
Thatcherism in the labour movement to

urge us 1o torget about such questions as
Labour’s record in government during
the 1970s and the prospects for a new
Labour government under Neil Kinnock.
Now many on the broad left seem to be
saying *‘Yes, again, please’’ to the pros-
pect of a Wilson/Callaghan-style Labour
government. And that’s all they have to
say. Everything else has been forgotten
about. *
Kinnock’s policies — he won’t even
commit the next Labour government to
restore Tory cuts or release the jailed
miners — leave us with little reason to
doubt that a Kinnock Labour govern-
ment would at best be a government in
the Wilson/Callaghan tradition. Given
the problems the next Labour govern-
ment will face, it could well be worse.
Kinnock’s behaviour — his putting the
boot in on the heroic striking miners; his
shameless joining in with the Tories to
bludgeon the ineptly led Liverpool coun-
cil into submission — lezve Do rezson for

anyone W Lave B m IS
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credentials. Tragically, the
of the upsurge of political self-reapprais-
al in the Labour Party after 1979 has
been the strengthening of Labour’s old
establishment by way of the cooption of a
sizeable chunk of the soft left. The ser-
ious left must face up to the implications
of that fact.

Of course it is true that even a new
Wilson/Callaghan-type Labour govern-

resan

he election!

ment would be better than the present
government, if only because it would be
more responsive to the press of the
labour movement. All serious militants
will do everything they can to get
Kinnock elected and Thatcher defeated
in the next election.

Flag

But we need to do more than that. The
serious left must find ways of keeping its
own flag flying in the period ahead. We
must find ways of continuing to fight for
our own politics within the broad move-
ment’s drive to defeat Thatcher in the
upcoming election. We must continue to
prepare the labour movement to defend
itself and our class under the next

Labour government.

And nobody should be in any doubt
that the working class will indeed have to
defend itself with class struggle methods
under a Kinnock-Hattersley govern-

inary discussion of the situation the
serious left faces and what we should be
doing in the period ahead.

As a result of that discussion it was
decided to revive the SCLV.

In the year before the 1979 election the

SCLV conducted a vigorous left wing
campaign wnich focused on the fight to
keep the Tories out but combined that
with advocacy of left wing politics. Initi-
ated by the paper Workers' Action
(which eventually merged in with Social-
ist Organiser) the SCLV united broad
forces on the left around class struggle
politics. The SCLV started publishing
Socialist Organiser in October 1978.

An attempt to set up a new SCLV for
the 1983 general election proved dbor-
tive, leading to the Socialists for a
Labour Victory, whose politics were
minimal — little more than a repeti-
tion of established Labour policies on
issues like nuclear disarmament, and no
clear socialist line on central economic
issues — and which did very little.

Of course, for a section of the old

steering committee to decide to revive -

the SCLV will not recreate the SCLV of
1979. We will have to build towards that.
The SCLV will initiate discussions with
others on the left abut what is to be

% may tarn out that a much broader
bodv of the left can be put together for
next election and in that case the
rewived SCLV will probably merge into
n. B such a broad functioning body
cannot be created then the SCLV will do
what it can on a more limited basis.

For now the revival of the SCLV is an
important step towards preparing the
scrious left for the next general election.

~ David Blunkett

Against

the
witch-
hunt!

Neil Kinnock has made it clear
beyond doubt what his witch-hunt
against Militant is about.

Speaking on television on 15
December, he effectively junked
Labour’s conference commitment
to renationalisation of enterprises
and services hived off by the Tories.
Renationalisation was desirable
“ultimately”, he said, but it was a
low priority.

He backed up this attack on
policy by repeating his attack on
Labour democracy. ““I am the
leader of the Labour Party’, he
said, ‘I am in charge of the Labour
Party™,

The actual sins committed by
iiverpool councillors — not very
different from those committed by
Labour councillors elsewhere — are
incidental to Kinnock’s ‘‘investiga-
tion” of Liverpool. Kinnock wants
to beat down Militant and the
Liverpool Labour Party because
they made some attempt to fight

, the Tories.

Some people on the soft left
seem to be drawing back from the
implications of the witch-hunt.
Only five members of Labour’s
NEC voted against the inquiry into
Liverpool, but 13 voted at the
December NEC against the expul-
sion of a pro-Militant Labour
councillor in Sheffield.

sheffield city council leader
has come out
against expulsions in the columns
of Tribune.

The chief need now is for a
broad, united and active Labour
campaign against the witch-hunt.

Labour Left Coordination has
produced a model motion against
the witch-hunt and this should be
promoted as the first step in a
broad campaign.

‘Communist’
labour

undercuts
union labour

West Germany’s stodgy trade union
leaders are slow to protest about
anything. But they are complaining
about East German contract
workers.

Why? Is it that workers from
‘communist’ East Germany will
introduce an unruly spirit of mili-
tancy among their West German
comrades?

Nothing of the sort. The uniong
complain that the East Germans
work a 60-hour week for low wages
and thus undercut West German
trade-union labour.

The employers and West Ger-
many’s conservative government
want to keep the contract workers:
it’s all quite legal and it cuts costs,
they say.

The East German government is
happy too. They receive the work-
ers” wages in the form of precious
foreign exchange, and then pass
them on (minus deductions) in
East German currency.

What do the East German con-
tract workers themselves think?
No-one knows, because of all the
parties involved they’re the only
no right to express am
_ They don’t even have a

sluggish as the W

Whatever East
ism’ means f
crats, it me
workers —
that even ti
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Churchill planned

By Paddy Dollard

WINSTON Churchill’s govern-
ment in 1940 approved an RAF
plan to meet the expected Ger-
man invasion of Ireland by
saturating large parts of the
country with murderous
poison gas.

Had the Germans invaded the
RAF plan would have led Britain
to inflict war atrocities on neut-
ral Ireland far worse than the
1945 atom-bombing of Hiro-
shima and Nagasaki or the fire-
bombing of the almost defence-
less city of Dresden.

The poison gas would have
destroyed people ~and live-
stock indiscriminately and
rendered parts — perhaps very
large parts — of the country
uninhabitable for decades or
generations. A Scottish island
used in the 30s to test poison gas
is still uninhabitable. Experts in
the Irish press have calculated
that as many as one million
civilians would have been affec-
ted by the gas.

Until now the official story
about Britain’s wartime contin-
gency planning has been that
Britain would have come to Ire-
land’s aid if Germany had invad-
ed. The horrible and scarcely
believable truth has now been
revealed in a new book, ‘Neutral
Ireland and the Third Reich’, by
John P Duggan. -

Duggan says that a bomber
squadron at Feltwell in East
Anglia was equipped with
mustard and phosgene gas in
October 1940 and put on alert to
be ready to make Ireland a very
unhealthy place —. for both
German and Irish alike.

Where did ‘loyal Northern Ire-
land’ fit into the RAF plan? No-
body in Northern Ireland was
allowed to know anything about
the plans and no poison gas was
stored there because if Britain
had laid down vast clouds of
poison  gas  against  the
Germans the wind would

A committee led by Lord Roskill
has recommended the abolition
of trial by jury for fraud cases.
And the government wants to
cut defendants’ right to chall-
enge potential jurors from three
challenges to one.

As the Sunday Times put it,
““The right to challenge jurors is
enshrined in statutes dating
back to 1509, when the limit was
set at 20 for each defendant. It
was reduced from seven to three
in 1977.”

Trial by jury is a principle of
justice or it is nothing. All sorts
of special arguments are made
about fraud cases — they are
long, they are complicated —
and shady business people
accused of fiddling the books
seem poor candidates for the
l=ft's sympathy.

But no-jury courts once estab-
Eshed for fraud would spread
their scope to other offences.
Many other cases, after all, are
| hoog and compiicated.
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certainly have blown some of it
across the border. More than
that.

There was a good chance
that any German invasion would
have centred on the Catholic
areas of the Six Counties. Of the
different possible scenarios for a
German invasion the one most
feared by both De Valera's Irish
government and the British
government was that the
Germans would land in the Six
Counties, proclaim themselves
Ireland’s liberators, and appeal
for nationalist support on that
basis.

This course was being urged
on the Germans by the more
boneheaded IRA leaders. (The
IRA as a whole was actively
allied with Germany on the very

1&gal delays can be reduced. But
commeon assualt, minor offence
though it is, can get you sent to
prison for a year. And some
magistrates’ courts are practic-

ally automatic conviction
machines.
Challenges

The reason given for cutting
challenges to jurors is that
defence lawyers are getting too
clever and too many defendants
get off. Jury-vetting in impor-
tant cases has been introduced
for the same reason.

But who says too many? In
truth challenges just give defen-
dants 2 good chance of getting
poes wEh a reasonable pro-

#

3 "‘>

HS
(
\;"““‘*Waterford
e

doubtful principle that Eng-
land’s enemy had to be Ireland’s
friend).

De Valera’s constitutional nat-
ionalists, Fianna Fail, in the
South were divided about what
they would do if the ‘libera-
ting’ Germans landed. Go to the
aid of the Northerners fighting
the Germans — perhaps mainly
the Six County Unionists and
British troops? Or what?

It was never put to the test.
When the Germans bombed Bel-
fast streams of fire engines
drove north to help.

Throughout the Second World
War — in contrast with the First
— poison gas was not used by
either side for fear of the terrible
retaliation each side was capable

’
Defend the jury system!

people, or whatever, or of gett-
ing at least a few black people
onto the jury. They safeguard
the basic right to trial by a ‘jury
of your peers’.

Behind it all the basic trouble
for the Tories was the abolition
of property qualifications for
jurors.

In Northern Ireland the Dip-
lock Courts operate completely -
without juries. Recently one
High Court judge sent 27 men to
jail for long periods on the un-
corroborated evidence of one

s . Three of them
have just finished a hunger
strike m protest.

Learn the lessons of Northern
Ireland: resist every attack on
the right o trial by jury!

of wreaking on the other. (No
such inhibitions with the atom
bomb, which in 1945 was a US
monopoly). if the Germans had
invaded the Six Counties would
Britain have used the gas?

It has long been known that
Britain seriously considered
invading Ireland in the early war
years to gain control of ports
which were vital for Britain’s
war effort. It had been as late as
1938, under the Chamberlain
government, that Britain had
finally vacated the naval base on
Ireland’s south coast held on to
when the South became inde-
pendent. When Winston Chur-
chill gained control of the British
government (a coalition with
Labour) in June 1940, with Brit-
ain standing alone in Western
Europe against the Nazis, he
bitterly regretted the surrender
of the Irish ‘treaty ports’.

As well as invasion plans,
various diplomatic approaches,
serious and half serious, were
made to the South to induce it
either to help Britain by giving it
naval bases once again or to
come in on Britain’s side in
return for British pressure on
the Six County Unionists to end
Partition (a wide range of pos-
sible deals was reviewed and
discussed in mid 1940).

But De Valera insisted on a
united Ireland all of which would
be neutral. Essentially De Val-
era was not interested in a deal
with Britain because he believed
he could not keep his party
united on any deal, and
anyway Germany, which over-
ran all of central and western
Europe in mid 1940, seemed to
be winning the war.

Invasion
So the 26 Counties of the Irish
Free State stayed neutral

through ‘The Emergency’ —
threatened with invasion by one
or another side, delicately seek-
ing to keep the balance, and
fearful of the fate of other
small nations, like Norway and
Denmark which had been
invaded by the Germans to fore-
stall the British.

In the event Ireland was lucky
and nobody invaded — though
the US as well as Britain and
Germany had contingency plans
to invade (in preparation for the
Allied invasion of Hitler-occup-
ied Europe, in June 1944). Ire-
land remained neutral, and that
neutrality is generally consider-
ed to have contributed a great
deal to the . hardening of
partition into the two distinct
Irelands we have now, 65 years
after Partition.

In his statement denouncing
the Anglo-Irish agreement —
see the last issue of Socialist
Organiser — lan Paisley bitterly
denounced the South for its
neutrality during  Britain’s
struggle against Nazi Germany.
Duggan’s revelations of the
RAF's contingency plans will
only confirm Irish nationalists
in their prejudices and expecta-
tions from Britain, though the
sheer monstrousness of it will
startle even the most bigoted
Irish nationalist.

And what will Ian Paisley —
and the other ‘Loyalists’ — say
to the revelation that Mother
England’s rulers planned to
make large parts of Ireland, and
perhaps of their North-East of
Ireland, uninhabitable, after
having subjected her people to
the indiscriminate  slaugh-
ter of poison gas borne on the

wind?

Robbing

thepoor -

Stan Crooke looks at the proposals in the new

social security White Paper

THE TORIES plan to cut be-
tween £750 million and £1 billion
from social security.

The ‘Reform of Social Secur-
ity’ White Paper — cynically
published just before Christmas
to limit response — spells it out.

3.8 million households —
including 2'4 million pensioners
— are to suffer a cut in benefits.
One and a quarter million people
will lose over £3 a week; half a
million will lose over £5 a week
each. The main losers will be
the elderly and childless couples
on the dolg.

e Supplementary Benefit is to
be replaced by ‘Income Sup-
port”, paid out at three different
rates depending on age and
whether you are married or not.
Young single people living away
from home will lose £5.50 a
week. -

 Social security ‘Single Pay-
ments’ (e.g. for furniture) are to
be scrapped, and replaced by
loans from a new Social Fund,
awarded at the discretion of the
DHSS. A loan from the Social
Fund  will also replace the
current Death Grant.

e Family Income Supplement
will be replaced by Family
Credit, paid through the man’s
pay packet in the case of
two-parent families. Free school
milk, meals and vitamins for
children of parents on this bene-
fit will be scrapped, and go will
be the right of local authorities
to remit part of the costs of
school meals for children from
lower-income families.
~ ® The Maternity Grant is to be
increased, but it will be only be
paid to claimants on Income
Support and Family Credit. The
grant will be scaled down for
claimants with savings of more
than £50.

* Housing Benefit is to be cut
by a total of £450 million per
year. All claimants will have to
pay 20% of their rates them-
selves. A young single person at
work will lose up to £13 a week,
a middle-aged couple up to
£7.23 a week.

e Severe inroads will be made
into State Earnings Related Pen-
sions (SERPS), saving the gov-
ernment £12 billion a year by
2033. Other proposed chan-
ges related to pensions are

designed to encourage the
growth of private pension
schemes.

® Women will see their inde-
pendence further reduced by the
change in the payment of Family
Credit. Young people will be
penalised if they move away
from their families by the cut
in Income Support. Ethnic min-
orities will be hit by the new
‘presence test’ (a set period for
which the claimant will have to

prove s/he has been resident,

in Britain). And all claimants
will suffer because there will
be more means-testing.:

Compared with the Green
Paper on social security pub-
lished in June of last year, the
White Paper does show some
retreats — SERPS is to be gut-
ted rather than abolished com-
pletely, for example — but only
minor ones. 1

The plan is still to rob the
poor to pay the rich. K
any claimants end up marginally
better off as a result of the
White Paper’s proposals, it will
not be at the expense of the
wealthy but of those one rung
ahead in the poverty ladder.

In fact, the money ‘saved’ by
cutting benefits for the poor
will be used to finance further
tax cuts for the rich.

Although a campaign against
these proposals has been sus-
tained by claimants’ groups and
unemployed workers’ centres,
the TUC and Labour Party have
taken a back seat.

The TUC held a national
demonstration in London in
October — but did little for it —
and the Labour Party campaign
in defence of the welfare state,
due last autumn, has yet to
appeat.

Election

Although many of the propos-
ed cuts are not due for imple-
meéniation until after the next
general election, nothing could
be worse than just relying on
voting th:e Tories out and Labour
in to prevont these cuts. Neil
Kinnock has already refused to
promise to reverse Tory cuts,
and is now trying to dump Lab-
our Party policy on renation-
alisation.

An effective campaign must
aim for:

s Strike action by civil service
unions, built for in conjunction
with claimants’ groups to pre-
vent divisions between DHSS
staff and claimants.

e [ocal joint campaigns by
claimants’ groups, trade union
bodies and Labour Party
branches.

e Refusal by Labour-control-
led local authorities to re-train
staff for administering the
new Housing Benefit scheme,
not due for implementation until
after the general election.

® A campaign by tenants’
associations and  claimants’
groups to get claimant-tenants
to refuse to pay the 20% of their
rates they are due to pay out
of their own money; pledges by
Labour-controlled local authori-
ties not to take retaliatory
action.

® Claimants’ groups and
labour movement bodies to
draw up alternative proposals
for an improved and democra-
tised social security system, and
a campaign for these alterna-
tives to be adopted as Labour
Party policy.

Become a supporter of the Socialist Organiser Alliance —
groups are established in most large towns. We ask £5 a
month minimum (£1 unwaged) contribution from

supporters,

I want to become a Socialist Organiser supporter/I want

more information.

Phone no: ........cccciciinenan

Send to Socialist Organiser, PO Box 823, London SE15
4NA. or phone 01-639 7965.




wars

By Les Hearn

This week we examine the Stra-
tegic Defence Initiative (SDI) of
Ronnie Raygun in an article that
draws heavily on the pamphlet
‘Star Wars: the technology and
politics of space weapons’.*

Since the US developed and
used nuclear bombs 40 years
ago, there has been a costly
competition between the US and
the USSR to catch up or stay
ahead. The result is that enough
atomic weapons exist to destroy
all life several times over
(Mutual Assured Destruction —
MAD).

At present, there is virtually
no protection against these
weapons. Instead, ‘Early Warn-
ing Systems’ give notice of the
approach of missiles ( or of
flocks of geese, etc.,) allowing
retaliation. The ‘‘balance of
terror’’ reigns.

Attempts to develop anti-
missile missiles (and anti-anti-
missile missiles, etc) were hal-
ted by a treaty in 1972 amid
fears lest one side should feel it
had the ability to win a ‘‘First
Strike'’ nuclear war.

Now, the SDI threatens to
upset the ‘‘balance of terror’’ by
holding out the prospect of
being able to knock out the other
side’s retaliation. This could
lead to the US believing in a win-
nable nuclear war, which could
have all sorts of conse-
quences.

STAR WARS

The term ‘‘star wars’’ encom-
passes anti-satellite measures
(ASAT) and ballistic missile
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defence (BMD) and involves
weapons in space. BMD is
banned by treaty but ASAT is
not. Many ASAT weapons could
be used against Intercontinental
Ballistic Missiles (ICBMs) so
BMD research can be ‘‘dis-
guised”’ as ASAT research.

ICBMs are the main target of
SDI research because the USSR
has some 70% of its warheads in
this category — over 6000).

Treaty

An ICBM consists of a rocket
made up of several boosters and
a much smaller “‘bus’’ contain-
ing the re-entry vehciels (RV's)
with their warheads. There are
four stages to its flight:

a) The boost phase gets the
bus into space — 200-400 km up
in three to five minutes. The
exhausted boosters drop away,
leaving the bus with its cargo.

b) In the post-boost; or
“bussing’’ phase, the bus
carries the warheads up through
its momentum, making small
changes to its course to keep the
warheads on target. After five
minutes or so, the RVs are re-
leased.

¢) The RVs travel through
space following the same path as
a bullet or a ball (hence ballist-
ic). This mid-course phase lasts
20-25 minutes and the RVs reach
1200 km height before starting
the descent on their targets.

d) The RVs are travelling at
25,000 km per hour when they
hit the atmosphere at 100 km up.
They are designed to resist the

friction that causes the empty
bus to burn up and they speed
towards their different targets,
This terminal phase lasts about
two minutes.
Submarine-launched ballistic
missiles (SLBMs) have a similar

. path or trajectory but have less

distance to travel and do not go
as high.

Any Star Wars strategy has to
adopt a multi-layered approach,
with attempts to eliminate
missiles in all phases of flight.
The most successful approach
would be to concentrate on the
boost phase, since there are
fewer, larger targets. However,
this only lasts a few minutes,
making it difficult to get anti-
missile missiles up in time. So
what could be better than a
weapon travelling at the speed
of light —laser beams?
LASERS

Three systems have been pro-
posed, based on different types
of light. All require "colossal
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amounts of energy.
Infra-red [Heat] Lasers.

These would be powered by
vigorous chemical reactions and
would require bulky supplies of
fuel. They would simply melt a
hole in their targets. They would
be mounted on a “‘battle sta-
tion"’ satellite with an infra-red
telescope for tracking the hot
exhaust of the ICBM and a
mirror for focussing the laser
light.

But where should the satel-
lites be placed?

In a low earth orbit (LEO) of
1000 km, the satellites have a
limited field of view but are
closer to their targets. They
spend much of their time out of
sight as they orbit the Earth so
10-20 LEO satellites would be
needed to cover an ICBM launch
site.

At an altitude of 35,600 km, a
satellite takes one day to orbit
the Earth and so appears
stationary in the sky. One satel-
lite in Geostationary Orbit
(GEO) can cover a launch site
but would need a more powerful
laser and a bigger detection
system. Simple calculations
show they would need tele-
scopes with mirrors of over 100
metres. This compares with the
largest mirror so far built which
is only S metres across.

This problem arises because
of the diffraction of light which
causes even the narrowest beam
to spread out. The longer the
wavelength, the larger need to
be the focussing mirrors...and
infra-red light has a long wave-
length.

In LEQ, accurate and flawless
mirrors of 4 metres would be
required.

In GEO, mirrors of over 150
metres would be needed and
even a tiny blemish would cause
the mirror to be destroyed by its
own laser light. We are a long
way from these infra-red (chem-
ical) lasers. Currently-planned

ones are less than a tenth of the
power which will be required for
Star Wars.
Visible Light and Ultra-Violet
Lasers

These radiations have a
shorter wavelength and there-
fore less diffraction problems
but require greater power
sources. These would have to be
based on the ground and would
require GEO mirrors to beam
their light down to ‘‘fighting”
mirrors in LEQ.

Turbulence

There would be great prob-
lems with dust, turbulence and
clouds as the beams passed
through the atmosphere. They
would need between 20% and
60% of the entire US electricity
output to operate. Therefore
special power stations would
have to be built though they
would only ever operate for a
few minutes.

“Pop-up'' X-ray Lasers

To get round the above prob-
lems, Professor Edward Teller
(ET), (father of the H-bomb and
virulent cold warrior) has
suggested rocket-launched x-ray
lasers to be sent up when an
ICBM attack seems likely — in
other words they ‘‘pop up”’.

X-rays have a very short
wavelength and so their beams
would not spread out so much.
Unfortunately, it is very diffi-
cult to focus X-rays well. Also,
they do not penetrate air and so
can only be used in space. This
is probably just as well as their
extremely high energy means
that they must be powered by

a ‘“small” nuclear explo-
sion. They could only operate
once as they are self-destroying
but the X-rays could knock out a
missile’s electronics, even at a
range of several thousand kms,

Despite ET's enthusiasm for
his new brain-child, there is yet
another huge obstacle. The
X-ray lasers have to intercept

The truth about

the ICBMs in the boost phase.
This gives the Americans 3 to 5
minutes to locate the ICBMs and
to get the X-ray lasers to “‘pop
up” to a height of 200-400
km in time to intercept the
ICBMs. If the ICBMs are past
the boost phase, there is very
little damage the X-rays can do
since the electronics have done
their work already and the
missiles are heading for their
targets.

The need for speed dictates
the use of massive booster
rockets thousands of times
bigger than the rocket that took
the atronauts to the moon!
DEFENCES
Even assuming that they are
practicable, laser systems would
be immensely costly. Defences
against lasers, though, could be
quite cheap. Here are a few of
the suggested defences the
Russians could .deploy against
the proposed US laser systems:

1) Increase the number -of
missiles and warheads (or
pretend to by use of decoys and
metal ‘“‘chaff’’).

2) Attack the battle stations or
the mirrors. Even a handful of
sand could wreck a mirror!

3). Make pop-ups useless by
letting the boost phase: take
place in the atmosphere or use
larger boosters so that boosting
takes less time.

4) Increase the thickness of
the missile’s skin, give it a
reflective coating and spin it like
a bullet so as to spread out the
effect of a laser.

In future articles, I will look at
some of the other exotic ideas in
the SDI as well as describing the
turmoil into which the scientific
world has been plunged by the
SDI gravy train.

*By Steven French. From SANA
(Scientists Against Nuclear
Arms, [London Production
Centre, SW18 4JQ) at. £1 plus

postage.
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Opposition

IN THE spring of 1985, a new
soeio-political current started to
form within the Polish social
movement.

The editorial boards of four
underground journals set up a

coordinating committee that
took the name ‘Alliance of the
Workers' Opposition Press’
(PPOR). They published a draft
programme around which they
are seeking to bring together
those forces that have declared
themselves in favour of an anti-
bureaucratic revolution, waged
by the working class and aimed
at achieving the full liberation of
the working class.

The PPOR wants to contribute
to building and broadening the
mass workers’ struggles around
partial and immediate demands
and the self-organisation of the
workers themselves.

The following journals have
joined the PPOR: Front Robot-
niczky (Workers' Front), Sprawa
Robotnicza (Workers’™ Cause),

Glosno (Out Loud), and Wolny
Robotnik (Free Worker). Lhe
first two have been published

since the summer of 1984 by
groups that are working for
warkers' self-management and
identify with the revolutionary
left. In its first issue, Front
Robotniczy published excerpts
from the ‘Open letier to the
PZPR' (Polish  Communist
Party) written in 1964 by Jacek
Kuron and Karel Modzelewski.
In so doing, it demonstrated its
intent to link up with the revolu-
tionary tradition of the Polish
anti-bureaucratic  opposition,
which, by the way, the authors
of that work have today aban-
doned.
International

For its part, Sprawa Robot-
nicza announced in its first issue
that it considered itself ‘‘a link
in the international working-
class community'’. It wrote,
moreover, that it ‘‘has enemies
with whom no accord or alliance
can ever be concluded — they
are the bureaucracy (that is, the
social layer that exploits the
workers) as well as the bour-
gepisie, which guarantees the

survival of the long-bankrupt
bureaucracy .

Wolny Robotnik is the organ
of the Unicn of Workers" Coun-
cils of the Polish Resistance
Movement (ZRP-PRO). This
group, which is based on clan-
destine groups in the factories,
has operated in Upper Silesia
since 1982.

In a draft programme publish-
ed at the start, the ZRP-PRO
came out for overthrowing the
bureaucratic dictatorship based
on a general strike led by work-
ers’ councils formed clandest-
inely, and for establishing work-
ers’ power in the state in order
to guarantee the building of
socialism.

Glosno is the organ of the Pro-
visional Coordination of the
Mines (TKKG) of Solidarnosc.
It also operates in Upper Silesia.

The TKKG has made itself
known in the West by its support
for the British miners' strike,
which attracted important notice
ifi the British left and far left
press, in particular in the New
Statesman and the London Lab-
our Briefing.

The TKKG is a coordinating
committee of the underground
trade-union commissions _in
many mines, and is in conflict
with the Regional Executive
Commission (RKW) of Solidar-
nosc, which is represented on
the underground ~ national
leadership of the union.

The PPOR has formed an Exe-
cutive Commission that includes
a representative of each of its
components and functions by

n 1SUsS in order to main-

my. This com-
s responsible for the
a common month-
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pubiication Ot

Illegal Solidarnosc demonstra tion

DRAFT PROGRAMME OF
THE WORKERS’ OPPOSITION

1. THE CLASS STRUGGLE

The political struggle that has
been going on in Poland since
1980, which has been generally
termed a fight between the soc-
iety and the regime, is primarily
a class struggle. It is essentially
a struggle between the working
class, which is subjected to eco-
nomic exploitation and deprived
of all political or economic
power, and the bureaucratic
state power, which is based on
the PZPR (Communist Party), as
well as on the military and police
machine and the economic and
administrative apparatus.

Only the working class has the
capacity to ‘overthrow  the
bureaucracy, and ifsis only
thanks to it that the social
groups can liberate themselves
from the yoke of the bureau-

struggle is to get the working
class to transform itself from an
object into a subject. This will
only be possible through a sys-
tem of generalised self-manage-
ment.

Such a system would involve
self-management councils in the
enterprises, linked together by
horizontal and vertical structur-
es on the regional and national
scale, as well as institutions of
self-management organised on a
territorial basis.

Self-management, a form of
direct political and economic
democracy, will thus become the
principal factor in organising
social and political life.

3. POLITICAL PLURALISM

~ Self-management can only
function in conditions of unrest-
ricted political pluralism. It can-
not be foreseen today what will
xact f )

draft p

see.

But it is clear from the start
that the principle of political
pluralism has to govern all forms
of participation in political life
for the society.

4, THE REVOLUTIONARY
STRUGGLE

The transformation of the
working class from an object into
a subject is only possible
through revolutionary changes.

The belief in the possibility of
a compromise with the bureau-
cracy is a dangerous illusion
that could prove fatal. In fact,
there is no way to reconcile the
introduction of a system of self-
management, that is, the realis-
ation of the interests of the
working class, with the domina-
tion of the bureaucracy.

One course for the anti-
bureaucratic uprising could be a
revolutionary general . strike
turning into an active strike
(i.e. a takeover of the factories
by the workers), supported b:
actions outside the factories.

It is only in such revolutignar



onditions that we could expect
y part of the army, primarily
srdinary soldiers, to join in the
sprising of the working class,

when they see that the working-

Jass forces have a chance of
JUCCESS.

5. SELF-ORGANISATION

A revolutionary goal of the
struggle requires a revolution-
ary strategy, that is, a strategy
based on consistently advancing
the self-organisation of the
working class.

Such self-organisation is the
sommon element in all the
Fhases of the development of
he workers’ struggle, from the
bresent fight for partial objec-
ives to the future struggle for a
system of self-management, in
‘hich the principle of self-
nanagement will find its fullest
xpression.

Every battle, even on the most
imited question, bears within it
n embryo of the future revolu-
ion, inasmuch as it contributes
o the self-organisation of the
rorkers.

This is why the demands
put forward by the workers’
movement in its programmatic
documents must always take
into account three elements:

1) They have to correspond to
the needs of the working class.

2) They have to be in tune
with the level of consciousness
of the workers at the time.

3) They have to make pos-
sible, in the struggle itself and
on the basis of its success, to
raise the level of self-organisa-
tion of the working class and of
the other social groups allied
with it.

6-THE INDEPENDENCE OF
THE WORKERS' MOVEMENT

Today, the existence of an
independent workers’ move-
ment is the main form of self-
organisation and the main pre-
condition for the struggle of the
working class.

The fight against the bureau-
cracy entered a qualitatively
new phase in 1980, when the
strikes opened up the way for
the formation of Solidarnoc, the

gramme

first national independent struc-
ture representing the workers
that we have seen in the history
of the bureaucratic system in
Poland.

Today, building and streng-
thening workers’ organisations
in the plants independent from
any organisation or institution
outside the working . class
remains the principal task.

7. PLURALISM WITHINTHE ¢

WORKERS' MOVEMENT
Pluralism is necessary within
the workers’ movement in order &

for it to be able to develop poli- |

tically. The right of the workers
to organise freely in clubs,
groups, currents and political
organisations has to be defend-
ed. Open politicalisation of the
workers' movement, based on
clear principles, can only streng-
then it.

Attempts to smother this pro-
cess, under the pretext that it
‘weakens the union’, is ‘faction-
al’ activity, or ‘provocation’ on
the other hand, can only under-
mine the movement, or in fact

divide it, and they involve all the
characteristics of provocation.

8. SELF-DETERMINATION
Understanding the class char-
acter of social relations in
Poland involves rejecting the
nationalist imagery that reduces
our fight to a struggle against
the Soviet Union for indepen-
dence. The basic dividing line in

our nation is not a schematic -

opposition between patriots and
traitors but one of opposing
interests among different social
groups.

This is why national indepen-
dence, as an effect of the strugg-
le of the working class for social
liberation, represents, from the
standpoint of the working class,
the full achievement of the
indispensable right to self-
determination.

9. INTERNATIONAL
WORKERS' SOLIDARITY

The Polish working class is
not isolated in the struggle. It
has friends and allies abroad.
They are the workers of the
entire world.

The Polish workers’ move-
ment can and must-draw on the
strength of international solidar-
ity. The differences between
East and West cannot hide the
fact that the workers of both
camps are linked by common
interests, by a common struggle
for a common end — the trans-
formation of the working class
from object into subject — ag-
ainst common enemies.

The question of international
solidarity is one of close co-
operation of the various national
contingents of the revolutionary
workers' movement; it is one of
interaction between the deve-
lopment of the class struggle,
fgr example, in Poland, the
Soviet Union, and Great Britain.

10. SOCIALISATION

The indispensable precondi-
tion for the liberation of the
working class is for it to lay the
economic feundations of its
liberty, that is, the socialisa-
tion, outside of the state and in
the framework of a system of
workers’ self-management, of
the means of production that are
today statised. It is in this way
that the working class will obtain
the material guarantee of realis-
ing its interests, as well as the
legitimate interests of the other
groups in society.

The aim of the revolutionary
workers’ movement, flowing
from the essence of the social
relations against which it rebels,
is not the reprivatisation of state
property or giving it autonomy
but to genuinely socialise it.

We regard the taking of poli-
tical power as a means for the
working class to assume e€co-
nomic power.

11. WORKERS' OPPOSITION

Joint work by radical worker
activists with a view toward
forming a workers’ opposition to
the bureaucracy is essential to
draw up a programme for the
Polish workers' movement and
to gain support for the revolu-
tignary struggle aimed at estab-
lishing a system of self-manage-
ment, a self-managed republic
in the full sense of the term.

By establishing coordination
among the t_u*gaiiﬁgnliuns. or m
the future by building revolu-
tionary partics, we are not

Continued on page 8

alesa

Walesa and

the miners

In Socialist Organiser of Sep-
tember 19 we said that T Jed-
nyak, a Silesian -Solidarnosc
leader jailed some months ago,
supported the British miners’
strike, We are informed by
Zbigniew Kowalewski, a former
Solidarnosc leader now living in
France, that this ‘is wrong.
Comrade Kowalewski writes:
“Tlis strike was supported by
another Solidarnosc coordina-
tion in Silesia, the TKKG, and
condemned by Jednyak's group,
the RKW, wio condemned also
the TKKG's support. Of course,
it is necessary to defend Jed-
nyak, independently of his
position on the NUM strike and
on Scargill. I am sending you a
statement on this affair by a
leader of the TKKG

We are accused of whimsical
independence, and reproached
for not wanting to align ourselv-
es with TKK (national lead-
ership of Solidarnosc) and with
the RKW (the clandestine reg-
ional leadership).

But it is diffieult to align our-
selves when the president of Sol-
idarnosc, Lech Walesa, con-
demns the British miners, in an
interview which has become
famous with the ‘Sunday Mirror’
paper published in London, and
when he demands that they calm
down because they are ruining
the economy of their country.
Given that it is not surprising
that the RKW has condemned
the TKKG for its support for the
struggle of the British miners
and the Radio Zwyciezmy (‘We
will win’/*Venceremos’) broad-
cast which we put out about it.

We have been dragged
through the mud in RIS, the
organ of the RKW, although it
appears that certain trade union
sections in Warsaw announced
the same support for the British
miners only a few days after us,
and under the nose of (central

Solidarnosc leader) Bujak at
that.

But the RKW declares that we
are an anarchist group and that
our attitude is ultra-left.

It is said that the British
miners did not support our
strikes and Solidarnosc in 1980.
Is that a reason for us not to sup-
port their struggle?

It would be interesting to
know whether, when our turn
comes to go on all-out strike
until victory, the comrades of
the RKW will put out the same
political line as presented in RIS
and will bay in chorus with the
regime that we are ruining the
national economy and that the
mines are not working through
our fault.

They write that we are attack-
ing the Conservative govern-
ment of Mrs Thatcher, which
apparently according to them
Solidarnosc should defend, and
that we are lying when we
accuse Mrs Thatcher of collabor-
ating with Jaruzelski.

Having got this far, they
might as well send flowers to
Jaruzelski thanking him for
helping Mrs Thatcher to break
the miners’ strike by sending
Polish coal.

Capitalism

They give it to be under-
stood that the British miners,
manipulated by Scargill, want to
overthrow the Conservative
government, and RIS even goes
so far as to insinuate that they
also ~want to  overthrow
capitalism. ;

And it would be very good if
they did overthrow it, for social-
ism — but not in its eastern,
Moscow version — would be
welcome over there too.

If on the other hand the RKW
means to say that the British
miners’ strike is directed by
Moscow, it is an assertion of
the same type as those which
say that our own struggle is
directed by Reagan.

J
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From page 7

opposing ourselves to the work-
ers’ movement in the broad
sense.

On the contrary, we want the
revolutionary current, which is a
component of this movement, to
be consolidated within its own
structures so that it can better
contribute to building an inde-
pendent mass workers’ move-
ment. From that flows the basic
significance of this
platform.

That is, the victory of the
Polish workers depends in the
first instance on adopting a

Unite for

strategy for revolutionary strug-
gle against the bureaucracy. In
practice, the advance to social
self-management has to be bas-
ed on a revolutionary political
identification by the workers. It
involves the workers becoming
conscious of their social and
economic interests, as well as
the independence of the politi-
cal-organisational institutions of
the working. This is why it is the
responsibility of those who share
the ideas expressed in this plat-
form to unite their forces in the
struggle for our common cause.
‘WOLNY ROBOTNIK',
no.30, June 1985.

freedom!

APPEAL FROM THE PRESS
ALLIANCE OF THE WORKERS
OPPOSITION

In view of the deterioration in
living and working conditions
and the need for effective defen-
sive actions and for unifying
them, it is urgent to create,
around a political platform, an
alliance of various workers’
groups determined to fight for
the interests of the working
class, for workers’ self-
management and the liberation
of labour.

We will ope: up the coluinns
of our publicatdons to workers’
groups and activists ready to
take part in drawing up the plat-
form of the Workers’ Opposi-
tion, which is what we call our
common bloc. The name points
up our political choices and the
class character of our struggle.

Unlike the ‘national-indepen-
dence opposition’ and the
‘democratic opposition’, we put
the fight for working-class caus-
es first. This does not in any
way mean that we underestim-
ate the importance of democracy
or national independence.

On the contrary, we think that
the liberation of labour is only
possible in a politically sover-
eign country, and not one sub-
jected to economic exploitation.
We think that democracy can
only be achieved fully in a sys-
tem without oppressed and
exploited classes.  Neither
‘actually existing socialism’, nor
‘verbal socialism’, nor any
version of capitalism — Ameri-
can, Swedish, or perhaps Polish
— represents such a system.

We refuse to keep silent in
the face of the clear facts that
this country — which claims that

ORKERS’
P_"l BERTY

it is ‘socialist’ or that it is
*building socialism’ —is becom-
ing more and more dependent
politically and economically on
the West, that is on monopoly
capitalism, and on the Kremlin,
that is, the Soviet bureaucracy.

We say no to a Poland reduc-
ed to the role of a colony,
source of raw materials and
cheap labour, to a Poland where
the only liberty would be to
enrich oneself at the expense of
the workers.

We think that the workers to-
day have to take up a flag under
which they can march united in
the fight to defend workers’
rights, without divisions be-
cause of ideological differences.
Neither the PZPR (Communist
Party) nor the opposition, in its
present political configuration,
in our opinion can play such a
role.

Because of their attachment to
conceptions of a unity of the
entire society against the
regime, the central structures of
Solidarnosc are not playing it
either.

In a situation in which the
wrong policy of its leadership
has led Solidarnosc into passiv-
ity and in which the preponder-
ance of pro-capitalist currents in
the opposition outside Solidar-
nosc is becoming more and more
clear, when the exploitation of
the workers is increasing, we
decided to take up the struggle,
in the conviction that victory is
ours sooner or later, and that it
will be won by a workers’ move-
ment that rejects both bureau-
cratic and capitalist exploita-
tion.

=]

Executive Committee of

the Workers’ Opposition Press
Alliance, ‘“Wolny Robotnik’
no.30, June 1985.
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BUILDING A FORCE

Workers' advocates, directly
representing their fellow work-
ers and democratically elected
by them, who enjoy the workers’

confidence and thereby have an

authority in the plant, can
help to place limits on the arbit-
rariness of the employers.

They can also help the work-
ers to have a greater control
over the labour process, since
they will be real, independently
elected representatives of the
workers.

Moreover, these advocates
will have a greater authority,
inasmuch as they will have
the same problems as all the
other workers, be among them
every day, and be subject to
their control every day.

In order for all this to be
able to work, and in order for
the mandate of these represen-
tatives to be clear, this institu-
tion should be based on three
documents that would take the
form of an indeperdent social
accord within the group of
workers. These are the
following.

® A written mandate limited
in time for every person who
assumes the function of a work-
ers’ advocate signed by the
person concerned.

® A written statement from
the persons elected stipulating
that they accept the function
entrusted to them of represent-
ing every one of their mates who
voted for them, with copies for
every worker in the group.

* A letter of resignation from
every one of the workers, as well
as a collective letter from all,
with an empty space for the
date, in order to assure soli-
darity with the persons elec-
ted if they are subjected to
repression by the management
or the political police.

Added to these documents
should be a protocol of the elec-
ting assembly stipulating the
aims of the post set up.

At an early stage, before this
initiative is generalised through-
out the enterprise (or group of
enterprises), the workers’ advo-

IN THE PLANTS

How do you start to rebuild the
basic structures of working-class
organisation at the shop floor level
in conditions of severe repression?
This document from ‘Wolny
Robotnik’ (Free Worker) provides

an answer.

cates should retain anonymity
and in their action seek to set an
example for the other workshops
and departments in the plant. In
fact, in order to be able to
surmount the fear of repression,
it is indispensable that workers’
advocates appear throughout
the plant and that the example
spread to other plants.

However, once it becomes a
general thing, the election of
workers” advocates will make it
possible to create a not incon-
siderable social and moral force
in the plants. In fact, the various
workers’ advocates will be oblig-
ed by the nature of things to link
up and cooperate.

In this event, they will in
practice become an element of
workers' control. They will be
real representatives for the
wage-workers confronting the
state bourgeoisic at the plant
level.

Limits

They will be able in an effec-
tive way to limit the arrogance
and arbitrariness of the floor
bosses, the foremen, etc.

The individual and common
activities of the workers’ advoc-
ates could include petitioning,
making grievances, etc., forms
of action provided for by the law.
Their role would not be legal,
but it would not be illegal
either, since the law does not
prohibit such activities.

The aim of their activity would
not, obviously, be to overthrow
the regime but to make the
workers conscious of their rights
and their situation, to present

the arguments for and against
one or another modification in
this system, as, for example, in
the present case, the advantages
and disadvantages of the new
wage system.

Indeed, such a collective
awareness of common interests
is always the primary founda-
tion of any collective action.

Crystallise

_ If it became generalised, this
institution could become a
decentralised means for expres-
sing the workers’ opinions and a
form of crystallising the tensions
within the plants. It would also
be a basic component of the
self:management to come, a
component that can be
established right now.

It would be a part of our own
independence and self-manage-
ment, very different from what
the state bourgeoisie calls by
that name, because it would
grow out of the very foundations
of the organisation of work,
groups of workers in the brig-
ades, workshops, departments
and establishments.

If self-management develops
from this level up, it will be a
sign to us that we are ready
for self-management. Such an
institution would also enable the
wage-workers to create their
own social representation, which
would be a potential leadership
at the base.

This would certainly be
important in the event, for
example, of a strike.

Already today there are plants
in which genuine solidarity and

militant unity on the part of
workers have put the manage-
ment, in particular at the bottom
level, in a position where it
cannot act without at least the
tacit accord of the workers who
enjoy the esteem and confidence
of their co-workers.

Police repression is ineffective
in this case, because there is no
formal structure. The ‘leaders’
do not carry on any clandestine
activity, but the workforce
respects their advice and
opinions. As a result, the man-
agement becomes dependent on
these worker leaders.

It has to consult them before
acting, to negotiate with them
and get their agreement. This is
already a step toward formal
recognition of such
structures and such leaders.

It is clear that in these condi-
tions it becomes easier to build
clandestine work, to collect
union dues, to distribute leaflets
and newspapers, to drive out the
collaborators, etc.

Such informal leaders could
play a role in the workshops
similar to that played by Lech
Walesa today on the national
scale (although we would hope
that they would do it better
and more effectively). The plant
management would have to fear
them, and the underground
union structures would have to
protect them.

All the problems of the plant
— work safety, hygience, wages
— would have to become the
concerns of informal groups
formed around a leader recog-
nised as a workers' advocate.
With time, this sphere of con-
cern would extend naturally
from immediate social questions
to other problems, from the eco-
nomic arena to the political one,
which is an integral part of the
perspective of class struggle by
the workers and the intelligen-
tsia against the state bour-
geoisie.

Wage workers, organise your-
selves!

Excerpts from ‘Wolny
‘Robotnik’ no.27, February
1985.



By Stan Crooke

ON 23 January a delegation
of 500 will lobby parliament
to keep Gartcosh steelworks,
near Glasgow, open.

This lobby will be the
culmination of a 450-mile
march from  Gartcosh to
London by nine trade union-
ists. The march will pass
through  Rotherham and
Middlesbrough — both steel-
making centres — as well as
the steel ‘ghost town’ of Con-
sett in Co.Durham.

Other current S5C initiatives
include a ‘‘nationwide’’ petition
to collect at least a million sig-
natures, and efforts to get show-
biz celebrities, sports personal-
ities and leading businessmen
into the campaign. A ‘‘steel-
desk’’ staffed during business
“hours is also to be set up in the
offices of Strathclyde Regional

_ Council to take donations.

““&  This all follows a pattern set
since the closure of Gartcosh
steelworks, just outside Glas-
gow, was first announced in
August. The closure will cost
1,000 jobs straightaway, and will
virtually guarantee the closure
of the Ravenscraig steelworks in
three years time, at the cost of a
further 3,000 or more jobs.

Ravenscraig

Gartcosn is Ravenscraig's
biggest single customer, taking
some 500,000 tonnes of steel per
year from it. If Gartcosh is
clsoed, then the Ravenscraig
order will be transferred to the
Shotton finishing mill in South
Wales, 200 miles away.
Increased transport costs would
thus make Ravenscraig ‘‘un-
viable” and a more likely target
for closure.

The campaign in defence of
Gartcosh rests on the idea of
‘‘uniting the Scottish people’
against threatened closure,
using ‘‘rational argument’’ and
relying heavily on dissident
Tories, rather than any sort of
working class action.

The Scottish TUC has been to
the fore in pushing the idea of an
all-Scottish-people-together
campaign. ‘We want to make
this an all-Scotland crusade to
save Gartcosh and Ravenscraig.
Ravenscraig has been identified
by the Scottish people as some-
thing basically essential to the
Scottish economy’’, declared
STUC General Secretary Jimmy
Milne.

For the third time in as many
years, the STUC immediately
set about organising a ‘‘confer-
ence’ in defence of the Scottish
steel industry, with representa-
tion not only from the Labour
and trade union movement, but
also from the Tories, the SDP-
Liberal Alliance, the Churches
and various business organisa-
tions.

The STUC has continued

Photo: Rick Matthews, IFL
along the same path ever since.

This approach to campaigning
— substituting vague talk about
the interests of Scotland and
general appeals for support from
the Scottish nation in place of
arguments based on the
interests of the working class
and campaigning in pursuit of
labour movement mobilisation
— is a product of the theories of
the Communist Party (CP),
which exercise a dominant
influence on the leading levels of
the STUC.

In a statement issued at the
start of the campaign, the CP
argued: "It is imperative that a
united front is built up by the
whole community behind the
Gartcosh workers and the steel-
workers of Scotland, involving
the Scottish trade union move-
ment, all sections of political
opinion, the Churches, and com-
munity organisations”’.

But any campaign which

-seeks to unite such diverse and

contradictory  interests  can

SAVE
GARTCOSH!

Lobby Parliament

23rd January

Called by the Scottish TUC
Details, phone 041-332 4946.

achieve “‘unity’’ only on the
basis of the lowest common
denomminator — petitions,
empty platform rhetoric, the
occasional half-hearted demon-
stration, etc. There is no place in
such campaigning for specific-
ally working class politics. Not a
few of the campaign’s backers
want to exclude politics al-
together.

Thus, at the STUC conference
held in August in support of
Gartcosh a constant theme of the
speakers was that the issue was

“too important for party
politics™.

Tories
Many Tories, it is ftrue,

opposed the closure of Gartcosh:
the Scottish Conservative Can-
didates Association, the Cam-
paign for the Communication of
Conservative Policies, the Scot-
tish Executive of Conservative
Trade Unionists, Glasgow Dis-
trcit  Council  Conservative
Group, Strathclyde Regional
Council Conservative Group, the
scottish  Conservative  and
Unionist Western Area Council,
plus various Scottish MPs, Euro-
MPs and Conservative constit-
uency associtions.

Why? Because they fear the
electoral consequences (District
Councillor John Thomson: ‘“The
Conservatives will be lucky to
get anyone elected even as a
community councillor if Gart-
cosh closes’’; Scottish Con-
servative Trade Unionists: ‘“We
reckon we will be left with
maybe 3 out of 21 seats at the
General Election’’) and because

| they fear the knock-on effect on

the rest of Scottish industry
(a survey of 40 firms carried out
by the Glasgow Chamber of
Commerce showed that one in
three of them would have to
close or diversify if Ravenscraig
were shut as a result of Gart-
cosh'’s closures).

There has been conflict within

the Tory ranks. Sir Hector
Munro was ousted from the
chair of the Scottish back bench
Tory MPs group because of his
support for Gartcosh. There
have been numerous threats
of resigniation from office in the
Party if Gartcosh is closed. lain
Lawson, head of the Campaign
for the Communication of Con-
servative Policies, has already
resigned both from office and
also from the party itself. He is
now organising for putting up
independent candidates in the
General Election against those
Scottish Tory MPs who support
the closure of Ravenscraig.

A serious labour movement
campaign in support of the Gart-
cosh workers would certainly not
ignore such divisions. But it
would not water down its own
demands and methods of
struggle in order to make them
acceptable to the Tory
dissidents.

But this is what the existing
campaign in defence of Gartcosh
has done (save for the minor
detail that its approach to cam-
paigning was so insipid from the
the outset that it did not need to
water it down any further for
Tory dissidents to be able to
swallow it).

At its second attempt the
Commons Select Committee on
Scottish Affairs finally came up
with a recommendation that
Gartcosh be reprieved for a
further three years. Adherents
of the no-politics-please Gart-
cosh campaign are now appeal-
ing to Tory secretary of state
George Younger to use this as a
basis for raising the issue in the
Tory cabinet and persuading his
colleagues to support retention
of Gartcosh.

But Younger has already
made it clear that he will not do
this. And his cabinet *‘coll-
eagues’’ have already repeated-

(eep this plant open!

ly made it clear that they have
no intention of changing their
minds on Gartcosh.

At Gartcosh itself, work-
force resistance to closure
remains remarkably strong. A
campaign launched amongst the
workforce at the close of
November against acceptance of
voluntary redundancy (“‘Do not
let BSC benefit from your New
Year spirit by giving them your
job. No amount of money is
worth it’") has been effec:
tive to the extent that less than a
hundred have volunteered for
redundancy.

An aftempt to replace shop
stewards convenor Jack Doyle at
the beginning of December was
also unsuccessful. Opposed by a
candidate who stood on a plat-
form of negotiating a redundan-
cy deal, Doyle won the election
by a five-to-one majority.

Mass meeting

And a mass meeting of the
workforce held just before the
Christmas break unanimously
voted to keep on the fight to
prevent closure of the plant,
undeterred by the fact that
BSC management, contrary to
repeated public assurances, had
already begun to divert Ravens-
craig steel shipments away from
Gartcosh to Shotton.

But the resolution adopted by
the mass meeting did not mark
any break with the STUC-organ-
ised campaigning which has
proved such a limitation to date.
The resolution’s five points were
to: seek a meeting with
Thatcher; seek talks with Leon
Brittan; await the result of the
following day’s Scottish Select
Committee meeting; continue
the fight on a political basis with
support from a wide band of
Scottish public opinion; and
reconvene a mass meeting in the
New Year.

The fact that the Gartcosh

workforce has refused to throw
in the towel and opt for volun-
tary redundancy shows their
determination to defend their
jobs. Will the campaign
required to help them keen
those jobs be built?

The latest initiatives from the
Strathclyde Steel Campaign are
only a continuation of the sorry
tactics of the past, which have
already failed in other jobs
fights.

Secret

Steel union leaders claim to
have a secret plan to keep Gart-
cosh open after the scheduled
closure date of 31 March.
Ravenscraig convenor Tommy
Brennan has refused to discuss
details, though occupation has
not been ruled out. But a fight to
save jobs is not a magician’s
trick in which the rabbit can
suddenly be pulled out of the hat
at the end of the performance.

If plans are being drawn up
f-= an occupation, well and
good. But occupying the plant
will only be part of the cam-
paign required to force the BSC
and the Tories to back down.
The campaign needs to be taken
outside of Gartcosh, not to
Tories and small businessmen,
has has been the situation to
date, but directly and specific-
ally into the labour movement
itself.

If Gartcosh is occupied, then
the crucial factor will be what
support they receive from other
steelworkers,  above all at
Ravenscraig and at Shotton. In
the final analysis, the future of
Gartcosh jobs is in the hands of
Gartcosh workers themselves
and of fellow members of the
ISTC, not the Tory dissidents,
vicars and businessmen to
whom the STUC and Labour
Party bureaucracy are presently
looking to save the plant.
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Review

One of the highlights of Christ-

| mas TV for me was Francesco

Rossi’s four-part adaptation for
Italian TV of Carlo Levi’s book
‘Christ Stopped at Eboli’.

Levi was a doctor and painter
from Turin and by all accounts a
bourgeois liberal opponent of
Fascism. When  Mussolini
launched his artack on Abyssinia
in 1935 Levi was exiled to a
remote village in the far south of
Italy. *Christ Stopped at Eboli’ is
his account of peasant life in the
forgotten world of the South —
even Christ only got as far as
Eboli,
North say the local villagers.

For this Turin intellectual the
real condition of the peasantry
comes as a shock. Trying to
scratch a living from soil which
will bear hardly a thing, and that
only after the most backbreaking
work, the peasants are resigned
to a life of graft and hard-
ship in which national politics
and political parties are beyond
their comprehension. If Levi is
an exile in their village it must
be because someone in Rome
“has it in for him’’. Political
conflict is conceived of purely in
personal terms.

Consequently, none of the
peasants belong to the Fascist
Party, while all the petty bour-
geoisie in the village do, regard-
less of their grasp of politics.

The more ambitious and
talented members of this class
have left the village for the
North or for America, and so it is
only the dull-witted and indolent
who remain. They engage in
ruthless competition for the few
positions available — mayor,
police chief, local Party leader,
etc., and their own impoverish-
ed existence is maintained at a
level slightly higher than the
peasants only by the most ruth-
less exploitation of the villagers.

Fascism

Fascism can, of course, offer
no solution to the problems
faced by the peasantry — not
even in the fight against malaria
which carries away so many of
them, let alone anything else.
Instead it offers them the

“‘glory”’ of foreign conquests —
something which does not inter-
est the peasant in the slightest.
War is something cooked up by
“those boys in Rome'’ for their

some distance to the

Christ
stopped

at Eboli

Review by lan Swindale

own glory and in which the peas-
ants are resigned to fight and
die just as they struggle and die
trying to eke out an existence in
their own villages.

In fact as Levi discovers, the
villages of the South have far
more contact with the United
States of America than they do
with the industrial cities of the
North. Many of the peasants
have travelled to Naples to take
the boat to America. They send
back money and a variety of
modern tools and implements
for their families to use on the
land.

Crash
After the 1929 Wall Street
Crash, Italian government

agents in the US persuaded
many of these peasants to return
home to their country and Levi
finds a number of these ‘' Amer-
icans’ in his village. In fact, in
most homes he found two pic-
tures hanging over the bed. One
was of the Madonna, the other,
Franklin D. Roosevelt!

Although Levi qualified as a
doctor he has never practiced.
The local doctors, however, are
quite hopeless and immediately
the villagers turn to him for
help. He is reluctant to get
involved but encouraged by his
sister, a qualified and practicing
doctor who is allowed to visit
him for a few days, he begins to
give medical treatment to the
villagers and in this way comes
into contact with everyone in the
village.

Filmed in the stark and barren
landscape of Southern Italy,
Rossi's film paints a very
sympathetic plnture of the day-
to-day life of the villagers who
despite their ignorance and
superstition, maintain  their
dignity in the face of hardship
and extend their friendship to
the outsider from the North who
is able to help them in a way that
nobody else either wishes to or
is able to.

The four-hour TV series was
edited down into a feature film
which was released in Britain a
couple of years ago and still
shows up occasionally at inde-
pendent cinemas. It’s well worth
seeing, and the book makes
interesting reading too, though
you may, like me, find it cata-
logued under ‘Italy —travel'!

-
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Watch this

Channel 4 has begun showing a three-part series on the Greek
Civil War. It is being screened on Monday nights at 10.00 pm.
There are two installments still to run. Not only, judging by
the first episode is it a relatively objective account of the
events, but it also «contains interviews with many of the parti-
cipants in the Greek Resistance Army who were forced into
exile after the Ll\l] war and have only recently been permitted

S 2

This conflict has been largely ignored by
el 4 are doing us a service by offering us
sint ourselves with this episode of

Defended
todeath?

Edward Ellis reviews
‘Defence of the Realm’,
now showing at the Odeon
Haymarket.

Strong-willed, ambitious and
none-too-scrupulous  reporter
(Gabriel Byrne) helps destroy
the career of a former Labour
Defence Minister (Ilan Bannen),
implicated in spying for the
other side, as a result of sharing
a prostitute with a KGB agent.

But there is more to the busi-
ness than meets the eye. What
is the significance of the death of
a boy attempting escape from
Borstal? What revelations were
about to be made in the House
before the scandal hit the head-
lines? Is the death of an alcohol
ic left-wing journalist (Denholm
Elliot), an old friend of the
ruined MP, an accident? How
much does the press baron (Ful-
ton McKay) really know?

The search for the answers to
these questions forms the tense
plot to David Drury’'s ‘Defence
of the Realm’. It is an absorbing
political thriller, which takes its
central character through a dis-
covery of his own integrity tow-
ards discoveries of a more
dangerous nature, that point to a
sinister government cover-up.
‘Edge of Darkness' meets ‘All
the President's Men'.

How far would the govern-
ment go, as the ads say, to
defend ‘‘national security’’?
Pretty far, the film suggests —
certainly as far as making a
terrible mess of your flat, and
probably as far as political
assassination.

In fact the film's hypotheti-
cal nuclear-age subject matter is
a vehicle for an attack on the
Official Secrets Act. “Are you in
favour of freedom of informa-
tion?’ the starch-faced bureau-
crats ask the reporter in some

disbelief. ‘Yes', he answers
beligerently.
Politically, however, ‘Defence

of the Realm’ is firmly Ponting-
esque. ‘What? All information?
Free across the counter?’ the
bureaucrats go on. ‘No, of
course not’ the newspaperman
replies. ‘Well what informa-
tion?’ ‘I don’t know...'

Therein lies the film’s political
message: 'l don’t know’.

A workers’ diary
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It is a story of ordinary people
who fall victim to a bureaucrat’s
view of national security. But
the film does not question for a
second that such a thing as
national security exists. It is
difficult to define, they story
says, and the security services
have defined it wrongly.

But the fundamental problem
is injustice. The victims of
bureaucratically-defined nation-
al security are not traitors; their
fate is therefore unfair.

Yet the reality is not merely

‘Defence of the Realm’.

that an ex-Defence Minister
wasn't secretly a Russian spy.
As a Defence Minister, he was
not only not a ‘traitor’: he was
an active creator of British
imperialist policy — in fact, in
history, for the last Labour
government, of support for the
Shah, of support for military
dictatorships in Latin America,
and so on.

The Official Secrets Act
deserves to be attacked, and as
far as it goes a liberal critique
can do some good in exposing its

Ravan Press, a South African
radical publisher, has produced
an excellent ‘Workers' Diary’
for 1986, entitled ‘Organise a
million workers in 1986!"

It is a tremendous record of
and tribute to the South African
workers' movement, for whom it
is primarily intended.

It includes ‘Red Diary’ style
entries and graphics celebrating
great events in South African
and international labour history
— from the British 1926 strike to
the formation of Solidarnosc. An
appendix provides the addresses
and phone numbers of the inde-
pendent unions, while an intro-
duction explains the main

absurdities. The problem for the
writers of ‘Defence of the
Realm’ is that so long as the
basic concepts of capitalism’s
‘national security’ are accepted,
the alternatives remain elusive.
They don't know...

It's a well-made film that pro-
vides for some good perfor.
mances and its portrayal of Fleet
Street is more convincing than is
usual. Even with a disappointing
conclusion, this is a thriller
worth going to see.

themes of the diary. *‘Workers
must build organisations that
will unite them throughout the
world, because all workers have
the same interest’’, the authors
note. And elsewhere: “‘Only a
strong, united workers’ move-
ment will free South Africa’,
applauding the foundation of
Cosatu.

“Workers of all countries
must build direct links to oppose
multinationals™’, the introduc-
tion comments.

It is a useful diary and a valu-
able brief guide to the South
African workers' movement.
£2.50 from most radical book-
shops.
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Following NUM support for the
“‘Justice for Mineworkers’’ Bill,
to be presented to Parliament by
the Campaign Group of MPs,
the National Amnesty Cam-
paign has changed its name to
the National Justice for Mine-
workers Campaign. The new
campaign will be based around
four aims.

1. Support for the NUM
resolutions to the TUC and
Labour Party conferences in
1985.

2. To raise support for the
sacked, victimised and impri-
soned miners and their families
and to raise money for the NUM
National Selidarity Fund.

-3. To publicise the *'Justice
for Mineworkers'' Bill and to
campaign for its enactment by
the next Labour government.

4. Opposition to the UDM.

Scargill, Heathfield and a
number of TUC ‘lefts’ including
Ron Todd have agreed to act as
vice-presidents, while  Billy
Etherington, President of the
Durham Mechanics is President.

This support from the NUM
leadership is crucial, since
other attempts at solidarity cam-
paigns around the sacked and
jailed miners have become isol-
ated through lack of support
from the NUM nationally.

The main drawback of the
campaign is the lack of commit-
ment to a full amnesty. Unlike
the ‘“‘Mineworkers Amnesty’’
Bill presented last year, the new
Bill speaks only of a free pardon
for those punished for acts done
in good faith for the purpose of
safeguarding jobs, living stan-
dards, services or civil liberties.

However, the final interpreta-
tion of “in good faith” will
depend on how well we build the
campaign.

The Bill will be presented to
Parliament in late February. A
lobby is planned for the day. The
Campaign will also be organis-
izng a march/rally/gig for March

The Campaign can be contac-
ted ‘through the secretary, Ed
Friedenburg, 49 Milner Square,
London N

Lambeth

court
case

The case against Lambeth’s
Labour councillors starts in
the High Court next Tuesday,
January 14.

The councillors have been
taken to court for failing to
make a rate promptly and
thus losing potential revenue
for the borough.

The councillors stand to
be surcharged, bankrupted
and disqualified from office.

A public meeting in sup-
port of the councillors will
take place in Lambeth Town
Hall on Sunday night, 12
January and there will be a
march from County Hall to
the High Court on Tuesday
morning assembling at 8.30
a.m.

It is essential that the
labour movement rallies to
the defence of councillors
who have refused to imple-
ment Tory cuts by sacking
workers and slashing ser-
vices.

Wapping showdown

In the wake of Maxwell’s victory
over the Mirror workers, a show-
down is approaching in the
Murdoch empire.

According to the Financial
times, Murdoch *‘will fly to Lon-
don later this week to take
charge of efforts to bring his
£100 million prirting plant at
Wapping, East London, into
production”’.

By Pat Longman

A new rank and file news-
paper ‘Link Up’, produced by
members of all the print unions,
points out that new technology is
not in fact all that cheap at all.
Eddie Shah himself had to lay
out £20-£30 million to set up a
300,000 circulation paper with
only 700 staff.

The unions are not against
new technology anyway. The
issue is the terms for new tech-
nology; and the bosses’ real
interest is in union-busting
rather than technology as such.

Since when have employers
been keen to put ‘their’ money
back into the industry to provide
more jobs? As for greater diver-
sity, if Robert Maxwell’s new
proposed title is any guideline,
things don't bode very well for
that idea. Maxwell’s new fitle,
aimed at competing with Eddie
Shah’s new paper, is to be made
up of sport, pin-ups and TV.

Indeed the end result, if the
owners get their way, will be a
battered and demoralised work-
force and less possibility of print

Hypocrisy on UDM

During November we had the
political ballot. The UDM
paid for shifts for their mem-
bers to sit and watch us.

This served several pur-
poses. It tried to frighten
people away from the ballot
and intimidate those who
were running the ballot.

At Ollerton and Bilsthorpe
members who went to the
table to take a ballot paper
have been reported to Berry
Hill and the Executive have

suspended them from the
union.
How can they suspend

people from ‘a union they
are not members of?

Eventually the UDM are
going to go to the Labour
Party and the TUC and ask
for recognition and affilia-
tion, despite the fact that
to date they have denied
this.

But here we have a ballot
organised by the TUC on
behalf of the Labour Party
and the leaders of the UDM
have been castigating men
for taking part in it.

The greatest harassment
though, still comes
management not allowing us
in the NUM to carry out our
duties. The Coal Board are
placing - every possible
obstacle in our way. We've
been told not to distribute
literature, not fto put up
notices. The UDM aren’t
carrying out that much har-
assment, it’s really the man-

‘agement who are doing it on

their behalf.

This has made the produc-
tion and distribution of NUM
bulletins difficult, but we are
still getting them out and the

from

He 1s prepared 10 conirout’
heavy picketing, and the plant
has been fitted with high peri-
meter fences, barbed wire and
Murdoch has

video cameras.

unilaterally broken off talks with
the print unions, and is seeking
a single-union no-strike deal
with the EETPU.

Wapping is already staffed by
labour’ recruited on short-term

ers demanding the right of reply
for those ideas and struggles
presently being stifled in the
interest of profits.

The NGA leaders are so
battered and traumatised by
their defeat at Warrington in
1983 that they dare not do any-
thing but negotiate the best
terms they can get. But those

contracts through the South-
ampton EETPU office.

The trade union movement
must not leave the print unions
in the lurch this time as it did in
the 1983 Warrington dispute.
The TUC itself should take the
responsibility of organising
mass pickets at Wapping.

terms are getting worse and
worse.

Trade unionists both in the
NGA and in other unions should
demand a trade union picket at
Murdoch’s and Shah's new
works organised preferably by
the TUC itself.

Contact: ‘Link Up’, c/o 21 St
Louis Rd., London SE27,

Paul Whetton's diary

response has been very good.
The Christmas holiday was
“a bit of a set-back for us
because up until then we
were recruiting men back to
the NUM every day. With
the Christmas break, we are
now in a position where we
are starting ‘cold again. But
I’'ve no doubt that we will
start recruiting again.

I can remember a while
back that there were moves
in the power industry to set
up a new industrial union
covering all workers in the
industry. The first people
to scream blue murder,
along with the AUEW and
TGWU were the EETPU.

Stance

So how can they take that
stance on breakaway organi-
sations in their industry and
then turn round and support
it in the mining industry by
agreeing to have talks with
the UDM.

Although the EETPU
launched a vicious campaign
to crush the breakaway in
their industry, it still exists
as an underground organis-
ation. If the EETPU are now
going to support breakaway
unions they may well find
that it rebounds on them in
their own industry,

In' my Labour Party we
have decided not to expel
UDM members from the
Party. Instead we will simply
not renew their cards.

" If the Labour Party wants
to have an investigation into

possible breaches of the rules
and constitution of the Party
in Liverpool — although I
personally don’t agree with
it — then they would do well
to remember that the Labour
Party rules and constitution
state that you cannot be a
member of the Labour Party
if you are not a member of
“a bona fide trade union.

They can’t have it both
ways. If they are going to tell
me that I’ve got to accept a
member who is outside the
constitution and rules then
I'm not accepting that and
they’d better get their inves-
tigation team together and
send it to investigate Newark.

I'd also like to know who
is paying for that investiga-
tion in Liverpool. I'm sick
and tired of financial appeals
and claims of near bankrupt-
cy, etc., and then they spend
money on an investigation
into Liverpool, while at the
same time allowing the rules
to be ignored in areas where
the UDM has got members.

We've done a lot of fund-
raising during the Christmas
period in our area. We have
sipported the Silentnight
strikers and we raised over
£2000 for sacked miners at
one cvenl we put on.

Now with a1 new year
ahead, I think that the Exec-
utive have got to tell the Coal
Board that they have had
enough of sitting across the
table with them when they
won’t even recognise NUM
memdbers in the Notts Area.

By Michele Carlisle

The conference of the Nat-
ional Union of Students in
December was a success for
the left in Labour Students.
Socialist Students in NOLS
(SSIN) emerged as the main
left opposition in the national
union.

As a result of campaigning
by SSIN, NUS is now com-
mitted to a serious anti-cuts
campaign and to a campaign
raround YTS trainees, despite
opposition from the so-called
‘Democratic Left’ — the maj-
ority of NOLS, who control
the NUS Executive.

Though SSIN’s proposals
for action around YTS were
passed, more general, ideolo-
gical motions were defeated.
These recognised that unem-
ployment is endemic in capit-
alist societies; that nationalist
solutions — like import con-
trols — are no real solution;
and called for NUS to sup-
port all workers in struggle.

Lurch

But the call for a Labour

vote was ~overwhelmingly
defeated — which ¢ 15 a bit
odd given the poligies passed
were in general similar to
those of the Labour Party.

In the South Africa debate
SSIN argued for solidarity
with all forces fighting apar-
theid and that NUS should
respond to South African
unions’ calls for direct links
while the sectarian National
Executive argued that only
the ANC should be suppor-
ted.

In the days before the.
debate it became clear that
the South Africa debate was
going to be very heated. And
true to form, Democratic
Left supporter Jim Ward
from Sheffield University did
denounce SSIN as counter-
revolutionaries.

But it was  diffi-
cult to make that charge stick
as two of the movers had seen
their  fathers killed by
the apartheid state and they
themselves had been active in
solidarity work for years.
Conference agreed that this
was a disgusting slur and
backed our challenge to the
chair after he had ruled that
this abuse was quite in order.

Unfortunately the SWP,
summing up the debate on
the amendment, gave a sectar-
ian speech that played into
the hands of the executive.

Elaine Heffernan
denounced Phil Woolas, the
President, and by implication
everyone else who weren’t
sure if they agreed with us or
not as ‘“‘non-revolutionaries”.
This was really stupid as most
of them never thought they
were in the first place.

It implied that
only revolutionaries could
support the trade unions and
the black consciousness
movement. We lost by 63,000
votes which is the equivalent
of about 70 delegates

The SWP put their own
interests — screeching their
‘revolutionary credentials’
and perhaps recruiting one or
two people — above winning
that debate.

Later on that night we dis-
covered that the delegate
from Sheffield who had den-
ounced us had difficulty in
recalling who Steve Biko was
and did not even known the
name of the Black Conscious-
ness ‘National Forum® let
alone anything about it.

The final debate was per-
haps the most important in
internal NUS terms. NUS is a
federation and lucal colleges
join up to form Arzas. These
are self-governing; they set

NUS conference

their own fees and constitmt-
ions and make their :

It was Manc f
Tyne Tees Areas which orga
ised the October 10th lobbsy
of Tory Party ¢
which was at least
the size of the official
march in November

Areas are the key to dew
eloping : Further Edv
unions as local umniv
and polytechnics can -
time and resources to that
work.

The Democratic Left tried
to centralise Areas. “Political
autonomy” they said, “‘was
not useful”! Neither did they
think it was too good that
areas could levy their own
fees. Instead they wanted the
Executive to dish out money
to target areas for develop-
ment. Even some of the Dem-
ocratic Left’s own supporters

‘were a little shame-faced at

this blatant attempt to
impoverish the opposition.
Our ' position was passed.
We argued that bureaucratic
manoeuvres were not a substi-
tute for the political wil

1d areas; that a central 't

fund created and
administered through a joint
committee of the Executive

and Area convenors and that
political autonomy was not
only useful but essential.

Since = Conference the
Executive have met and ruled
that Joint Committee ‘uncon-
stitutional’.

NUS has magnificently
failed to build a united anti-
cuts campaign. The leadership
see NUS as a lobbying

pressure group. Consequently
organising real resistance, on
the ground, doesn’t feature in
their thinking.

We argued for a nationally
co-ordinated campaign
demanding that colleges
refuse to pass on cuts. Focus-
ing on budget meetings the
National Executive should
help student unions to draw
up campaigning agreements
and demands with the
campus trade unions.

The joint campaign leading
up to the budget would con-
tinue afterwards either to
hold the management to it or
to prevent cuts being made if
a cuts budget is passed.
Obviously we also argued that
fighting education cuts has to
be linked in with local
authority fights against rate
capping.

This term SSIN will be
arguing for this to be a prior-
ity campaign, along with the
fight against Fowler’s planned
reduction in benefits and the
Government’s intention to
centrally control teacher
training.

SSIN’s fringe meeting at
conference was successful —
over 100 turned up to discuss
South Africa with speakers
from the Azania Liberation
Support Committee.

At the AFA meeting over
80 people came to hear Chris
Smith and ‘Sparrow’ from
Manchester Poly and Michele
Carlisle from PCL and a large
number ot those agreed to be
part of the AFA network.

SSIN consolidated its posi-
tion as the only coherent left
opposition to the Democratic
Left and came away confi-
dent for the new term and
the Easter conference.
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Rome and Vienna

Terror bred
by injustice

The attack by Palestinians on
Rome and Vienna airports in
which 15 civilians died and

over a hundred were injured
is an act which must be con-
demned by all socialists. El Al

" Now Protestants are marching

1969 was the year Northern Ire-

land began to take the shape we
now know it by, the year
when the 49 year old Northern
Ireland Protestant state fell
apart under the blows of the
massively alienated Catholic one
third of its population.

It looks very likely that 1986
will be the year in which North-
ern Ireland is again radically re-
shaped — this time by the
massive alienation of its Protest-
ant  majority, who are
actively hostile to the Anglo-
Irish agreement.

1986 may be the Protestants’
1969. The Protestant riot outside
the headquarters of the inter-
government commission’s sect-
etariat at the end of the Young
Unionist protest march is a sign
of things to come.

The Anglo-Irish agreement is
now in full operation. The inter-
governmental conference has
met more than once and it has
passed its first test on the Cath-
olic side — the INLA hunger
strike — handsomely.

Three of the 27 men convicted
and sentenced to from five years
to life in December on the uncor-
roborated evidence of the
informer Kirkpatrick went on
hunger strike in protest at the
system of convicting people in
no-jury courts on the mere say-
so of informers who gain a
personal advantage out of turn-
ing state evidence.

Critics of the South’s involve-
ment had predicted that in such
a situation the Dublin govern-
ment would have responsibility
without power and could not
even criticise the Northern

administration any longer.

In fact Peter Barry, the Irish
minister in the inter-governmen-
tal body, publicly criticised the
‘supergrass’ system and the
Southern government is publicly
pressing to have the one-judge-
and-no-jury system replaced by
a three-judges-and-no-jury sys-
tem. Constitutional nationalist
leader John Hume publicly
supported the hunger strikers.

The result is that the hunger
strike was called off on 6 Janu-
ary, seemingly because the
prisoners will be allowed a quick
appeal.

Initial

Things have been going well
for the deal in 26 Counties poli-
tics too. The initial stark hostility
of Charles J Haughey — which
‘created the threat that Fianna
‘Fail would repudiate the deal if
lit won the election due within
two years — has been modified
under pressure from within
Fianna Fail and it now seems
that a Haughey government will
seek to renegotiate rather than
repudiate the deal.

More than that, the Anglo-
Irish deal has helped split Fian-
na Fail. A new party, the Pro-
gressive Democrats, has been
set up by two former Fianna
Fail TDs (MPs), Desmond
0’Malley and Mary Harney, the
latter expelled from Fianna
Fail for voting for the Anglo-
Irish deal.

The new party is economically
right-wing but liberal on social
questions like divorce. K the
Progressive Democrats take

even a few seats in the next elec-
tion, it may rule out a Fianna
Fail government then.

A poll in December showed
that 64% in the South supported
the deal, and only about 10%
opposed it.

But on the Protestant side
everything has gone hadly for
the deal. Scarcely any Unicnist
voices have been raised in sup-
port of it.

The 15 Unionist Westminster
MPs have resigned and will
fight a January ‘referendum’
election in which there is sure to
be a very big majority backing
their ~stand against the
agreement.

The Protestant paramilitary
groups are recruiting and
reorganising. In the Belfast
shipyards open recruiting to the
UDA is taking place.

When Thatcher ignores the
vote in the ‘referendum’ — as
she surely will — the next step
for the Unionists will probably
be the organisation of civil dis-
obedience patterned on the
Catholic resistance of the early
"70s, when rent and rates and
gas and electricity payments
were withheld.

Meanwhile the IRA says that
any concessions won by the con-
stitutional nationalists have
been won by IRA guns and
bombs. But they insist that the
decisive importance of the deal
is in the 26 Counties’ recognition
of the Six Counties and of Brit-
ain’s right to be there so long as
the majority want Britain there.
So the IRA's war will continue.

But the South has long recog-
nised Partition and committed

The Loyalists are on the warpath

itself to wait for a majority
in the Six Counties before a
united Ireland will be possible.

What is new in Northern Ire-
land in 1986 is the full-scale
southern involvement as Brit-
ain's partner in running the Six
Counties on every ievel —
social, economic, military and
police. Britain formally retains
the sovereignty but is bound
by legally actionable internat-
ional treaty to share the over-
lordship of the Six Counties with
the Dublin government.

It is too soon to know whether
the involvement of the South
will undermine support for the
IRA among Northern Catholics.
The signs are however that there
is a lot of Catholic support for

the deal, a support reflected in
the enthusiastic support of the
more green-nationalist wing of
John Hume’s SDLP for the
deal.

But there are twice as many
Protestants as Catholics in the
Six Counties — and most of
them are now very hostile to
the British government which
they believe has betrayed them.

Even comparatively balanced
Official Unionist MP Harold
McCusker talked in the House-of
Commons about protesters now
having the right to resist the
British Army,

Whether they will or not — or
rather how many of them will —
that is the most important ques-
tion for Ireland in 1986.

Fund drive: one third of the way there

£15,000

Published by S;aint Organiser, PO Bo

THIS WEEK the first fruits of
one of our new purchases of
equipment appear — a reprint of
our ‘Where We Stand’ pam-
phlet, and the main print run of
the new ‘Workers' Liberty’
magazine; ‘Under Whose Flag?’

Both have been printed on our
new A3 printing press, and more
magazines and pamphlets will
follow in the next few weeks.

Meanwhile work on our new
offices in Peckham is slightly
behind schedule, but we should
be installed by the end of the
month.

All this means heavy expendi-
ture, and a quick start to fund-
raising in the New Year is
essential. Some local groups
have jumble sales, sponsored
events, etc., planned, and

tickets for a national Socialist
Organiser raffle will be going
out this week.

Thanks for donations receiv-
ed to:
Basingstoke readers: £5.47.
Cardiff: Martin Barclay £40.
Coventry: Jean Lane £10.
Durham: Gary Scott £17.80.
Glasgow readers £132; Bob Dun-
can £10, Gordon McNeil £10,
Zamra Kootchaki £3, Richard
Gamble £2, Gordon Brewer £2.
Manchester: Sally Page £15,
Sarah Cotterill £30, Pete Keen-
lyside £40, drinks levy £17.02,
Nigel Bodman £50, Paul Wool-
ley £30, Tony Dale £60, Carol
Hobbs £20, from sale of Christ-
mas cards £20.
Merseyside: Tracy Williams
sponsored swim £70.50, Lol
Duffy £100, Pete Cashman £90,
Tracy Williams £15, Debbie Wil-
liams £100.
Nottingham: Dave Gore £50,
Liam Conway £50, Ali Asgar
£22, Tim Cooper £55.75, readers
£10.95, Rosie Sibley £25, Simon
Lawlor £27.50, Andrew Garms
£10, David Fox £10, Helen Rig-
by £15, flea market £17.91,
social £30.64.
Sheffield: drinks levy £15.95,
John Cunningham £5, sale of
homebrew £5, Karen Wadding-
ton £7.45, social £12.75, Rob
Dawber £12.95.
Stoke North: raffle £60.10, Ar-
thur Bough £20, collection at
meeting £10, readers £9.90.
York: Cathy Nugent £5.

East London readers £24.30,
jumble sale £38, Newham
reader £10, Terry Connolly £25.
North London readers £9.80,
Sue Himmelweit and Simon
Mohun £25, Linda Moulsdale
and Jon Gorvett £87, Martin
Thomas £57.

South London: Cheung Siu Ming

£90, Cate Murphy £30, Mark Os-
borne £16, Tim Anderson £5,
South London reader £50.

South West London reader £10,
Annie Pike £10.

Tunbridge Wells supporters
£18, lan Hollingworth £10.50,
];50131 Hibbert £10, Tim Thomas

- “‘harbouring

check-in desks are not ‘legiti-
mate targets’ for PalEtinidns
struggling against Israel.

But the crime here was com-
pounded by the fact that in the
end the Palestinians fired their
guns indiscriminately around
the airport lounge.

What has the attack achieved?
It will have sickened people all
around the world, many of
whom are not unsympathetic to
the Palestinian cause.

It will almost certainly result
in retaliatory measures either by
the United States or Israel or
both, in which more innocent
people will lose their lives.

It will create a political climate
in which the United States
government in particular will
feel freer to step up its mili-
tary intervention against coun-
tries it regards as hostile or as
terrorists’’. (Israel
has always felt free to do so).

And it will have done abso-
lutely nothing to bring the con-
flict in the Middle East any near-
er to a solution.

Qur condemnation of this
attack however has nothing in
common with the hypocritical
outrage of capitalist govern-
ments in Europe and North
America. It may have been
Palestinians whose fingers
pulled the pins from the gren-
ades and squeezed the triggers
of the automatic guns, but the
fundamental responsibility for
the deaths and injuries they
inflicted lies elsewhere and in
particular with the very govern-
ments who today are denounc-
ing in such strident tones the
PLO and those Arab govern-
ments which support the Pales-
tinian cause.

No future

Young Palestinians are grow-
ing up in refugee camps where
they have no future — no jobs,
no land, even their very national
identity denied them. Here they -
grow to hate those who by their
indifference to the plight of the
Palestinian people condemn
future generations to the same
uncertain future.

Is it any wonder then that
Palestinian guerillas are so will-
ing to embrace almost certain
death in what are essentially
futile and deadly acts of frustra-
tion by those who do not have
the power to solve the problem
against those countries which
they see as perpetuating the
injustice suffered by the Pales-
tinian people.

No amount of talk about air-
port security, no amount of air
raid by Israel of by the US into
neighbouring Arab countries
will prevent other terrible acts
like those that happened at
Rome and Vienna.

Solution

Militarily, Israel is all power-
ful. Neither the Palestinians nor
all the Arab countries together
can impose a military solution fo
the Palestinian question on
Israel. In that situation each
generation of Palestinian youth
will produce those who, unwill-
ing to accept injustice but
unable to end it, will strike
blindly at Israeli and US targets.

Only when the rights of the
Palestinians are recognised and
incorporated into a settlement in
the Middle East can we expect
an end to armed attacks by
Palestinian organisations of the
kind we witnessed in Rome and
Vienna.

Until that happens the blood
that will be shed is as much the
responsibility of the US, Israel
and the European governments
as the young Palestinians who
actually pull the trigger.
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