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JAMES CALLAGHAN is keep-

a firm grip on the contents
Lbour's manifesto, making
sure it contains as little as
possible in the way of pro-
mises which could embarrass
him later. As far as the debate
between Labour and Tory lead-
ers goes, the election cam-
paign will just be a quarrel
about who is the best con-

servative.
@6

Under that quarrel there are
more serious issues. If the
toriesd are elected, they will
step up attacks on the work-
ing class, takin advantage in
every sphere of the reaction-
ary work of the Labour Gov-
ernment.

The Labour and trade union
leaders will organise some
fightback — but always too

IN THE current issue of the
American magazine News-
week, printed just before the
disaster at the Three Mile
Island nuclear plant in Penn.
sylvania, a columnist quotes

e Edison Electric Institute: .

““The risks of calamities re-
main hypothetical... ‘Even
if the fuel could melt through
the bottom of the reactor, the
massive concrete-and-steel
reinforced containment build-
ing, and the foundation, it
would be about 50 feet under-
ground... The net public-
ufety outooq:e: zero deaths,
zero injuries’”’ |

By the time the magazines
reached the newsagents, US
authorities were having to face
the possibility of evacuating
half a million people because
of one of those ‘hypothetical’
‘zero-risk’ calamities.

The world’s worst civilian
nuclear accident, last Wednes-
day morning, was the result
of technical failures and

errors which led to the fractur-
ing of up to a quarter of the
fuel rods and the release of

j radiation into the atmosphere.

steel reactor

that there is no protection ag-

ainst the spread of massive

amounts of

It would make the whole area
, for 50 or 60 miles round the

station a death trap.

little and too late. The battle
for socialist policies will have
to be kept up if the Tories are
to be resisted effectiwely.
If Labour wins, then Call-
aghan promises ‘more of the
same’. But the labour move-
ment’s patience with ‘more of
the same’ is rapidly running
out. If we can continue the
fight to call the Labour lead-
ers to account and to demand a
break with the bankers and
the bosses, then the Labour
leaders will have to concede,
or face Erowing militant oppos-
ition. The ground will be clear-
ed for a fight for a new lead-
ership in the labour movement

The fight needs to be waged
on three fronts: with the lab-
our movement, against the

“Tories; with the rank and file

of the labour movement, ag-
ainst Callaghan; and within
the rank and file of the labour
movement, for socialist

policies.

The disaster th

It is said that at least two
Pumping stations failed sim-
ultaneously, an emergency
valve was stuck open allow-
ing radioactive fluids to pour
out of the reactor, and an oper-
ator switched off the emerg-
ency core cooling system caus-
ing the fuel to overheat and
fracture. 12,000 gallons of
contaminated water were
pumped out of the protected
environment of the reactor
housing into an auxiliary build-
ing, from which the radio-
active iases escaped into the
atmosphere.

Even if nothing further goes
wrong, it will still be some
days before we can be sure
that the ultimate disaster of a
core ‘meltdown’ will be avoid-
ed. In a ‘meltdown’, the core
of the nuclear reactor melts
and burns its way through the
bottom of the concrete and

container, so

radioactivity.

THE SOCIALIST Campaign
for a Labour Victory was set
up last year, uniting militants
round a platform including
support for pay struggles, a
shorter working week, sweep-
Ing nationalisations, troops out
of Ireland, women'’s rights,
and an end to immigration
controls. Its slogans are:
Vote Labour, condemn the
Government’s record, prepare
the rightback.

For the election campaign,
the SCLV is producing:

* Posters: ‘Vote Labour/
Boot out Callaghan's Tory
policies’. Five for 20p, 30 for
£1; add 20% for p&p.

* Leaflets on six issues —
profits and jobs, wages and
unions, racism, Ireland, wo-
men’s rights, housing. £5

The chief concern of the US

government and the nuclear
power
compnay has not been to take
safety measures, but to pre-
tend that everything is all right
and to avoid any public react-
ion which could hinder nuclear
power development. It was

revealed on Saturday that

station’s operating

The stricken Three Mie Island lam‘: unforeseen dangers

per thousand. A broadsheet
mcluding the text of all six
leaflets is also available: just
send a 9p stamp.

% Expanded versions of the

leaflets In the form of penny
pamphlets. They are designed
as back-up material for can-
vassers, and need not be
included in election expenses
as they are for sale. £4 for 500;
£7.50 for 1000.

* A special issue of the
SCLV paper Socialist Organis-
er will be published on April
14th in the form of an eight
page election broadsheet. 10p
a copy; bundles of 10 for 75p
post free; 100 for £5.

Send all orders to SCLV,
5 Stamford Hill, London N16.
Cheques to ‘Socialist Cam-
paign for a Labour Victory’.

ey said couldn

by PETE FIRMIN

there had been a slight chemi-
cal explosion at the plant eight
hours after the first radiation
leak was detected. This fact
was not passed on to the Fed-
eral authorities until more than
48 hours after the accident.
Three hours elapsed after
the original failure before it
was  realised there was an

official
Indicate strong support for
this-action.

emergency, and
at the plant did not realise

that the fuel rods had fract -
ured until high level of radia-

tion were detected in the dome
above

authorities have
dictory on such matters a8
whether the escape of radio-
active xenon gas was ‘controll-
ed’ or not, and whether the
fission [nuclear reaction ] with-
in the core had
completely.

THE NATIONAL one day
stoppage by civil service
workers on April 2nd was a
major blow to this Labour
Government, yet at the same
time it did not satisfy the mil-
itancy of the rank and file
over their pay claim.

Until the last minute the
press were harping on about
the open split in the civil
service trade unions which
had been organised by mini-
ster Roy Hattersley and loyal
TUC hack Bill McClore of
the IPCS (a top-grade civil
servants’ union).

The split was round a man-
Otuvre to get five of the
smaller unions to agree to a
deal of 9% now, with half the

other half in March 1980.
But the manoeuvre is re-
bounding on the Gov-
ernment. |

After the April 2nd mass
walk-out;, DHSS offices in
North and East London start-
ed. .. a two-day  unofficial
strike. The Livingstone (Scot-
land) Department of Employ-
ment computer centre s
coming out for

pleadings from Len Lever,
president of the¢ main civil
service  workers’ '
CPSA, and Ian Bancroft,
head of the Civil Service.
This  computer centre
controls regular pPayments to
claimants and unemployed
in Scotland and Northern
England. Action is also being
taken on the Newcastle
Department of Health and
Social Security contributory
benefits computer.

Mass meetings in London
and Newcastle (despite att-
empts to bureaucratical]y
stifle  debate by quickly
closing these meetings) saw
strong rank and file calls for
all out action to win the
dispute  quickly. Reports
from many of the selective
strike centres, contradicting
union propaganda,

~will mean

remainder in August and the

Civil Service:
ALL OUT TO WIN!|

Leading full-time officials
of the CPSA and the SCPS
(the other main union in-
volved) will be making every
effort to regain contro]. This

fixing a dea] as
Soon as possible with the
Government (maybe improv-
ing the timing of the staged
payments), posing ‘left’
by promising to walk out of
the Whitley Council negot-
lating system, and, most
importantly, working as hard
as they can to crush and
isolate the unofficia] action.

By Tuesday 3rd, with un-
employment benefit offices
in the North of England and
Scotland shut by strike act-
ion, CPSA and SCPS full-
time officials launched an
open attack in the Scottish

pPréss on ' the unofficial
action,

The CPSA right wing, led
by vice-president Kate Los-
inska and backed by general
Secretary Ken Thomas, tried
to get last Friday’s offer put
to a membership ballot, with
a National Executive recom-
mendation to reject. The pro-
ject was to rely on press
propaganda, Labour loyal-
iIsm, and many members’
feeling of not being involved
In the action to see the offer
accepted. i

The National Executive,
meeting on April Fool’s
Day, defeated this by 18
votes to four, and then voted
17-4 to tell the members that

- they had rejected the offer.

No-one dared to actually vote

for the offer.

- The. right wing will oby-
lously organise again. The

National Executive refused
to call for all-out action. That
is, however, what iS now
needed if we are to win the
claim in full, defeat the Gov-
crnment, and protect the
members
Mmass suspensions for refus-
Ing to scab on the unofficial
strike at Livingstone.

threatened with

STEPHEN CORBISHLEY
CPSA_ British Libr:

The NF Nazis are planning a big national
demonstration as the centrepiece of their
election campaign. Details are not known
yet: but starting organising for the
counter-demonstration NOW!

STOP THE NATIONAL FRONT!

the reaction.
Worse, statements from the
been contra-

stopped

As usual, the trmh about

nuclear power risks is obscur-
ed, not only by lack of concern
but by deliberate suppression.
In 19; '

Karen Silkwood, a union activ-
ist at a plutonium plant. Silk-
wood died in a mysterious car
crash while on
8ee a union official and a news-
paper reporter about safety
violations at the plant. It has
come out since

Silkwood was taking to the
meeting were stolen from the
crashed car by her employers
— with the cooperation of the
police, who were already help-

4 there was the cage of

her way to

that documents

ing the employers to tap Silk-
wood’s flat.

People in the area have been

told there is nothing to WOrry
about, but cattle are being
kept in cowsheds and fed only
with ready-made foods, and
pregnant women and children
under five had been evacuat.

Latest reports say that

Strontium-90, one of the most
lethal radioactive substances,
is now
atmosphere,

being released into the

The accident came at a time

when the nuclear industry in
the USA

tion of safety regulations in
order to speed up the buildin
of further plants. In Britain
safety regulations are less
strict than in America, and
the Three Mile Island plant is
& pressurised water reactor,
the type favoured by the Brit-
ish nuclear industry.

was seeking a relaxa-

Now, BEFORE we have a

similar disaster, is the time to
insist on a trade union inquiry
into the safety of the industry
in Britain, and the full release .
of information on the running

of the plants in this country.
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- lie to Carter’s

“AIREY NEAVE escaped
from Colditz during World

War 2. He was alsoapoh.

tician responsible for trying
*‘to keep Northern jireland as a

Colditz‘ for its Nationalist
population, with a number of

special Colditzes like Castle-

reagh and H-Block at Long

Kesh

If Neave had killed a Ger-
man commander at Colditz,

~ that would be scored to his
credit in the obituaries, like

his activity in securing veng-

“eance on German war com-

manders at the Nurem-

berg

the killing
Friday, March 30th) was
like the killing of a Colditz
commander.

~ For fifty years after parti-
tion, Northern Ireland was

‘run as a heavily-policed

‘Protestant state for a Prot-
estant people’. When the
Catholic population came out
on the streets for the most
elementary civil rights,they

were battered and bludgeon-

ed by the sectarian police
of the sectarian state.

Since then, massive Brit-
ish armed force has been
poured into Northern Ire-
land to stifle the nationalist
revolt. ‘Police-state laws

US
MUSCLES
IN ON

THE

THE "UNITED STATES HAS

- ster up its backing for the

North Yemeni regime in its

_war with the Peoples Demo- | -

cratic Repubhc of (South)
Yemen.

Several US warsh1 s have
been sent to the area, includ-
i the au'craft carrier

nstellation'’. Three of
these ships have called in at

- Djibouti in the Horn of Africa,
just across the straits from

Aden, ({(the capital of the
PDRY).

US President Carter has

“announced plans to send an
additional 300 million dollars

worth of arms, including 12
fighter aircraft. A jumbo jet
containing sophisticated spy-
ing equipment is flying in
Saudi Arabian airspace near
the PDRY border and supply-
ing North Yemen with infor-
mat.lon on troop and air move-
ments in the South. -

For five months there has

{ been a state of war between
North and South Yemen'’s

overnments On February 24,
the sporadic fi htg:&l flared up .
into a full con-
flict. While the speclﬁc origins

| | of the conflict are obscure, its

international implications are

| clear

The PDRY ‘is linked to the
Soviet Union and has been a
staging post: for Soviet activit
in the Horn of Africa. Nortl
Yemen . is backed by Saudi

| Arabla and the US.

We must oppose the US
intervention, which gives the
rattle about
‘Peace in the Middle East’.

Excuses about Russian,
Cuban or East German ad-
visors in the area are ridi-

culous. The US and other
western governments have
several tnnes as many

adwsors in the area them-
selves. Indeed until recentl
the area was crawling wit
pro-imperialist. Iranian troops
who had taken up the role
the British used to la

The message to_ the.US is
clear: ‘‘Hands off Yemen!”’
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trials. For the Irish
- people fighting for freedom,
of Neave (last

Airey Neave: tyranny ’s
warrior.

up anyone they want; tort-
ure in interrogation centres;
no-jury special courts where

a 92% conviction rate is
obtained on thé basis of
confessions extracted in the
interrogation centres; merci-
less brutality against prison-

ers demandlng polltlcal
status — that is the reality
of the British
occupation.

Neave backed this system

. of repression, and was ready

to administer it if the Tones

‘'won the election. He was also

responsible for the Tories’

policy of trying to renew

their links with the react-

ionary Orange bigots of

the Unionist parties. He was
tyranny’s warrior. |
There has been almost no
reaction in Britain to the re-
pression in Ireland. A few
demonstrations, a few voices

raised on the left of the lab-

our movement — apart
from that, Airey Neave and
Roy Mason got general
approval for their fight to
suppress the Irish rebels.

Damaged cars were left in the Paris streets for days after-
wards — just to help plug the line that union mdu'ancy
means violence and destruction. '

CLAMPDOWN
IN FRANCE

AFTER THE bi
workers’ mar

French steel-
in Paris on
‘March 23rd, President Giscard

d‘Estaing has clamped down
on demonstrations.

On March 29th he announc-
ed that he had ‘‘asked the
Minister of the Interior to
give local administrators the
necessary instructions to
refuse in future to authorise
demonstrations in town cen-
tres, whenever there are not
absolute guarantees of se-
curity’’.

Under French law, demon-
strations do not in fact need
authorisation. But they can
be banned under a 1935 law
similar to the British Public
Order Act. [Like the Public
Order Act, that 1935 law was
brought in on the pretext of
dealmg with the fascists, and
has since been used mamly
against the left].

The excuse for this clamp-
down was given by an out-
break of violence at the end of
the steelworkers’ march.
At least 100 demonstirators
needed hospital treatment,
160 policemen were injured,
54 sho and banks suffered
broken wmdows and several
CArs were smashed up.

According to all accounts,
the violence was started not by
steelworkers but by ‘autonom-

~ gtrations. This time __

" ists’. The CGT union federa-

tion, which organised the
steelworkers’ march, claims
that the police authontles

were part-responslble for the
violence.

The ‘autonomists’, a semi-
political group who believe
they can advance the revolt
of the outcasts of society by
spectacular violence, have
been seen before — smashing

shops,
attackmg left wihg demon-
accord-
ing to the main policemen’s

- union, whose account tallies

with the CGT’'s — ‘'despite a
thousand policemen, a ‘mob’
of 200 was able to act with
impunity for an hour and a
half’’. The police command-
ers dehberately allowed chaos
to develop.

At one point, the CGT stew-
ards grabbed a man hurling
stones — only to find that he
was carrying a police identity
card!

The controversy about the
violence has now overshadow-
ed the original demonstration
— nearly 100,000 strong. But
the steelworkers fight against
the Government’s threat to
cut 20,000 jobs continues. And
Glsc,ard s attempted clamp-
down won'’t stop it.

. Irish
nuhtary )

From the viewpoint of the
struggle,
sentence carried out on Airey

Neave was a blow against

this monstrous imperialist
complacency — an act of
rough justice.

To be sure, Marxists active
in the Irish struggle would
focus their efforts on organis-
ing and mobilising the Irish
workers, not on striking
down individual leaders of
British tyranny. But as be-
tween the prisoners of the
Northern Ireland Colditz,
fighting for liberation, and
Airey Neave, the would-be
supremo for British imperial-
ist ruling-class repression,
our sympathies are with the
Irish.

The wretched,
Morning Star condemned the

the death

cowardly:

The British ruling class’s Irish war rebo'unds on them

killing, reaching for its

strongest words: ‘brutal’,
‘ba_rbaric “‘madness’.  For
them, it is all right for the

.’Brmsh Army to be in Ireland

... but ‘barbaric’ for Irish
nationalist fighters to strike
down members of the British
ruling class in Britain.

The Morning Star said the
killing would ‘‘strengthen
the hand of every right
wing reactionary But the
right wing reactlonanes al-
ready are strong! The hopes
of the Irish people do not
depend on. observing ‘good

behaviour’ so that the British
ruling class will be more
lenient, but on hitting the
British ruling class so hard
that it has to give up its
grip on Ireland. The Morning
Star ranges itself on the
wrong side in that struggle.
To add our weight on the
right side in theé struggle,
we must step up our cam-

- paign for political status for

Irish prisoners, for troops -
out now, for support to the
struggle for Irish self-deter-
mination, and for a united

- and independent Ireland.
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IN JANUARY 1978, 24 Kurds -

‘were tried by an Iraqi military
court. The first seven ‘were

| | executed some weeks ago, and
-,nowtheotherl?aredead o
This is the latest ‘reported

atrocity in the feroclous wave
of terror sweeping Iraq. The

‘terror ls directed mainly ‘at

“two : the Kurds in the
North and the Communist
Party — although until last
month the CP was in the gov-
erning coalition, the -
gressive National Front.

~ Over 10,000 people have
arrested in - recent
months, and many have been
tortufed. Dozens of people
have been executed. Over
160,000 Kurds were evicted
from their homes in late 1978

in a drive to ‘Arabise’ Iragi

Kurdistan.

The coalition between the
dominant Ba’ath p and the
{ Iragi CP reflec Iraq’s
continued dependenee on the
USSR. But the unity was not
a unity of equals: the CP had
to pledge not to organise with-
in the police or the armed
forces. Anybody organising
cells in the armed forces,
other than the Ba’ath, would
face the death pénalty.

Whether the CP did organ-
ise cells or not is difficult to
say. In any case the first ex-
ecutions of Commumst Party

.

BEFORE THE votes of Iran’s
referendum on 30th March

 had even been counted, Aya-

tollah Khomeiny announced
“Islamic Republic’
had been unanimously ap-
proved. :

The methods of the refer-
endum were little more demo-
cratic than Khomeiny's an-
nouncement. The question was
‘Islamm Republic or mon-
. leaving no opportun-
ity for people to say t at they
oppased the Shah but also
wanted a Repubhc different

from Khomeiny’s. There was’
‘no secret ballot, and little in

the way of precautions against

: ‘multiple voting.

But the certain victory of the
‘Islamic Republic’ in the refer-
endum will not mean that Kho-
meiny and Bazargan are
secure in power. The influent-
ial Fedayeen movement boy-

members for subverting the
armed :forces took place in
Ma‘lm

m that time on, Iraq was

rife with rumours about a

Soviet plot. The overthrow of
the ro—western government
in Af hanistan by a pro-

Soviet group mtenslﬁed those
_rumours. «

'As the wave of mpression
mounted the CP remained
.loyal to the government,
talnn its servility to suicidal
len . Moscow responded to
the repression with only the
mildest criticisms: ‘‘The
‘National Progressive Front is
one of the most important rev-
olutionary acquisitions of
the Iraqi people’’, said Pravda.
It then expressed mild dissat-

isfaction with the course of
» goverament policy

The CP is also charged by
the Ba’ath with having react-

lonary pohc:es on the Palest-.

inian question and on the
question of Ethiopia and Eri-
trea. True, the Iraqi CP, in
line with Soviet foreign policy,
supports Ethiopia against the

Eritrean and West Sornah.

struggles for self-determina-
tion. And it supports UN Reso-
lution 242, which calls on Is-

rael to return to its pre- -1967 -
borders and recognises its

right to the land stolen from
the Palestlmans before 1967.

But .]] this was kn *hen o I S

the Front was formed! And
vmgpoliﬂcsdonot]uﬂfy

_bloody

repression.
The unofficial Baitish ag-
entsforthelraqntortnrers,

lutionary Party, see the M‘ B

regime as a great bulwark ag-

- ainst imperialism and against

a sell-out of the Palestinilns

‘They are also great snpport-. o

ers of Khomeiny in Iran.-
In fact the Iraqgi re

regime
[like the Syrians, with whom

they are arranging a merger]
is trying desperately to in-
crease its contacts with the
west, and to find an arms
su plier other than the USSR.
If selling out the Palestinians
is the price for this - new

arrangement, the lra&
will be happy to e price,
like Syria in Lebanon. When

the Shah demanded that Iraq
expel Khomeiny, the Ba’ath-
ists complied .
Whatever the record - of the | .
Iraqi CP, solidarity with their

" members agamst the Ba’ath-

ist repression is an elementary
socialist duty. And solidarity
with the Kurds of Iraq in their

‘struggle against represeion. 3

should be combined with so
darity for the general struggile |
of the Kurdish people for:

self-determination.

IRAN: THE KURDS SAY ‘NO’

cotted the referendum, and
the left-Muslim Mujahedeen
also criticised the way it was

organised.
In Iranian

Kurdistan (in
the north west), up to 90 %
of the population refused to

JAMES DAVIES

- vote. The Kurds are demand-_

ing an autonomous Kurdistan |

within a democratic Iran.
Hostlhty to the Tehran re
is also strong among the Turk-

people of north-east

DELEGATION TO IRAN

900 PEOPLE  attended the

founding conference of ~the
Campaign for Solidarity with
Iran last weekend (March
31st). The- Campaign will
continue thework of the old

Committee Against Repress-

ion in Iran, basing itself on

four demands
Imperialist hands off Iran

O Sohdant with the

struggle of the workers and
oppressed masees Of Tran

V4

- Solidarity with the
le of Iraman women for
1beration
Solidarity with the
struggle of the oppressed .
nationalities of Iran for their
right to self determination.
The campaign is to organise
a labour movement delegation
to Iran, and a s akmg tour
in Bntam by an Iranian work-

strug
thelr

 ers’ strike leader may also be

arranged.
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Edge Hill’s new Liberal MP,
David Alton.

| IN THE Edge Hill by-election a

Labour me?ljority of over 6,000
d into a Liberal maj-
ority of over 8,000. Labour’'s

L share of the vote dropped from
152% to 23%. )

- The Liberals had no real sol-

utions. But with the regular
leafletting, pavement politics

icks, they have been

And there were no socialist
answers, despite a fight within

' - -} Edge Hill Constituency Labour
* | Party (CLP).

In 1977 the CLP ditched the

| now dead Arthur Irvine, who

had been MP since 1947. Then

-at this year’s Annual General

Meeting ‘it was decided that

| the election address was to be

democratically drawn up by
the CLP, rather than just by

| the candidate and agent.

This decision was over-
ruled when the Regional Party

machine, with the connivance

FOR THE last fifteen years
the British ruling class: has
been wrestling with the prob-

- lem of trade union militancy.

Over decades the top

- 7if+trade ‘union - leaders ‘ have
-7 | been trained and organised -
-} as docile collaborators with
| the bourgeois state. But in

Britain, where the trade
union movement has never
been pulverised by war and
fascism, the top leaders’

control over the rank and file

is often weaker than in other

countries. o
After World War Two,

shop stewards’ organisation

grew by leaps and bounds. In

~engineering, for example,

the number of stewards more

“than doubled between 1947 .

and 1966. As long as the
boom continued, peaceful co-

| existence was often possible

between unofficial shop
floor militancy and right

wing union leadership.
|- In the 1960s the economic

leeway ran out, and Dboth
Labour and Tory govern-
ments have since then tried
to curb the unions. -

- Their methods have ‘been
different, but the difference

exists only within limits:

Tory party leaders, Labour

.| party leaders, and trade

union leaders are all firmly
tied to the state machine and
the policy framework laid

down by the top civil serv-

ants. Behind these top civil
servants stand their friends
and cousins, the country’s

real rulers: the top bosses

and bankers. :

Direct

But the Tory party is the

direct representative of those

1 bosses and bankers, whereas -
~ | the Labour party, as well as
| being a bourgeois party of

government, is also a party
based on the trade unions.

By attacking the trade unions |

- diminishing returns. Event-
~ually the most moderate
trade unionist will realise
"that the ‘temporary’ sacrif-
ices have gone on too long
and brought no- benefits.
That is what has happened
over the last two years, and

it cuts its own throat.
~ In government, the Labour
party habitually does cut its

| own throat. But there are
strong enough reflexes to

stop the blade biting too
deep and cutting the jugular.

In Place of Strife (1969)
| showed that. The Labour

' paign.

‘bourgeoisie

| How Labour lost Edge Hill | [

‘of candidate Bob Wareing,
moved in to- run the cam-|
paign. The organisation of the

campaign was amateurish...
and the political direction was

one of fotal support for the

- Government’s record, plus

anti-EEC nationalist claptrap

‘local man’. . |
The left in the districi Lab-
our . Party, in particular the

Militant, did their best to

 bolster Wareing's claims to be

& genuinely socialist candid-
ate. Although Wareing said

| nothing on low pay, the 35

hour week, or nationalisation
of firms declaring redund-
ancies, his address did call
for ‘extension of public owner-
ship and a planned economy’.

But if Wareing’s platform
was socialism, then the work-
ing class in Edge Hill have
clearly decided that Callaghan
and Wareing can keep it.
Real socialists can only agree
with them.

Unfortunately many of the

‘people who could have argued

or socialist policies were
channelled off into the dead-
end ‘Socialist Unity’ cam-
Whereas concerted
efforts in the CLP could have
brought real results, the Soc-
1alist Unity campaign came
and went with 127 votes and no
real prospect of ongoing activ-
ity in the area. |
The first round in Edge

Hill has been lost. If the sec- -
ond round is to be more succ-
esgful, then it will have to be

fouih't by winning democracy
in t

e Labour Party and push- |
iniil through 'policies which |
w

mark out the Labour can-

didate from the Tory politics 1 1

of the Labour Government.

KEVIN FEINTUCK |

government was forced to
backtrack on anti-union laws.

The reflex was not auto-
matic. The rank and file had
to lead the resistance. But
the contrast was sharp with

the Tory government that
- followed, j
through the Industrial Relat-

which

ions Act with no internal

problems at all.

In fact the Labour gbvem-

‘ment’s indirect approach to
- curbing working class milit-

ancy, through the Social

Contract, has worked better

for the bourgeoisie than the
‘Tory government’s direct

~approach with the Industrial

Relations Act. |
Neither, however, - has
succeeded in doing what the
wants *© and
needs. | |

The 1974-9 Labour govern- .

ment has used the long-
established integration of the
trade unions with the exist-

ing system to wring out sac-

rifices in the name of coping
with the crisis and stemming

" inflation. |

This tactic has a law of

especially since last year’s

~

pushed

- organisation of

Ford strike. |
‘For longer-term security,

the bourgeoisie needs a thor-
ough - re-moulding of the
trade union structure. That
is why they keep saying we

‘'should have a pay bargain-

ing system like West Germ-
any’s. (Ironically, at the very
same time West Germany’s
‘social peace’ 1s beginning to
crack up; the best bureau-
cratic structure cannot sub-

- due the class struggle in-

definitely.) -

Stewards

;-Thé Labour .. government

has made some moves to-
wards re-moulding, intro-

~ ducing a whole new range of

industrial arbitration mech-

‘anisms and trying to bureau-
- cratise the convenor/senior

steward level of the trade
union movement. At the
same time, however, the
number of shop stewards and

~the number of unionised
workers has expanded con-.

siderably. o

-The bosses need a differ-
ent and more drastic re-
' industrial
bargaining. -
. Re-election

‘would be a headache for the

bosses. The tension between
the Labour leaders’ lovalty

- down with the

of ’\Labdur o

to the system and their dep-
endence on their working
class base would reach a high
pitch. It would be a period of

major - political struggles,
possibly with serious re-
alignments. |

The bosses and the bank-
ers want a Tory government
now. The Tories’ brief is to
tame the unions. Their strat-
egy for deing that is uncert-
ain. Their promises of anti-
picket laws, restrictions on
benefits for strikers’ families
and compulsory secret bali-
ots are vote-catching (though

dangerous vote-catching, at.

that) rather than pillars for a
strategy. |

They dare not try another

Industrial Relations Act.
They will choose their own
time, their own place, and
their own issue for a show-
unions,
rather than tie their hands in
advance,

But they have one great
advantage: the Labour gov-
ernment has paved the way

for them. In Pla-e of Strife

paved the way for the In-
dustrial Relations Act. Wil-
son and Callaghan’s cuts and
strike-breaking can pave the
way for cuts and strike-
breaking by Thatcher.

This is true not only on the
question of trade union
rights but in many other
areas: social service cuts,

!
|

“This man {left) is a police
_agent provocateur. He was
T 7 11 Pphotographed ieaving the
B - A . 1 Grunwick picket line on 17
% e June, 1977. A minute or so
- [ M "IN before he left and two other
et B %Il - plainclothes men were
BRaaan * WEC ¥ °{ rescued from a crowd that .
s F |  hadgrown suspicious of
ol g . | their activities, a bottle had
' ‘been thrown at the scab
bus, triggering off a wave
i ~ of fighting and arrests.
P 1 Six days later, a policeman
PR | was badly hurt by a flying
£ M| Dbottle [far left]. The press
blamed the pickets, and
- nhow a worker from a local
- factory has‘been sentenced
to two years’ prison.

<
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TWENTY TWO months ago a policeman’s injuries were not
policeman was injured by a caused by him. |

milk bottle thrown from a All this happened on June
crowd outside the -Grunwick 23rd, 1977; wgen the picketing
factory. Last week, Richard outside Grunwick was at its

Maull, a worker at Smith’s height. In the ve d a half
Industries in Cricklewood, S Yveral bum

was sentenced to two years in
jail for the offence.

Maull calls the trial ‘‘a gross
miscarriage of justice’’. And
so it seems. It took the jury six
hours to reach a majority ver-
dict. )

The central dispute in the
trial was over identification:
police  witnesses claimed
they saw a ‘‘toffee coloured’’

man throw a milk bottle,

while defence witnesses in-
sist that the bottle thrower was
a white man.

Other witnesses say that-two
bottles were thrown — one by
a white man, which hit the
policeman, and one b({l a ‘col-
oured’ man which di
Maull does not deny throwing

a bottle, but insists that the

d not.’

long strike, several hundred
Pickets were arrested — for

the heinous crime of t g to
stop scabs entering a -?a(:tory.

‘There were hundreds of in-

juries that didn’t make the
front page — injuries of
ickets by police ruthlessly

-bludgeoning the crowd.

‘At the time of Maull’s

. arrest, it was widely rumoured

that the person described by
defence witnesses as the
thrower of the bottle that
injured the policeman was in
fact a plain clothes policeman

- acting as a provocateur.

Richard Maull is appealin

against his conviction, an

asking for bail while he is
waiting for the appeal to come

up. .
PETE FIRMIN

state racism, concessions to
Orange bigotry in northern
Ireland, increased police
powers. ,

Some militant workers say
they will abstain, or even
vote Tory, in order to get
some revenge for the Labour
Government’s despicable
record — or in order to push
the trade unions into a fight.
This is a cop-out. .

A big fight against Tory
attacks will not by any means
be automatic. And the bur-
eaucrats become more,
not less, secure if militants
say ‘to hell with it all’. |

Useless

Throwing votes in with the

Thatcherites is a useless way
of protesting at Labour’s
record. Organising within
the labour movement to
challenge the  reformist
leaders is an effective way of
protesting. That is _what
Workers’ .
within the Socialist Camp-
aign for a Labour Victory.

Much of the revolutionary

left partly reflects the -cop-,

out attitude to the elections.
,The Socialist Workers’
Party was going to stand

candidates. Then they decid-

ed they were not strong

enough for their candidates

‘led by the

Action is doing

to make a good showing.
Now they argue for a Labour
vote on the basis that ‘there

‘may be only an inch of differ-
- ence ‘between Labour and -
- the Tories, but it is in that
inch that we live’. "
Going for the ‘lesser eyil’
'— a passive, semi-reformist

attitude — is the essence of
their policy. All they have to

add is the general call ‘Build
- the SWP’, |

It’s rather like the Labour

“ slogan: ‘The Tories look after

the rich, Labour looks after

the rest’. The SWP looks

after the industrial direct act-

- - ion... Labour looks after the

rest.

- Stunt | -

Socialist Unity (a coalition

Marxist Group) will be stand-
ing a few candidates, but not
enough to present a serious
alternative to Labour or be
more than a stunt. Moreover,
they will be standing on a
vague mish-mash of a mani-
festo, and in the name of an
organisation (Socialist Unity)
which has practically no
existence except as an elect-
oral front. |

Their slogan ‘For a Labour

Government, but build a

socialist alternative’ will be
no better than the SWP’s
‘“Vote Labour and build the
SWP’. In some ways it is
‘worse: at least the SWP calls

- for building a party, whereas.

Socialist Unity just calls for
building an electoral coalit-
ion. | |

_In contrast, the Socialist
Campaign for a Labour Vic-
tory will be presenting a
political "alternative to the

‘Labour leaders’ policies in
dozens of constituencies, and
linking that with the ongoing

struggle to build a socialist
opposition within the Labour
Party. We say: vote Labour
in order to keep the Labour
leaders on the spot and en-
able the labour movement to
call them to account: demand
anti-capitalist policies; con-
tinue the fight, whoever
wins the election. -

And we organise to make
those slogans a reality.

International
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Why do
Marxists join
the Labour
Party and
work for a
Labour vote?
COLIN
FOSTER
reviews the
arguments.

THE fundamental problem of
revolutionary socialist tact-
ics was put clearly by Marx
and Engels in the Commun-
ist, Manifesto: “The Com-
munists fight for the attain-
‘ment of the immediate aims,
for the enforcement of the

momentary interests of the

working class; but in the
movement of the present
‘they also represent and take
care of the future of that
movement’. .

“Throughout the entire his-
tory of Marxian socialism In
Britain, the ‘movement of
the present’ has been ref-
ormist - trade unionism and
- trade\unionist politics.

The British working class
was the first working class in
_ the world. In the first half of
the 19th century it created

many revolutionary and
semi-revolutionary = Mmove-

ments. But those movements
were defeated without ever
developing definitely social-
ist politics.

‘After 1848, as British im-
perialism boomed, the Brit-

ish working class movement -
was confined to trade union-

ism on a bourgeois basis,

bargaining within the syst- B
"em. There was not_even the |
most feeble socialist organis- .

~ ation until the 1880s.

_ Beginnings‘ i |
|

.: struggles of the newly-
organised unskilled workers,

plus wortk as a Marxist

" nucleus within the establish-

ed labour organisations.

The best Marxists within

the SDF/BSP had the same

~ jdea. John Maclean -argued

that the SDF should affiliate
to the Labour Party. ‘We
Marxists ‘are in favour of the
Labour Party because it is
working class; but we oppose

the conduct of the MPs be-

cause it is reactionary and
tends to lead the masses to
Liberal petty patchwork
rather than to the class
strugglt’a ending in the revol-

ution...
In 1916, after

chauvinist leadership, it did

_ affiliate to the Labour Party.

The First World War had a
double effect on the labour
movement. Trade unions
were drawn into organising
speed-up in the factories for
the sake of the war effort.
Labour Party leaders were

e

the BSP had
thrown out its sectarian and

So.

various commissions, on the
editorial staffs of ‘respect-
able’, legal newspapers, or
on management boards of no
less respectable and ‘bour-
geois, law-abiding’ trade
unions’’ (as Lenin described
it}). |

The ”"bourgeois workers’
parties”, though based on

the interests of a small
'labour aristocracy’, still

used socialist language, and

kept the support of many
workers. The new communist
parties, following the Bol-
sheviks, set out in the 1920s
to rally the most oppressed
and most revolutionary work-

Tk,

- il

oad,

“by officials o

When Britain’s dominat-

ion of the world market be- | | .
gan to collapse, from the

1890s onwards, new socialist
or semi-socialist movements

arose: the Independent
Labour Party (1893) and the
Labour Party. |

But the already-entrench-
ed reformist trade union
leaders were able to domin-
ate these organisations from
the earltest days. They were

able to make sure that the

Labour Party’s  politics
amounted to nothing more
than an extenston of the
practice of bargaining within
the system from a trade and
industrial level to the general
political level via Parliament.

‘As the Communist Party

“wrote in 1922:

““ A Labour Party which was
ruled and organised primarily
independent and
often warring unions inevitab-
ly became entirely divorced
from the socialist or revolut-
ionary idea. Its leaders, - in
their overwhelming majority,
were financially and other-
wise no longer members of the
working class, but of the
middle class. They were often
Liberals, and m;'ﬁht‘ be con-
servatives, In else but
defence of their own unions,
finances and privileges. (This
was particularly noticeable,
again, in the Parliamentary
group.) |

““Thus, even before the war,

the Labour Party had become

quite distinctly a.class organ-
isation of the proletariat which
was dominated by that section
of the middle class whose
profession it was to organise
trade unions.’’ |

For the ‘official’ Marxist
organisarion. the
Democratic Federation (later
called British Socialist Party)
these facts were enough to
justify shunning the Labour
Party. But Engels, up to his
death in 1895, argued for a
different approach.

A dual tactic was needed:
involvement in the mass

Social

Wrd a 1: .the Labour Party an

d
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continental

sent ministers into the warmongers’ governments.

brought into the Govern-
ment. The bourgeoisie be-
came -accustomed to having
its labour lieutenants as part-
ners in the running of the
state. |

As the Labour leaders be-
came more closely tied to

the state, socialist ideas
spread among the rank and
file. Revolutionary ideas

gripped thousands of work-
ers. The Liberals lost their
major share of the working
class vote to Labour.

To retain their control,
Labour’s leaders reorganised
the party. The old, loose fed-
eral structure was partly re-
placed by individual mem-
bership, allowing greater

central control (and easier
access for middle class
careerists).

Before the First World
War, working class politics in
Britain had appeared as an
exception among the major
capitalist countries. When
the big Socialist Parties all
supported their own bour-
geois governments during
the war, it became clear that
the “bourgeois workers’
party” was a feature of every
country which was rich with

imperialist super-profits and

abie to buy off working class
leaders with ‘‘lucrative and
easy berths in the Ministries
or on war industries commit-
tees, in Parliament and on

. ations  sympathising  with
Communism Ex England, affil-

~ jating to the Labour Party not-
World War1 .
F

ers and then to win over the
workers who still supported
the reformists. They used the

united front policy to draw

the reformists into class
struggle, struggle 1n which
the reformist workers would
learn and the reformist lead-
ers would be exposed.
Because the British Labour
Party (even after its 1918 re-
organisation) was still much
looser and broader than the
continental Socialist Parties,
the Communist International

concluded that revolutionar-

ies in Britain should go furth-
er than just a united front:

‘““At the same time the
Second Congress of the Third
International should express
itself in favour of Communist
groups, or groups and organis-

withstanding the fact that the
latter is affiliated to the Second
International. For as long as
this party permits the organis-
ations affiliated to it to enjoy
their present freedom of critic-
ism and freedom of propa-
anda, agitational and organ-
“sational activity for the dictat-
orship of the proletariat and
the Soviet form of government,
as long as that party preserves
its character as a federation of
all the trade union organisat-
ions of the working class, the
Communists shougld without
fail take all measures and
agree to certain compromises
in order to have the opportun-
ity of influencing the roadest
masses of the workers, of ex-
gosing the opportunist leaders

om a platform that is higher

and more visible to the masses

and of accelerating the transit-
ion of political power from the
direct representatives of the
bourgeoisie to the
lieutenants of the capitalist
class’ in order that the masses

ialist Parties

‘labour

may be more muickly weaned
from their last illusions on this
score...”’

The British communists
took up this policy (though
with much reluctance and
some ineptness).

“It was as a section of the
organised working class move-
ment that the CP sought to
take its place in the Labour
Party, which claims to be the
political expression of that
movement. It asked no fav-
ours, nor did it expect any; and
it never disguised the purpose
it had in view. . o

“‘The CP wanted to constit-
ute a revolutionary left wing in
the LP, claiming the same

,__:(: ........

ot

freedom to pursue its comm-
unist work of propaganda and
education inside the mass
political organisation of the
workers, nationally and local-
ly, as the right win leaders
claim and exercise for theirs
and the ILP for its own. It
wanted to be inside the LP in
order to meet its enemies face
to face and to expose in front
of the rank and file of the
labour movement the political

trickery of the ... 'Labour lieu-
tenants of the capitalist

1

class’.

Lenin and tie Communist Internationa. urged British

Even though affiliation
was refused, this argument
got a sympathetic hearing in
many local Labour Parties. In
Battersea, for example, the
Labour Party sponsored a

communist as their MP. And
he was not an ordinary MP,

according to Harry Wicks’
recollection in his book The
General Strike:

‘‘In the twenties, to the con-
sternation of the liberal-
minded Labour leadership of
Henderson and MacDonald,
Battersea North elected as
their member of parliament
the Indian Saklatvala. Not only
was he an Indian but a Com-

--------
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munist and was sponsored by
the united Battersea labour
movement.

““The link that Saklatvala
established with his worker
constituents was not that of the
proverbial surgery ‘can I help

ou?’, ‘have you
ems?’ At that time the. entire
working class had a problem:
that of survival against the

employers’ lockouts, wide-
spread unemployment and the

downward shde of the sliding

scale of wages agreements.

‘+*Qaklatvala-spoke at factory

~ ’
AN

4T

revolutionaries to affiliate to the Labour Party

- Westminster.

 the Trades and Labour Co

- movement pulsated

any prob- _

gate meetings and introduced
the monthly report back from
There were
reat meetings. Long before
the doors of the town hall.
o.iened, queues formed just
like they used to at Stamford
Bridfe . . '
‘“The platform was always
crowded. Sak, as he was ail-
ectionately known, was flank-
ed by the entire executive oi{ '
C
and numerous representativés.
of Indian and colonial drganis-
ations. He was short in stat-

ure, broad shouldered with

flashin
magnificent orator.
““Those m(t)gthéy report l
meetings on the doings in parl-
iament stirred huncﬁ'eds into
activity. The Battersea labour
with life
Marxist

eyes and (was) a

and was united

“classes held by the old Plebs

League flourished. Trade

 union branches were crowd-

ed.”

'Saklatvala’s speeches in
Parliament were printed up

and distributed in Battersea®
_as special broadsheets.

The Communist Internat-
ional worked out the slogan
‘Vote for Labour, but pre-
pare to struggle against it’,
and explained it in a joint CI-

CP manifesto issued in 1924:

' ‘COmrddes , the Communist
Party has never concealed the
¢act that it does not believe in

the real betterment of the pos-

'\t:on of the working class, or.
the possibility of even a
adual realisation of social-
ism, until and unless the work-
ing masses deprive the capital-
ists of all political rights and

B power, and establish a govern-
}| ment resti _
and controlled entirely by,
e

on the sup

workers’ organisations. Th
Communist

concealed its great distrust of

. the leaders of the Labour

rty as well as of the entire
Second International to which

the Communist Party

| ¢én distinguish between work-

ers who honestly believe in the
promises of the Labour Party,
and the leaders who are ready

to break these promises as
" .soon as they have served their

purpose of deluding the

workers. ... -
‘‘Therefore we appeal to the

workers who support the

Labour Party and welcome the

Labour Government and we

say to them: ,

~ "The British Communist
Party will support the Labour
Government in all its efforts
to improve the position of the
working class and to lessen
the peril of armament and
wWar. ~
But at the same time, we tell
you quite openly: the Labour
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very clearly how ‘

byomition of the

two principles, they are only a

technical- division of labour.

Together they are the fundam-

ental support of the dominat-
ion of the English bourgeoisie.

The latter cannot be over-
thrown without overthrowing
' the Labourite bureaucracy.

And that cannot be attained by

- counterposing the trade union
as such to the state as such,
but onl¥‘ by the active opposit-
ion of

the Labourite bureaucracy in

e Communist Party to
all flelds of social life: in the

trade unions, in stnkes in the

electoral campaign, m parl-
iament, and in power.’

And within the Labour
Party, too, he would have
added, if the CP had had the

-possibility of affiliating.
In 1935 he gave tactical ad-

vice to a leader of the In-

‘dependent Labour Party. The

ILP had moved leftwards to a
semi-revolutionary position,
and some Trotskyists were
active inside it.

Trotsky favoured the ILP

- standing some candidates in

safe Labour seats. But he
argued that the ILP should
consider re-entering the
Labour Party, and that ‘the
only important united front
for the ILP is with the
Labour Party, the trade

unions, the cooperatives’.

As part of that united front
policy, the ILP should offer
critical support to Labour in
elections.

The ILP should make it
clear that it supported
Labour despite, not because
of, Labour’s policiess For
that reason, the ILP’s dis-
tinction between the pacifist
left Labourites like Stafford
ps and George Lans-
bury {who opposed League of
" Nations sanctions' against
Italy) and . the chauvinist
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From right: Crip

not

ps and Lansbury,

omi¢ crises only to reproduce

"them on a larger scale. So the

League can eliminate small
episodic conflicts only to
generalise them into world:
war,

““Thus, both economic and
military crises will only re-
turn w1th an added explosive
force so long as capitalism re-
mains. d we know that
social democracy cannot abol-

ish cap 1tahsm

“No in war as in peace the
ILP must say to the workers:
‘The Labour Party will deceive
you and betray you, but you do
not believe us. Very well, we
will go through your exper-
iences with you but in no case
do we identify ourselves with
the Labour Party programme.’

‘““Morrison, Clynes etc rep-
resent certain prejudices of the
workers. When the ILP seeks
to boycott Clynes it helps not
onl Baldwin but Clynes him-
self. If successful in its tactic,

the ILP prevents the election’
‘of Clynes, of the Labour

ov-
ernment, and so prevents their
exposure before the masses.
The workers will say: ‘H only

we had Clynes and Morrison

in power, things would have
been better.’

‘It is true of course that the
mental content of Clynes and
Bpldwin is much the same ex-
ce t, perhaps that Baldwm is

ittle more progressr_ve and
more courageous. - But the
class content of the support for
Clynes is very different.

‘ ‘It is argued that the Labour
Party already stands exposed
by its past deeds in power and
its present reactionary plat-
form. For us — yes! But not
for the masses, the eight
millions who voted Labour.
It is a great r for revolut-

.ionists to attach too much im-

portance to conference decis-
ions. We use such evidence in
our propaganda — but it can-
e presented beyond the
power of our ?m press. One
cannot shout de

CTe

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

" no fundamental dtfference.

right Labourites like Herbert

Morrison (who backed sanct-
ions) could only create
illusions. |

¢ Was the ILP correct in
refusing critical support to
Labour Party candidates who
advocated military sanctions?

“#W....In peace time the

weorkers w111 if they trust in
social democracy, die of
hunger; in war, for the same
reason, they w1ll die from
bullets. Revolutionists never

give critical support to reform-

ism on the assumption that re-

formism, in power, could satis-

fy the fundamental needs of
the workers. It is possible, of
course, that.a Labour govern-
ment could introduce a few
mild temporary reforms. It is
also possible that the League
(Of Nations] could postpone a
military conflict about second-
ary issues — just as a cartel
can ehmmate secondary econ-

strength of his own throat.
‘‘Let us suppose that the ILP
had been successful in a boy-
cott tactic, had won a million
workers to follow it, and that it
was the absence of this million
votes which lost the election
for the Labour party. What
would happen wﬁen the war
came? The masses would in
their disillusionment turn to
the Labour Party, not to us. If
Soviets were formed during
the war the soldiers- would
elect Labour Party people to
them, not us. Workers would
still say that we handicapped
Labour But if we gave critical
upport and by that means
he ped the Labour Party to
power, at the same time tell-
ing the workers that the Lab-
our Party would function as a
capitalist government and
would direct a capitalist war —
then, when war came, workers
would see that we predicted

rightly, at the same time that-

‘a  revolutionist.

r than the_

T hdmas and Morrison —

-were anti-sanctionists.

we marched with them.
and the Soviets would not
betray.

‘“‘As a general principle, a
revolutionary party has the
right to boycott parliament
only when it has the capacity to
overthrow it, that is, when it
can replace parliamentary act-
ion by general strike and in-
surrection, by direct struggle
for power. In Britain the mass-

- s have yet no confidence in
the ILP. The ILP is therefore

too weak to break the parliam-
entary machine and must con-
tinue to use it. As for a partial
boycott, such as the ILP sought
to operate, it was unreal. At
this stage of British politics
it would be interpreted by the
working class as a certain con-
tempt for them; this is partic-
ularly true in Britain where

parliamentary traditions are
still so strong. ~

19305

‘‘Moreover, the London Div-
ision’s policy of giving critical
support only to anti-sanction-
ists would imply a fundament-
al dlstmctlon between the
social-patriots like Morrison
and Ponsonby or — with your

permission — even Cripps.
Actually their differences are
merely propagandistic. Cripps
is actually only a second class
sup rter of the bourgeoisie.

as said, in effect: ‘Pay no
attentlon to my ideas, our diff-
erences are only small’. This ig
the attityde of a. dilettante, not
A thousand
times better an open enemy

/ like Morrison. Lansbury him-

self is a sincere but eéxtravag-

ant and irresponsible old man;
he should be in a museum, not
Parliament. The other pacxﬁsts
are more duplicit - more

shifty: like Norman Angell,
who demands more sanctions

now, they will easily turn into

social-patriots as war devel-
ops. Then they could say to the
workers: ‘You know us. We
Even
the ILP supported our strug-
gle. There‘g)re you can have
confidence in us when we say

that this war is a just war.” No,
the ILP should have applied

the same policy of critical sup- -

ort to the whole of the Labour

arty, only varying our argu-
ments to meet the slightly
varied propaganda of pac1flst
and social-patriot. Otherwise
illusions are provoked that
pacifism has more power to
resist than has social-patriot-
ism.

‘“That is not true; their dif-
ferences are not fundamental.

We
'would be elected to the Soviets

practise what

™ The

Even among the Tories there
are differences on sanctions
and war policies. The distinct-
ion between Amery and Lans-
bury is simply that Amery is
more of a realist. Both are anti-
sanctionists; but for the work-
ing class, Lansbury with his
illusions and sincerity is more
dangerous

Even though the CP seemed

- to be to the left of Labour,

Trotsky argued for support-
ing Labour  candidates
against the CP, which was
by then completely corrupted
by Stalinism.

‘“... the ILP should have
more sharply differentiated it-
self from the CP at the elect-
ions than it did. It should have
critically supported the Labour
Party against Pollitt and Gall-
acher [of the CP]. 1t should
have been declared openly that
the CP has all the deficiencies
of the Labour Party without
any of its advantages_. It should
have, above all, shown in
true critical
support means. By accomp-
anying support with the sharp-
est and widest criticism, by
patiently explaining that such
support is only for the purpose
of exposing the treachery of
the Labour Party leadership,
the ILP would have complete y
exposed also, the spurious
‘critical’ sup ort of the Stalin-
ists themselves, a support
which was actually whole-
hearted and uncritical, and
based on an agreement in prin-
ciple with the Labour Party
leadershlp

Trotsky argued similarly in
relation to Belgium, where
the Belgian Labour Party
(POB) had an almost similar
dominance in the workers
movement.

Soc1al' Democratlc
leaders of the POB had put
forward a ‘Labour Plan’,

g

called it **

somethmg like the Labowr
left’'s .current Alternative
Economic Strategy. Trotsky
a plan to deceive
the toilers... a new instrum-
ent of bourgeois-democratic
conservatism ... a program-
me of state capitalism’’. But
he insisted that Marxists
must fight to hold the Labour
leaders to every promise they

made of improvements for
the workers.

‘““In the material sent to me,
there is expressed the opinion
that the working masses are
absolutely indifferent to the
Labour plan and are in general
in a state of depression and
that under such conditions

the slogan ‘power to the Social
-Democrats’ can only create ill-
usions .and

produce disap-
pointment later on. .... None
of us can have any doubts that

T rotsky ‘su pport. . jor the purpose of exposmg the
treachery of the Labour Party leadershi ip’.

plan of de Man and the

- ward.

| ity ‘but, on the contrary,

¥

‘the
agrtatlon of the Social. Democ-
racy connected with it will sow
illusions and provoke dis-

appointment. But the Social

Democracy, with its influence
on the proletariat and its plan,
its Christmas congress and its
agitation, are objective facts:
we can neither remove them,
nor skip over them. Our task is
twofol
advanced workers the political

meaning of the ‘plan’, that is, -

decip her the manoeuvres of
the Socml Democracy at all
stages; secondly, to show in
practice to ssrbl wider
circles of worlrers that insofar
as the bourgeoisie tries to put
obstacles to the realisation of
the plan we fight hand in hand
w1th the workers to help them
make  this experiment.
share the difficulties of the
struggle but not the illusions.

Our criticism of the illusions
must, however, not increase
the passivity of the workers
and give it a pseudo-theoretic-
al justification but, on the cont-
rary, push the workers for-
nder these conditions,
the inevitable disa pomtment
with the ‘Labour Plan’ will not
spell the deepening of passiwl/-
the

going-over of the workers to
the revolutionary road.”’ |

Labour’s plan

The

instead that the Marxists
should press for a POB-CP
government pledged to a full
socialist programme. Trotsky
poured scorn on this idea:

‘“The revolutionary task con-*

sists in demanding that the
POB (Belgian Labour Party)

- take power in order to put its

B own plan into effect. Vereeck-

S

. en replies to this: No! It is nec-
 essary to demand a workers’

government and not simply a

| socialist government. We must
- not forget the Stalinist work-

ers, and besides, the plan is no
good — it threatens us with
inflation. I, Vereecken, I will

- propose a better plan. Is this

serious? No, it is ridiculous.

| Vereecken sets himself out-

side of reality. He constructs in
his unag'matlon a united front
that does not exist in Belgium.
For this imaginary united front

he proposes an imaginary

prcgramme, that is, Vander-
velde and Ja uemotte [POB
and CP leaders] ought to
fight together for the perfect

plan dreamed up by Vereeck-
en. In this way matters will be

splendidly arranged.’’

In the 1940s, however,
‘Labour to power with a soc<
ialist programme’ became a

continued
on page 6

. first, to explain to the

We

Belgian Trotskyist
leader Vereecken proposed
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I standard slogan of the Brit-
ish Trotskylsts -

After 1945 it looked as if
‘Labour had moved left. The

| National Health Service was
brought in, industries were

nationalised. Yet similar

state capitalist measures

were carried out in many
other countries. |

- On a more fundamental

level, Labour had moved to

the right —in the sense that
| the tles between the leaders
of the labour movement and
the bourgeois state were
_tlghter than ever.
ministers were loyal execut-
ors of anti-strike laws during
f the war and of the USA’s
| global counter-revolutionary
strategy after the war.

In 1931-2, there was just
one Govemment. committee
-on which the TUC was rep-

resented. In 1938-9 there

were 12; in 1948-9, there
were 60. By 1953-4, desplte
the fact that there was then
a Tory government, TUC
representatives sat on 81
Government committees.
But the left shift was real
at rank and file level. Before
1945, Liberals and Tories
still took a large slice of
working class votes. Since
1945, an unshakeable two-
- thirds of the working class
has steadily voted Labour.

| Cold War
I

The abstract, pie-in-the-

'sky slogan of ‘Labour to.

power w1th a socialist prog-
ramme’ reflected a failure of
the Trotskyists to come to
grips with this.
stream of advice to the con-
trary from their . comrades
internationally, the British
Trotskyists continued to act
on the assumption that a
revolutionary party would
grow directly from industrial
militancy, with the Labour
Party somehow just melting
away.

They failed to under-

-stand that Labour’s piece-
“meal Parliamentary reform-
ism was the natural counter-
part of industrial militancy as
long as it remained on the
level of piecemeal
union reformism. The work
of supporting and developing

Labour

Despite a

trade

G i
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industrial militancy had to be
linked to a fight on political
demands, through the united
front tactic — which meant,
in practice, fighting within
the Labour Party.

- This failure meant that the
British Trotskyists’ decline,

-as the class struggle ebbed in

the cold war period, was
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‘much worse than it need

have been. Finally they bow-
ed to the force of circum-
stance and went ‘into the
Labour Party — but without
much clear perspective of
what they were going to do
there, other than to keep
tlckmg over.

In the ’50s and early "60s,

-vagueness
meant that when there was a

portunist attitudes to

.....
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1972: coal supplzes stopped at Saltley, dockers freedfro

b
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Pentonville jail — but then the militancy was stifled in the
drab conservatism of the Social Contract

‘most Marxists were active in

the Labour Party. But their
of perspective

new radicalisation in the

. late '60s many flipped over

from rather passive and op-

iopes of rapidly outflankmg
Labour. The Labour Party
was quickly declared to be

| - dead or dymg

‘It was something like a re-

. peat‘of the early 1920s. The

Marxists understood the ‘A’

of the revolutionary alphabet

— to be with the best milit-

ants in their struggles. Many
‘were unclear about the B and

the C and the D ... organis-
ing and educating those
militants so as to be able to
revolutionise the labour
movement. This time there
was no Lenin, no Communist
International, to make those

questions clear.

And then, in the great

struggles of the early 1970s,

the revolutionaries (rlghtly)
repeated the reformists’ call
to Kick the Tories Out — but
mostly they had nothing to

glib

add politically, except the
elementary call for rank and
file militancy and the gener-
al perspective of socialist
revolution.

Some of us took up the
slogan ‘General stnke to

smash the Act’ (the Indust-
rial Relations Act), with its

implicit  perspective . of

~escalating revolutionary act-

ion, and at the same time

3 agltated for specific transit-

ional slogans to focus the

. labour movement’s demands
‘on a prospective Labour gov-

But from most of
left there

ernment.
the revolutionary

‘was nothing but an empty

attempt to give the slogan

" ‘Kick the Tories Out’ a more

drastic form: ‘General strike
to Kick the Tories Qut’.

Thus — with minimum .
-effective resistance from the

revolutionary left -— the
militancy ' of Saltley Gates,

‘the freeing of the Penton-

ville Five, the flying plckets,
the sit-ins, and the miners’
strikes, were harnessed by

the Labour leaders and trans- "

formed into the drab con-
servatism of the Social Con-

tract. Not without kick-backs

and struggles, of course: but
the revolutionaries’ support
for those struggles against
the Social Contract was hard-

ly a political answer in itself.
The cycle of struggle from

1970 to 1979 has reaffirmed
one thing for sure: that the

~ activity.

~ ary forms —

i1sm) with a

6 Wh Marxists vote Labourli
' ' — i " . fight to put Labour in power, o
' - to give workers’ demands on

the Labour leaders th
sharpest possible form, an

to make the Labour leaders’

promises into nooses around
their necks, is a vital aspect
of revolutlonary socialist
- Without that, our
political stock-in-trade is re-

~ duced to pxecemeal militncy

plus the ‘maximum prog-
ramme’ of revolution.

The need for that fight will
remain until we have broken
the hold of piecemeal re-
formism — in its interlinked
trade union and Parliament-
within the
organised British working
class. Until then, the trade |
union struggle and the Lab-
our Party will act as inter-
communicating reservoirs for
reformism, with the grade
union leaders ‘diverting the
fresh stream of mdustnal'
militancy into the absorbent
sponge of Labout electoral-
ism.

If the Labour Party is the
mass party based on the
trade unions, socialists
should have at least as many
rights within it as the pro-
capitalist, bureaucratic right
wing. We ﬁght for those'

‘rights.

We are not wreckers: our
politics depend on convinc- |
ing the majority, not on
organisational skulduggery.
But we are not blind loyalists
either: for us, the interests
and the direct struggles of
the working class come first,
however much discomfort

‘they may cause to trade
bur- |
crats. We aim to link the |

yn‘on and Labour Party
il

itancy of those struggles

(the raw material of socnal . SRR
political fight in- | ",

side the labour movement

* When that link is made on
a large scale, it will shake up

‘the labour movement drastic-

ally. The ‘labour lieutenants
of capital’ will bitterly op-
pose that shake-up, using
deception, expulsions, and
splits. But their resources
are not endless.

Together with the ‘move-
ment of the present’, we
campaign for a
victory in the elections. To
‘take care of the fyture of the
movement’, we build a soc-
ialist opposition which can
challenge the Labour lead-
ers and call them to account.

Norwood gets a class struggle manifesto

ON March 29th, the day the
election was announced,
Norwood Labour Party GMC
discussed its election mani-
festo. In contrast to most
Labour Parties, a democratic
procedure was followed: the
members weren’t just ‘con-
sulted’, they had the final
say on what went out in their
name.

A draft address had been
drawn up by a committee of
party members together with
the MP, John Fraser, and
circulated to all GMC mem-
bers,who were able to submit
written amendments. The
{ GMC then voted an amended
address which was binding
on the election agent.

Norwood in South London
is one of Labour’s marginals
and has a strong left wing.
While John Fraser has a
record as a good constituency
MP — living in the area,

running a regular surgery .

| and attending every local
party meeting — he is also a

on

junior minister (for prices),

| and a defender of the govern-

ment’s record.
The active left wing party
has built an efficient can-

- vassing system second to

none, and together with
Fraser’s personal standing
this has kept Norwood a

Labour seat.

In most Labour parties this
division between party and
MP would have resulted in
the candidate writing a pro-
government manifesto with a

few sops to the left. Nor-

wood’s system of deciding
the manifesto produced a
very dlfferent result. |

The party’s left wing pol-
icies dominate the manifesto

~ and are not limited to gener-

al good advice to the Labour
leadership; they outline the
action that the local party
supports.

A section on health, for
instance, calls for a reversal
of cuts in the NHS and goes
‘we also pledge our

-support for the workers in
the NHS be they. porters or
nurses, in their ﬁght for a
living wage’. The manifesto
introduction states: ‘We will
accept no more wage rest-
raint. We will support work-
ers fightmg for higher
wages’.

The party’s answer to un-

‘employment and low pay is

set out clearly: ‘We say the
government should introduce

‘a £60 minimum wage for a 35

hour week, with inflation-
proofing. Cut the hours, not

‘the jobs!’

On racism.the manifesto
says: ‘We will stand with
black people in their fight
against racism whether it be
from the press, the law (eg
Sus), the fascist NF, the
bosses or the Tories. In part-
icular we will campaign in
parliament for the scrapping

of the inhuman, racist Im-

migration Acts... We de-
mand ... an immediate end to
police harassment of our
youth’. o,

A strong section on hous-
ing ends ‘What is needed is a
massive increase in house
building both for sale and
council letting. This can only

be done by public ownership

of the banks and finance
houses and the building
industry’

The manifesto also inc-

ludes issues - that other
Labour parties might see as
unimportant, or might prefer
to ignore. A section on

women says ‘Women’s rights -

are not side issues, they are

real life for half our people’.

It demands equal pay and
job opportunities, free abort-
ion and contrageption on
demand, more support for
battered and raped women
and free nursery and creche
facilities.

On Ireland the mamfesto
calls for ‘a winding up of the
centuries of Britain’s un-
happy involvement in Ireland

. troops should be with-"

drawn. We will support self-

determination for the Irish:

people as a whole’.

The democratic procedure
that allowed Norwood LP
to put its policies forward in
the manifesto also allowed
the deletion of some items
which John Fraser wanted to
include. As they
the government’s  record,
they would have made the
final manifesto into complete
gibberish if they were left in.

A statement that ‘The Lab-
our ‘Government had two
choices in 1974, either

ordinary people had to pay to

restore profits, investments
and jobs or the decline would
continue unchecked’ was

- originally included in a sect-

ion that goes on to say ‘We

 believe capitalism is an un-
planned wasteful method of

investment by very rich
people hell-bent on making
profit. It causes slumps, un-
employment and inflation.

We reject it’.

An amendment by a Work-
ers’ Action supporter helped
cut out the defence of the

defended

government and do away |
with the sort of compromises
that usually make even left-
wing Labour manifestos look
like they’ve been written by a
schizophrenic.

The amended address is

probably one of the most
radical in the whole election.
Although sections of it ret-
reat from facing squarely up
to the government’s appall-
ing record and take cover be-
hind the Tory menace, it is |
yet an example of what can
be achieved.

A fight for real democracy.
in the Labour Party can turn |}
parties from mere apathetic
election  machines into
real live political bodies with
a will of their own, able to
turn outward and play a use-
ful part in the struggles of
workers. And this will make
the whole workers’ move-
ment all the stronger and |
better able to prepare for a |

showdown with the capitalist |
| system itself.
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'SUNDAY |
“marked the lowest point |
‘reached by

'25TH MARCH

the anti-racist
mdvement in East London to
‘date. A Day of Action called by
and Tower

attracted no more than 150

People at a generous estimate;
~. | not a smgle ladeshi from
the area joined the march. On

the other hand, the event
attracted local fescista like
t: at least 60

way things had turned out

- seemed to inhibit the National
| Front and British Movement
members from annihilating

sections Nof lt.)he anu-recluﬁ
march. No o on Wwo

have been rmaedecu the police,
who shegherded us into a_ side

etreet 1)

us in there, leaving the NF free

ladeshi

Collapse _

The aame mxstakes must not

be made again. The Defenoe

prasenting Brick Lano's Axan

ponullhonaewelluloealanh-
racist ,nowh-anobue

gmupe
_a “number of inter-
ts: the 1

's credi-

d-devi

as a result of'man;
months Of activity,

tooktheirmpportentoﬂrix-
a 13 ;
of the local
commiittee; andaprooese of

political regression in the |

Bangiadeshi comfhunity, end-
icem theéir submission to
control in the Brick Lane

area.

Thxs last development —
the crucial factor — must be
laid at the door of the socialist
organisations active in the
area, all of whom have proved

unable or unwilling' to chal-
'lenge the hold of Labour loyal-

ism over the working-class

movement in East London. As
a result, Mikardo-Shore-police

| patronage has managed to

pacify and control the devel-

| oping explosive youth radical-

isation which we saw at its
veak last summer.

~ Not stunts, but patient, hard
and sometnnes dangerous

work in the local working class
must lay the basis for .a

counter-attack against in- |

creasing fascist domination of
the area.

Brick Lane and shut

¥ THE Conservatives win -
the general election they can

be expected to mtroduce new
1mmlgratlon policies, which
spill over into what amounts
to induced repatriation.

~ Since the 1971 Immigrat-
ion Act, it has been almost
impossible for black people
to come to Britain unless
they  are dependants, hus-

| bands, or fiancés of people

hvmg here. The
Tories’  racist vote-catchlng
plans would  ‘restrict the
entry of parents, grand-

already

parents, and children over 18
to those who can' prove

urgent

grounds’.
came to Britain after January
1973 (when the 1971 Immig-
ration Act came into force)
would not even have the
right to bring their wives and
young children to join them.

compassionate

Husbands and fiancés of
in -Britain
would also lose their right to
entry: the ‘abode of a hus-
band in a marriage should
normally be viewed as the
natural place of residence of -
a family’, ~notwithstanding

women living

the Sex Discrimination Act.

For black people already in
Britain, the Tories propose
‘checks’ - by the
Department of Health and
Social Security and the police
and an inquiry into a ‘system
— in
other words, South Africa-
style pass laws under which
anyone not sporting a perfect
white skin risks arrest if

{ stopped when not carrymg
the requlred papers

tighter

of internal control’

Patrlals

The Tories also propose

new Nationality Iaw At
present some British citizens

(‘patrials’) have more

| rights - than others (‘non-
law
would tidy up the* situation

patrlals ) ' The new

by redeﬁning citizenship.

The message to black
people is clear: if you want to

live in peace, or to re-unite
your family ..
the Tories propose ‘arrange-’
ments ...

this country’.
The Tory plans are a cynic-

al attempt to exploit and
whip up racist prejudice by
presenting black people as
the cause of all social prob-
lems. But the fact that these

moves are political possibil-
owes much to the

ltleS

POLICE
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CLUB

Immigrants who

. 8O home' And

to help those who
are really anxious to leave

] ddie Fewtrell
ing
dwcrnmnahon order to drop its
colour bar.

anised by the
Action Committee against Rac-
ism in Clubes’,
10pm and peace
ed to turn
for the next hour. By
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immigrants?

Labour Governments of 1974
to 1979.

In April 1977 the Govern-
ment published a Green
Paper on reform of British
natlonallty law. The categor-
ies of citizenship — British
Citizen (BC) and British
Overseas Citizen (BOC) —
outlined in the Green
are modelled not on the
Labour proposals of 1972,

but on Conservatlve police of

1975, thus giving a boost to
the Tones and their propos-
als, and reducing any future
Labour opposition to Tory
nationality law to technical
details. | ‘

The new nationality law
would define a new Britisb
citizenship in line with the
racially restrictive definitions
of right of entry laid down in
the . present immigration
laws. '

What is also disturbing
what the Green Paper does
not say. For instance, most
black people now living in

- Britain but not born here

SEVEN PEOPLE were arrest-
ed last week after Boliee waded :
into a picket of ** -
club in Birmingham.

ollyanna’s’’

For some months the club
owned by local businessman

has been defy-
lations non-

a Race

The 150 stron picket, org-
‘Bmmnglum

about
attempt-
customers
1lpm

arriv

back

| the club was still virtually

Paper

‘what will hap
rights when the definition

EERbe 4R e
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-----

The Tories’ plans to
step up state racism

are examined by
SAM
RICHARDSON

came from the Common-

wealth before 1973; as
‘British subjects as well as
citizens of their country of

origin, they have the civil
rights associated with cit-
izenship, except in relation to
the EEC. Yet nowhere does
the Green Paper discuss
n to their

of citizenship is changed. -
Neither does the Green
Paper -mention the little-

known fact that black people G

who have Commonwealth
citizenship (over half the
black population of Britain)
are denied the right of free
movement in the EEC. The

reason for this is a special

'ﬁlen several vanloads of
lice from the nearby Steel-

ouse Lane station arrived and
attacked the
next half hour, the
attempted to ho
ground but by then the object
of the exercise had been ach-
jeved anyway. Pollyanna’s
remained virtually deserted.

. The Actlon Committee now
plans to win the support of
the Trades Council, union
branches and CLPs for those
arrested last week and for a
regular Saturday night picket.

picket. For the

rotesters
their

JIM DENHAM

YS conference ut off, but democracy camin cntinues

DELEGATES from nine Lab-

our - P

Young Socialists

- | (LPYS) branches and observ-
- | ers from fiye others met on
- | March 31st to plan the future

activity of the Cam for
YS Democracy (CYSD) recent-

| ly launched by LPYS branch-

es in Edinburgh and South-

‘ampton. Altho ugh this year’s

LPYS oonferenee has been
postponed to after the elect-
ion, the meeting decided to

| ﬁ 1 hold a CYSD conference in
- 1 June to which LPYS branches
| are invited to send dele gates.

The conference is mtended

. f» - | to rally support for the CYSD’s

aim of removing the bureau-

were impos-

atmosphere of the early 1960s
and are still operated b the
ruling Mlhtant
It should also widen out the
debate, in a way that never
hapfens at the national YS
con

mass youth movement.

tendency

erence, on how to build a

The conference certainly

won't be an exercise in ‘‘Mili-
tant-bashing’’'. The LPYS Nat-
ional Committee are being
invited to send a representa-
tive to the conference to put
their
of the
rules Wthh mean that the Nat-
ional Committee is not elected
at National Conference and
over one third of the Confer-
ence time is devoted to Nat-

point of view in support
present LPYS rules,

ussed a witchhunting
tion “which had appeared at
the Scottish Regional Confer-
ence of the Labour

inquiry into the LPYS’
meetmg
its rejection of any witch-
hunt of the YS majority, and
decided to publish a statement
opposing any interference in
the LPYS from either outside
bodies or the adult Labour

Party.

ional Committee speeehes. and
recommendations.

The CYSD conference will

~ also have workshops on ‘trade

unions and
and ‘the fight for Labour Party
democracy

young workers’

The ; lanmn meetmg disc-

resolu-

Party,
ndent
The

was unammous in

for an ‘inde

However, a move by Work- .

ers’ Action s 1pport,er Gordon
Brewer to exc

ators of the motion — Hillhead
YS — from the CYSD (which

they have ap

rejected by
ers. After some discussion

the meeting a
would specifically
Hillhead YS when commentm
on the resolution, and woul

. write to Hillhead asking them -
for an explanation.

ude the origin-

lied to join) was
lause 4 support-

eed the CYSD
mention

NEIL COBBETT

% Details of the CYSD con-
ference and copies of the
CYSD bulletin can be obtained
from G.Brewer, secretary Ed-
inburgh Central LPYS, 15
Barclay Place, Edinburgh.
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definition of 'a UK national
drawn up for EEC purposes.

Now, one of the. major

reasons for a new Natlonahty
Law is to tidy up UK law in
readiness for the common
EEC passport — originally
scheduled for 1980. The sil-
encé of the Labour Govern-
ment on the questlon of Com-
‘monwealth citizens’ tights
and the special definition of a
UK national cannot be an
oversight.

At best it could mean in-
decision. At worst it could
mean that we are being kept
ignorant of government
plans to use the highly
restrictive definition for EC
purposes as a basis of Brltlsh
c1t1zensh1p ,

This could involve remov-
ing civil rights [or what the
reen Paper calls ‘civic
privileges’], such as voting

rights, from some black
Commonwealth citizens
settled here for years.

Not possible, even under a
Thatcher government? Then

why the sllenoe from a
Labour Government? =
On immigration and repat-

. riation, too, the Tories take
their cue (and many detailed |
proposals) from the all party |

report of the Select Commnt-
tee on Race Relations and
Im mlgratlon This committee
included 'right, centre and
left wing Labour MPs. Hts
unanimous report helped
make the Conservative pro-
posals respectable. |
Internal controls, quotas'
permit restrictions, a regxster
of dependants, restriction on
entry of dependants and.
ﬁancés, mtenslﬁed ‘police
action’ on illegal immigrat-
ion — effectively these sug-
gestions of the Select Com-

- mittee turn immigration law
into a variety of pressures to

leave.

The official Government

- response to the Report was

feeble. While rejecting ‘in-

‘ternal immigration controls’,

the Labour Government
accepted in principle the |
complementary proposals for |
employment checks and

DHSS checks. Moreover, we
now know that the Govern-
ment has been dlscussmg

with the TUC ways of intro- |

ducing employment checks
in line with the EEC direct-
ives on illegal immigration.

Not only has the TUC’s
catering committee found
such checks acceptable, it
has agreed to the need for
more resources to harass the
black communities — that is,

more special police units to

make dawn swoops and.
.street searches for ‘suspect-

ed ﬂlegal immigrants’; more
immigration officials to
mterrogate and examine

~1mmxgrants as they come in.

. When the Tories try to
bring i in-a new racist Nation-
ality Act, with even wider
and more intense surveill-
ance and harassment of

black people and more

restrictive controls on im- -

migration, we can’t seriously
rely on_ the Parliamentary
Labour Party “to oppose
them. If Labour continues in
office, we can still expect a
package of racist represslon
similar in many respects. .

It will be up to the rank
and file of the labour move-
ment to organise the fight
against racism, and for an
end to all immigration |
controls. |
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AT LAS'P‘Deoembér’s Speci
Conference the Union of Post

Office Worlgers (UPW) decided

s pay claim, and a modest
claim at that. It consisted of

an 8% increase in basic rates, .

8%
full

increase in allowances,
cansolidation of previous
supplements, three hours off
the working week, an increase
in annual leave, reduction. in
incremental scales, and an
escalator clause to protect the
basic rate. |

. The UPW leadership then

“went off to negotiate with

management, and we heard

nothing more ]?sbout 13 ung
& couple of weeks ago, despi

the that the claim was
supp« to be implemented
On January 1st. Then, via the

press as usual, we heard what
the ment’s reply was.

What they are offering us is

8% on the basic, 8% on allow-
ances, a reduction in incre-
(worth 1%), .

and consolidation of less than
| supplements

(worth 3%). The press are

mental scales
half of the

putting this about as a 12%

| increase, but this is rubbish. -

UPW members who are on
the maximum scale and who
don’t work either overtime or

hours which qualify for pre-

‘mium payments will only get
basic 8%. Consolidation, -

"the

BRITISH LEYLAND’s recent

decision to pay increased shift

allowances to - all plants and

-

- the first stage of parity to some

is no act of generosity.,

For a start, the sijft allow-
ances — under the terms of
the National Engineering
Agreement — should have

b r.- .
backdating them to February.
The new parity proposals
mean that ‘stage 1’ paymentg
(bringing most production
workers up to £81.50) can be
paid to
throughout the group have
been met for four consecy.
tive weeks. An individual

for eight weeks running .
Cardiff, Cowley, Llanelli,
Abingdon, and Common Lane
(Birmingham) are eligible for
‘stage 1’ payments: clearly
this is a divide-and-rule tactic
to buy off certain ‘good’
plants and lessen the chance

of any combine-wide .action

over pay this year.

More simister, though, is
the way BL is attempting to
use the parity payments to
pave the way for 3 ‘new’ in-
centive scheme. The plan is to
use panty targets to boost
production levels throughout
the group and then use
that increased production
(combined with further reduct.
ions in the workforce) to est-
ablish the base-line for plant-
based incentive schemes.

Tor decent basic wages and a

- Office’s prod

' spe

all plants when targets -

over
floor is extremely hostile. to

which affect hourly rates but
not the basic, will mean no-
thing to large numbers of
office and counter staff, to
most day telephonists, and to
postm
there is no afternoon or over-
In return for this generous
offer the Post Office are de-
manding acceptance of a pro-
ductivity deal which includes
the introduction of part time
working into all areas of work,
traffic’ measurements - li.e.
work study], and the ending of

‘the practice of holding vac-
- ancies so as to provide over-

time. | o
Of course socialists oppose
overtime. But this has got to
0 hand in hand with a fight
st office worker’s wage is
ardly that. Acceptance of this
deal would drive many down to
the poverty level. .
Tﬁg real aim of the Post
uctivity deal is to
drive a coach and horses
through the union’s ability to
control work practices. At the
moment it is virtually i

Ss-
“ible for management to El?mg

in new working arrangements
without union agreement.
With this deal they hope  to
change all that. In the end this

IS bound to mean cuts in

Gener

in the anti-
- the 1930s,

of Lords, his last claim
against him
misuse of union funds. .
'cil to discuss

8series of tr

-decided
to court.
. The accountants’
lists some strange

the creation

property,

The scheme being put for-
ward is identical in every resp-
ect to the one BL workers
threw out in a company-wide
ballot last March. The maijn
reason for that rejection was
that the scheme gives the com-
pany complete control over
manning levels and track
eds, destroying the last
vestiges of ‘mutuality’, the
system under which these'

work conditions must be muty-

ally agreed by management
and shop stewards.

'The only. difference is that

under the new scheme the
maximum possible bonus is
raised from £8 to £15 a week.
But the company’s internal
memos reveal they are only
anticipating ‘‘50% achieve-
ment of bonus’’. :

BL workers are desperate
for.more money, but after the
company’s double-dealing
parity, the shep-

any suggestion- of incentive
schemes. The danger is that

the convenors and senior stew-

ards in most plants will not

reject the scheme out of hand,

but = attempt to

negotiate
» concessions on the detmfs.

We must say: to hell with
productivity dealing; no to

- speed-up and job loss: defend

mutuality. We need a national
claim this year for a basic wage
of at least £100. -

The issue of whether BL
contracts to assemble Japan-

€se cars — which is causing |

- pf the

en in small offices where

LORD BRIGIN SHAW, former
al Secretary of the print
union NATSOPA, was once @
member of the Communist
Party and a well-known figure
1 ist movement in

Recently raised to the House
_ to fame
~ 18 a  probable civil action
| concerning the

- Last *week NATSOPA re-
convened its Governing Coun-
a report by ac-
countants hired to look i:lltoba
ansaciions made
officials of the union which
were not authorised by the un-
ion executive. The council
to take Briginshaw

report
affairs,
including ‘the movement of
union funds into Swiss bank
accounts, the sale of union

|for a bundle of 10,
toSCLV, 5 Stamford_

| Published by Workers’ Action,
{ Box 1960

t Office: a feeble |
m and a worse offer|

staffing levels. /
'And they have even had the
cheek to put a sting in the tajl
deal. If it doesn't resylt.
In enough savings to pay for

consolidation, then they can
take it back off us in next
year’s pay deal. |

To start with, the Exec.
turned down the offer. They
wanted slightly more consoli-

dation and they objected to the

claw-back clause — ‘because it
would delay negotiations for a
new productivity deal next
ear! But even this weak-
kneed o ition collapsed
with the calling of the General
Election, an;f now they'’re
recommending acceptance.
So it’s now up to the rank
and file. Militants in the UPW
must start an immediate cam-
paign to mobilise the member-
ship to vote against the deal
at the meetings that will be

called. If the feeling of the

staff at my office is anything
to go by, this shouldn’t be

Having rejected the offer,

difficult.

‘we must force the Exec to
initiate immediate action for

the full claim. London and
Liverpool, with their unoffic-
ial action, have shown that the
will to fight is there. -

PETE KEENLYSIDE

Manchester AmqmatedUPW.

private companies with union
shady property
— none of them
by the Executive

-~ money,. an
transactions
" ratified
- Committee.

The union money in the
Swiss bank accounts (so the
accountants were told by Lord,
Briginshaw and the union’s |
financial secretary) was to pay
convalescent home in

for a
Switzerland.

in Rottingdean, Brighton.

The money was entered be-
tween 1968 and 1972. In 1974
nds were withdrawn
and brought back to England,

allegedly in suitcases - and
Amongst - other
this broke the UK

the fun

paper bags.
things,

currency control regulations.

Of course, none of this was
mentioned in the union min-

utes, either.

The union auditors, Lawr-
& Rogers & Co, who

ence

a big stir in the én'ess, though
not (at Longbridge, anyway)

on the shop floor — is abso-
lutely irrelevant to this battle.
Any attempt to divert BL work-
ers into a defence of ‘‘all-
British car manufacture’’ must

be firmly resisted.
JIM DENHAM

Paper of the Social-
ist Campaign for a
Labour Victory

APRIL ISSUE NOW
OouT | -
15p. By post: send

three 7p stamps for
a single copy, or £1

HiI'I,_ London N16.

, Rising Free, 182
Upper St, London N1, and
printed by Anvil Press [TU].
Registered as a newspaper at
the GPO.. |

The union' al-
- ready has a convalescent home

| Buses: the on-off st

PROVINCIAL BUS crews got
a call for strike action on
Tuesday (27th
The strike was to be on Fri-
day 30th. At 1pm last Thurs-
day our branch secretary
received a phone call... ““Jt’s
off, we’'ve had a better
offer’’. We still have no idea
what that offer might be.

The man responsible for

this fiasco was Larry Smith,
the T&GWU’s 'National
Trade Group Secretary. The
strike call was not in support

| of the bus workers’ £65 claim

(£81 for one-man operators).
It looks as if the 6% offer

from the municipal bus com-

panies had already been
accepted. The dispute was to
8et bigger increases in a

bonus for one-man operation
The ‘OMO’ bonus, paid to

all crews at rates which vary
according to the percentage

- were supposed to be keepihg

an eye on things, were them-
selves making use of the un-
ion’s pension fund. Mr Rogers
in November 1974, obtained a
mortigage of £24,000 from the
NAT a%’A staff

ion officials and staff

made frequent use of the fund
to obtain morﬁages_ on prop-
‘erty to be reso

at a later date.
‘1he reason for some of

‘these - shady transactions,
according to Briginshaw, was

that they were building up a
- fund ' 4

| for' a ‘shadow . union’
to combat the threat of union
funds being seized under the
Industrial Relations Act. -

‘But the Union President and
the Presidential Committee
which was set up to oversee
the ‘shadow union’ fund knew

' nothing; and some of the dub-

ious deals took place after the
Act had been repealed.

All this has onlx. come to

March). -

P !‘.he Ob

Superannua- b
tion fund at 11% mterest.:Un-

- ate the

. The corrupt -practices in

file  involvement

ot one-man buses In a com-
pany’s fleet, is to increase
over three stages in the next
two years as a result of nego-
tiations carried on separately
from the wage negotiations.

- Theé employers are trying to

claim that the bonus in-
creases were fixed after the
6% offer on basic wages had
been agreed, and as such
were not subject to a further
6% increase.
disagrees.

Most bus workers were not ,

very - enthusiastic about a
strike called with three days’

notice over an issue that .

would probably mean -only
60p a week... but plans were
being made and the action
looked like being effective.
Larry Smith, however, had
succeeded in confusing the
situation even before he cal]-

. ed the strike off. Each branchl

light thanks to the efforts of
server NATSOPA mach-
Ineé room chapel, which in-

- vestigated the unijon 's books

In May 1978 and then fought
& court case to get the right to

accountants. It is
obvious that the union’s lead-

ers have been keen to keep the -

whole business under cover,
d partjcularly not to implic- -

e | present officials, ‘in-
cluding General Secretary
Owen O’Brien. -

NATSOPA are ‘a reflection of '

the way the ynion is run gen-

er {l,l-nlts history is. one of
expell

g left-wingers, mak-
Ing sell-out deals, breaki

strikers, and stiflin rankhan
u a
host of petty rules. O’Brien
has introduced a new union
rule forbidding members to

talk to the press without per-

mission from the executive.

The union

- sure it would en
- -right pockets. nfor
- because of the  stran

rike for 60p

was meant to approach the

local management and get
their response to the issue. If

they said they would consid-

er paying an extra 6% on the
bonus, then there was to be .

no strike. o
This would have split:

effective action. In Wales

and the South West, for ex-
ample, Plymouth, r

struck and Bristol and New-
port wouldn’t. |

Now Smith has left rank | |
-and file busworkers without |
the slightest clue as to what

IS going on in the negotia-

tions. In Cardiff this has led .
to the circulation of a petit-

ilon demanding his removal
as trade group secretary
and the right to elect our

officials rather than have

them appointed. o
o PAUL BYERS

The officials at headquarters
are not called the mafia for
nothing, and the present
publicity concerning the
union funds has done a great

pay their levy for the

workers unti

of the right-wing
and the.‘-!‘%fﬁcultle

bosses’  attacks
their lack of faith in

- present union leadership.

The ht

] ainst  corrupt-
ion must be Ii

ed to the ﬁght -

for democracy within the unjon- -

and against the sell-outs of

the officials.

BOILERMAKERS'’ union
members in Lansing Bagnalls,
Basingstoke, voted last week
in a secret ,ballot, by 71 to
34, not to strike in support of a
member who had been unfajr-
ly dismissed.
This was not really sur-
prising when you consider the
act that the sacking took place
three weeks previously. But
anyone who doubted that the

- sacking was -political should

have been convinced by now: a
few days after the vote, a
notice went up in the factory
threatening instant dismissal
for anyone caught giving out
the Workers’ Action factory
bulletin. The worker sacked
four weeks ago is a known
‘supporter of Workers’ Action.

The three weeks between

| the sacking and the vote were

an object lesson on how offic-

ialdom sidetracks any hint of
a fightback. ‘
On March 1st, at 3.45pm,

Martin Timmins, who s

branch secretiry of the Boil- -

ermakers, was called to the
Personnel Director’s office
with his stewards. He was told

~ that' his timekeeping had not

improved since his final warn-
ing a month ago, and sacked
with six weeks
notice. 4
The stewards argued that
Timmins had lost no time since
his final warning. to which

-would

pay in lieu of

management replied by in-
venting a new rule: the three
minutes’ grace in the morn-
ings count as late. ,

By the time that meeting

finished everybody had finish-

ed work. Martin Timmins was
off the premises and one day
was lost. | |
A shop meeting was held
the next morning (Friday)
and the membership '

had been contacted and he
be putting the appeal on
Monday. The memggrship
decided to defer any action
until the outcome of the ap(feal
rvas known. Three more ays
ost. |
On Monday the official
got in touch with the stewards
and told them he would not be
available for a meeting with
management until the 20th.
After some argument, the
official set up a meeting for
the following Thursday FSth),,
but four more days were lost.
That meeting came and
went with the otgficial not even
knowing what he was _arguinﬁ
about, and having to ask.
management what the next

stage was. Management were

only too pleased to tell him
that another meeting could be

- set up with the Employers’
Federation present. ~

That meeting duly took
place on the 21st and the sack-

were in-
formed. The district official

Ing was predictably confirmed,
The baﬂot took
following day.

procedure bas led to shop
meetings being postponed
again and again, until
finally the issue appeared
cold and dead. -

The main points to come out
of this case are: -

B If the company want to

get rid of someone, they don'’t

need a reason. In this case,

they had no argument and
were in direct contravention
of their own conditions of
employment. This was a blat-
ant political sacking of a trade

union activist who was causing |

problems for both the bosses
and the bureaucratic leader-
ship of the Joint Shop Stew-
ards’ Committee.

- I The vast majority of trade -
union officials can be depend-
ed upon to sidetrack any
membership action with the -

promise of negotiations which

‘are in reality only timewasters. |

' There is no substitute
for organised rank and file
activity. In this case speedy
action by the membership
would almost certainly have
settled the issue within ays.

These lessons will have to | |

be learnt quickly at Bagnalls
if the right to carry on trade

union and political activityisto | - e

be defended.

and Merthyr would have -

-~

place the | N
The' long drawn out officia]
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