THE mass pickets at Grun-
wicks are all set to go on for
as long as it takes to win.

Delegations of print-
workers, building workers,
dockers and electricians
have followed the York-
shire, Scottish and "South
Wales miners to the Willes-
den picket line.

Still to come in any num-
bers are the engineers from
Grunwicks own surround-
ing area.

THE BLACKING STAYS! That
is the firm decision of the Post
Office sorters at Cricklewood
who have refused to touch Grun-
wicks mail since the middle of
June.

For two weeks they were sub-

. jected to threats and entreaties.

Finally last Wednesday, June
29th, they were notified in writ-
ing that unless they "work
normally" they’d be sent home
with no pay as from 11.30 the
next day.

The branch met — to discuss
tactics. The continued blacking
was never in question. They
announced they’d stage a sit-in
if suspended. And the whole of
London stood by for a threaten-
ed indefinite postal strike in
response.

The deadline came. The dead-
line went. Nothing happened.
Instructions from higher wp to
set the suspensions in motion
didn’t come.

The Tories had pushed for
action to "uphold the law" and

The call by miners’ lead-
er Arthur Scargill for a day
of action on July 11th
should be taken up with the
most seriousness in the
form of strikes and marches
to-the picket from neigh-
bouring factories.

After all, it was the Birm-
ingham engineers who

- closed the famdls Saltley

gates in 1972. .
Desperate at the sight of
masses of workers flouting

SORTERS

show the sorters — and the rest
of the working class — . the
ruling class can still wield the
big stick. But the Labour leaders
come off better using strings,

th

the capitalist state, the
Government’s trade union
troubleshooter . Albert
Boeth has played his last
card — and it isn’t even an
ace.

For : two weeks police
violence and@ mass arrests
only served to swell the
picket. Then mediation was
tried, to 'no avail: the mass
picket went on.

Now it’s to be a Court of

Inquiry.

ed and witchunted.

ent or can assist in other wa
ASTMS 628 Branch, 65 Ashwort

DEFEND RICHARD MAULL

RICHARD MAULL is a younf West Indian computer operator who
works at Smiths Industries. A member of ASTMS, he has been
down to the Grunwick picket line with his mates. :

Richard Maull is being being in Brixton Police Station on remand,
charged with having thrown the bottle which was supposed to have
injured Special Patrol Constable Wilson. : A

His union branch has set up a Defence Campaign — he is the one
arrested picket that APEX has refused to defend, acting as judge
and jury before the case is even tried.

It is shameful that APEX is setting Richard Maull up to be isolat-

The branch, ASTMS 628, has called on Barnet Trades Council
and ASTMS to support his defence; 1Se
say they are anxious that the ‘‘emotive response to the !nlury of the
policeman’’ doesn’t interfere with a fair and unbiased trial. g

ANYONE WHO WITNESSED OR PHOTOGRAPHED the incid-

should contact The Secretw,
ansions, Elgin Ave. London W9

they gave £40 themselves, and

The trade union ‘move-
ment needs no inquiry
(other than into why it took
ten months to mobilise its
forces). The facts are
known. And it doesn’t need
mediation: it needs to win
It’s fighting this one now
not just against Ward but,
in a sense, against the next
Tory government — in ad-
vance.

Booth’s Court of Inquiry
is designed for no other

WON’T BUDGE

delays and manipulation. That
is the method of bureaucracy.
And they decided to have one
more’ go.

So.now the sorters are expect-

ed to lift their blacking out of
their deep respect for Lord
Justice Scarman and his Court
of Inquiry.

What a hope!

Blacking net drawn tighter

In one of the more idiotic reflect-
lons on the Grunwick strike, the
Industrial Correspondent of the
Daily Express contrasted the
effects of the postal blackin

with the ‘few achievements’ o
all the 'noisy and violent’ mass
plckﬂlng.

But the ever-tightening ext-
ension of the blacking is all the
progluct of the last three weeks’
mass picketing!

In this third week, blacking
has gathered momentum.

B The number of chemist
shops now dealing with Grun-
wicks has drop from 400 to

just 69.

B The London Area Council of
the National Union of Bank Em-
rloyeos has called on the Mid-
and Bank to freeze Grunwicks’
bank account. If it refused, then
big trade unions like Naigo
would be asked to stop banking
with the Midland.

B NATSOPA members in the

ackaging section of the ?rlnt-
ng group Dickinson & Robinson
in Bristol blacked a million
postal packets that had been
printed for Grunwicks under the
names of its subsidiaries Bonus-
Bool, Trucolour and Cooper and

earson.

B NGA members at both the
Sunday Telegraph [June 19]
and Observer [June 26th] stopp-
ed work, the former to demand a
reptliy to an articie which invited
readers to send their snaps to
Grunwicks, the latter in outrage
against the insertion of a NAFF
advert soliciting support and
money for Grunwick. Both
groups of workers won the right

to req_ly.

B The strike committee has
called on trade unionists in the
Fire Brigade to cut off Grun-
wicks’ water supply and on Post
Office Engineers to cut off its
phone.

purpose than to divert the
movement from winning.
The idea is that the wigs
and fancy dress will go over
big with the official. trade
union movement and jnfl-
uence it to get up and legd a
retreat.

Immediately, the Cdurt
will demand a return to the
”status quo” before the
mass picketing started: the
Post Office sorters will be
told, yet again, to handle
Grunwicks’ work, and the
continued mass picket will
be told to disband.

Leaving the strikers right
back where they were.

The High Court charade,
opening at the same time as
the Scarman pantomime, is
Ward’s own diversion.
Even if he loses there, no-
one is going to make him
end the lockout. All it
would mean is the right of
the scabs to join APEX!

Nothing but force —
massed pickets on a Saltley
scale and harder blacking
— will win re-instatement
for the strikers.

The blacking has grown
in I&aps and bounds since
the mass picketing start:.
And the picketing can c!
the gates. ™

That’s why it has to ge
and get bigger for as !
as it takes towin.
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The National Union of
Mineworkers recently sent
three members of its Nat-
ional Executive to Chile and
Bolivia to examine the cond-
itions faced by . wédrkers
under the military regimes in
those two countries. The
team were unable to work
openly and had to carry out
their investigations while
travelling under the guise of
tourists. On returning to
Britain they gave their report
to the June NEC of the
National Union of Miners
and excerpts were published
in the June/July issue of The
Miner.

The labour movement in

. Bolivia, in particular among

“the tin miners, has a long
tradition of struggle; for the
past 25 years it has been a
very powerful force in Bol-
ivian politics. So when in
1971 a military coup over-
threw the government of
Juan Torres — a government
which has relied on mass
popular support and the
open backing of the trade
unions — it could only carry
through its policies by first
attacking the  organised
labour movement. -

@

A wave of repression
swept the. country; trade
unionists who tried to re-
the ~ Bolivian
Central ‘Union (the equiv-

- alent of the TUC) were arr-

ested and exiled, peasants

" -who blocked roads in protest

at food price increases in

* October 1973 and January

. ‘Party. - were - pr ;
.party. for a victory in the 1978

. AT THEIR CONGRESS on the .
-weaekend of 18-19 June, the-
leaders.of -the French Soclalist™ -

eparing -their -

elections.

**“We must build.up the Party
against -the complexes which
socialist militants have in relat-

_ jon to the CP and the leftists,

-against the fear of | don’t know
~-what

betrayal... We must
struggle against - the danger
within us of allowing ourseives
to go in for the politics of out-

- bidding. You have read Arlette

Laguiller’s speech trying to rally
the workers against our 'bet-
rayals’. We will have to be firm
against these pressures when .

‘we-are in power’’ declared Jean

Poperen.

- The Socialist Party left-wing
minority; CERES, were willing

to show they were immune to

the pressure of Trotskyists iike

Arlette Laguiller. ‘‘1 understand

that-Frangois Miterand needs a

tactical margin of manoeuvre.

"‘We trust him’’ declared CERES

leader Jean-Pierre Chevene-
ment. CERES pledged to dis-
solve itself as "an organised
faction, without receiving any
concessions in return.

And so Frangois Mitterand
can rely on a thoroughly docile
party behind him in his bid to
become Prime Minister. -

Today-the SP is, electorally,
the strongest party in France.
Yet in 1969 it got only 4% of the
votes in the presidential elect-
ions.

Ever since the late 1930s, it
had declined more and more
into a mere consortium of

. mayors, town councillors and

.. parliamentarians.

Frangois
Mitterand, an establishment

alitician of long standing, saw
Eis chance to benefit from' the
shift to the left in France after
1968, and set about constructing

1974 were gunned down by - food, clothing and education.

. .of the

Bolivia—ust ikea

concentration camp
say NUM.cofficials

" the army and finally in Nov-
ember 1974, using the pre-
text of an attempted coup,
the military regime banned
all political and trade union
activity and suspended all
elections. When the trade

unions responded by call- -

ing a 48-hour strike the gov-
ernment hit back by locking
up their leaders, destroy-
ing the miners radio stations
and freezing wages.

But since 1974, the labour
movement has made heroic
attempts to reorganize;
the military regime was
unable to completely elim-
inate the Miners Federation
which, on May 1st last year,
was able to hold a Congress

in the town of Corocoro and

force the government to
recognize it. ;

- The main outcome of the
Congress was a country-
wide demand for and incr-
ease in the basic daily min-
imum wage from US S1.50
to US $4.00. This sum was
calculated by the Miners’
"Union on the basis of an
economic survey taking into

account prices in the comp- -

any stores and the prices of

n m ¢ Union-of the Left
-altiance was _ established Dbet-
ween - the Socialist Party and the

_mmunist-Party. The CP -has
. been willing to assist the SP for

‘the sake of gaining a few posit-
fons In a future Mitterand
government.

To build up its strength, the
Socialist Party has had to use-
unaccustomed - left-wing lang-
uvage. It speaks of the.'‘class
front’’, contrasting its "working
‘class” strategy to the CP’s line
"union of the French
people”. It explains that it
seeks to avold becoming ‘‘an in-
strument of the petty bourg-
eoisie’’. It tries to build factory
branches. It talks of workers’

- self-management.

But now, having assembled a
probable election  majority
behind the Union of the Left,
Mitterand is aiready stressing
that no-one should expect a
Left government to do very
much very quickly, that un-
empioyment and inflation will
continue, and that any "impat-
ience” will be disastrous.

The CP takes its stand a little
to the left of the SP. After the
SP Congress the Political Bur-
eau of the CP declared that it
had found Mitterand’s speeches
"worrying”. But fundamentally
the CP, too, preaches patience
to the workers.

There is, after-all, something
{0 be warnt from this for the
working class. When Mitterand
declares that the Union of the
Left can do very littje for the
working class, it is the truth.
But the limits are set by Mitter-
and’s ties to the bosses, not by
the economic crisis.

Only by its direct action and
its own struggles can the work-
ing class refuse to pay the costs
of the capitalist crisis.-

Iy COLIN FOSTER

- presumib

ime there.

The government was given a
period of 30 days in which to
start discussions and a date
for negotiations was agreed.
Meanwhile, the miners
called a 24-hour strike in
protest at the regime’s
refusal to allow the body of
the former President Torres
(who had been assassinated
in Argentina) to be brought
back into Bolivia. Fearing
that this could be the beg-
inning of a general strike,
the government moved the
army in to occupy the mines
on the day before the pay
negotiations were due

@

Faced with this, the
miners did actually call a
general strike — the gov-
ernment responded by dec-
l%ring a State of siege, imp-
osing a curfew and turning
the mining centres
Oruro and Polosi
‘military zoges’.

aLhe miners’ radio stations
were taken Over and the
company - stores closed
down, hundreds of workers
were dismissed, their homes

into

of

visors that dissatisfied work-*

ers will be denounced
to the authorities as ‘extrem-
ists’ — wherepon they can

be sacked without right of
appeal, or arrested and
held indefinitely.

The miners are faced with
these repressive measures
without any legal trade union
representation. With  all
trade union activity banned,
more than half of the Bol-
ivian Miners Federation’s
elected representatives are:
in exile, while those rem-
aining in" Bolivia carry out
their activities = clandest-
inely in extremely difficult -
circumstances, with all
freedom of association and
the right to strike banned.

The BMF representatives
have been “replaced” by
"co-ordinators” quite
often not even miners —
imposed by the government.
They are completely tools of
the military regime. and do
not in the least defend the
interests of the miners or
the BMF which of course
has refused to recognise
them.

raided and their families

intimidated. . o

- The miners were forced
back to work at .gunpdint
and tieeir leaders’ impris-
oned ot exiled to Chile —
, ly - to - face- the
charms of the military reg-

Despite the s?rong organ-.
isation of the miners, the
government was able to
isolate their struggle.
Given the geographic¥
emoteness of - the mining
areas — for example,the
mining region of Siglo
and Catavi is 100 KM
from the next town with oniy
two access roads — the army
was able to block off roads
and cut food and water
supplies and outside tel-
ephone communication.
When on top of this, a strict

_press blackout was imposed

the miners found themselves
cut off from any effective
solidarity by other. workers
and the strike ended afte
28 days. :

Since the end of the
strike, the military has con-
tinued to occupy the major
mining areas and to impose

a strict control on all activtiy. -

Now, neatrly a year after the
strike, the appearance of
‘calm and order’ is maint-
ained only by the govern-
ments’ repressive machin-
ery of imprisonment, torture
and exile.

There is continued harass-
ment in the mining areas,
homes are raided and
miners’ families intimidated
while in the mines them-
selves any protests are met
by threats from shift super-

Internatioﬁal
Notes ki

During those working hours,
the miners are -faced with
terrible physical conditions.
Safety regulations are pract-
ically non-existent, there
is a lack of proper clothing
and the masks the mines
are supplied with were des-
igned for use at sea-level —
not the 12,000 feet altitude
of the Bolivian mines, with
the result that it is so
difficult to breathe the
rarefied air.

‘It is estimated that “an

underground worker will
contract first degtee silic-
osis within five years, second
degree silicosis by the age
of thirty — and by the time
he’s 35 the disease will have
progressed to such a point
that he cannot be saved.

There is also a high rate
of accidents in the mines
(although the government
refuses to release statist-
ics) and although miners
have a legal right to retire
after a disabling accident,

Miners forced to work at gunpoint

€

TORRES
On top of the organised

i vy the state,

the Bolivian miners face
working conditions even
worse than those of most
miners. Officially, Bolivian
miners work and eight-hour
day, six days a week, but
the pay is so bad most
miners end up working
twelve hours a day for.all
seven days of the week.

the pensions are so low that
they are forced back to
work:

Similarly, - although there
is a miserable paid holiday
entitlement to 1S days after
five years work, 20 days
after six years and thirty
days after ten years, most
miners take the holiday pay
and carry on working as
they desperately need the
extra money: )

The situation in the mines
is so bad that the average
life expectancy of an under-
ground driller is' only 30
years, and the only reason
that some live longer is
that they’ve spent so long
out of the mines — in jail
or in exile!

The military regime has
of course made no attempts
to alleviate these terrible
living conditions, in fact in
the mining .area as ‘desc-
ribed by the NUM team,
"in appearance and with
the physical presence of the
army, it looked like a conc-
entration camp.” :

PETER HOLDEN

-»
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} NINE years ago, London
dockers marched, in support
of Enoch Powell, to protest at
the Grunwick strikers being
allowed into Britain. Last
week their banner was
among those at the Grunwick
picket line.

That Mrs. Jayaben Desai,
Mahmoud Ahmed and their
comrades are seen as heroes
of the British working class
movement is a blow against
racism worth all the leaflets
put together. (Let’s have
more leaflets, all the same!)

‘But this isn’t about anti-

matter’, people are saying,
in between sick and mind-
less (and stale) 'iokes’ about
chappatis, Kit-e-Kat and
blokes who look ‘‘a bit
browned off’’, nudge nudge.

Police Federation
aghou prowdly admitted that the
idea of armbands to identify 'res-
pectable pickets, leaving the others
- as a sort of "free-fire" zome for the
-police bad been bis.idon

"~ 'Martin Flannery bad a - better
idea: armbands to identify the police
since so miany of them were passing

sort of picket, the sort that allowed
the press to talk of milk bottles
being “'the standard weapon’’.

Dows at Chapter Road the mors-
ing that the armbands made their
debut, many pickels obediently put
them on. Suddesly through a loud-
bailer came the voice of Mrs. Desai:
““‘Attention please. The strike com-
mittee is NOT WEARING ARM-
BANDS”, )

And that was the end of Jim’s
bright idea.

[ ] ]

B BTHURSDAY was an event-
ful day. It began with the arrest of
Arthur Scargill — twice! It seems
that Arthur is a handy size for
arresting, and coppers just made a
bee-line for him. The first one was
told at once by a superior officer to
let Scargill go, butjust as he did so,
another green young copper pounc-
ed and had Arthurin the police bus
before he could be stopped.

Word got round quickly. Before
long somebody nudged him —
‘“‘Have you heard, they’ve arrested
Arthur Scargill...”

am

MW About an bour later, the
Press got their first lucky break: an
infured policeman. [Injured pickets,
like Mary Davis whose leg was
|~ brokes, are @b not the stuff of sob-
. stories.]

Accounts varied as to bow SPG
man Wilson got bis bead cut by a
bottle. At first be was said to bave
bees bit by a flying bottle; but as
that is rather smplausible [it would
more likely have fractured his shull
that cut bim opes] the story was
chazz:3, axd mow a man bad run
out of the crowd of pickets, stabbed
him with a broken bottle and run
“away without beiwg caught or sees.

A more likely version which we
bave beasd is that PC Wilson lsst
his footing and fell onto a broken
bottle: ‘

| Afalure
| forthe
raciSts

racism, it’s. a trade union -

as .
B BTHE OBNOXIOUS oke-time-
‘ joss cromy James Call- .

thamseélves off as the more violent .

Right. But so were the
strikes of Asian workers at
Mansfield Hosiery and Imp-
erial Typewriters and count-
less other places trade union
matters, and they were
heartily stabbed in the back
by the labour movement,
The President of the National
Union of Hosiery and Knit-
wear Workers said after the
Mansfield Hosiery strike:
‘‘We helped the Asians’’ (his
members) ‘‘Far more than
we helped our own people’’
(i.e.the white scabs).

=

The white scabs at the:Lei-
cester works of Imperial
Typewriters had the nerve to
parade around, organised by

[ ¥ ]

B WTHE worst lies of the week
came from seemingly neutral tele-
vision presenters, who would start
off their little introductions with a
run-down on the dispute: on the one
side we have the strikers, fighting
for union recognition; and on the
other side, another set of workers,
fighting for the right #o# to join a
union.

And Ward? He’s just the referee, -
of course.

Another favourite, this one pref-
erred by the police and the politic-
ians, is the need to protect the right
to work. They have to be careful
where touse that one: it wouldn’t
do at all for a redundancy dispute.
And the Brent police, who savagely
fell upon the Right to Work March
last year not two miles from Grun-
wick gates, may find it a bit embarr-
assing.

[ ] ]

B WAttorney Gemeral Sam
Silkin got into trouble for telling the
House of Commons that be bad
passed the buck to the Post Office
over the law-defying postal*boycott
of Grumwicks.” Why wasn’t be ex-
forcing the low, Tories MPs dem-
anded to kwow.

So Silkin told them exactly what
Edward Heath might bave told them
in July 1972, after the Solicitor Gen-
eral bad been got to release the five
dockers from Pestonville. Simply
because an offemce bad been com-
mitted it didn’t follow that there

-

the National Front, carrying
Union Jacks.

Such things haven’t hap-
pened at Grunwicks. They
seem unthinkable there in
the light of the mass solidar-
ity with the strike. But they
could have happened, and
the issues in dispute aren’t
so different from others that
Asian workers have been in-
volved in without getting
support, let alone on such a
scale _

Racism is designed to get
in the way of "trade union
matters” and thwart and
destroy the instincts for coll-
ective -action and solidarity
that have been established in
200 years of struggle.

Grunwicks is the first

major failure of racism. Let
there be many more!

must be a prosecution. "“There is a
wide public interest factor bere.
Oppositiowm MPs wo be saying
quite a different thing if, as a result
of action fuken bastily by myself or
anyone else, the whole of the mail of
tb:ifl country was brought to a-stand-
still.”

One law for the weak, another law

Sfor the stromg? v

been called Dickensian, feudal and &
even "stone-age".But its character
of colonial pateraalistn came out -
very clearly when BBC2’s "Money
Programme” brought into its studio
four scabs, four strikers and George -
Ward. S ‘

Apart from one quite hysterical
woman who clearly would have
found Communists in the Pentagon,
the scabs seemed an average -
enough collection of backward work-
ers — the sort who often enough
judge a job by the opportunity it
gives them to rub shoulders with
and suck up to the boss. And for the
right sort of worker, George Ward
would be the right'sort of boss.

On the strikers”side there were
no spectacular horror stories — just
experiences of being messed
around, not knowing when they
could leave at night or what the next
person was earning.

The sort of straight dealing, by

negotiation and arringement, which

the strikers are fighting for is
* anathema to the paternalistic boss
“who likes to control everything bims-
self, to have his favourites, to harass
those who won't play ball, to divide
and to rule. .

That there were still some inside
who could be moved was shown over
the weekend, when Jorge Jimenez
walked out, saying he'd been wrest-
ling with his conscience and couldn’t
bear the shame of it any more.

He also revealed how the scabs_
benefited from the union and the
strikers they hated so much: they’'d
had two pay rises, of 10% and then
12% , in the last 10 months.

anm ‘. )
@ B Ward’s Grunwick set-up has

Editorial

!

What
use
are
Labour’s laws

GEORGE WARD was within his legal rights to sack work-
ers for striking. He is within his legal rights to challenge
ACAS in the High Court. He was within his legal rights to
invoke the 1953 Post Office Act against the UPW to force
postal workers to handlehis goods.

Apart from the law, he has “The Law” on his side:
hundreds of them every day, with licence to use any
amount of violence on George Ward’s behalf.

Little wonder that George Ward insists on conducting
the union recognition dispute at Grunwicks ‘‘according to
the law’’. That way he has a fighting chance of winning.
He knows that the law. the state. is an instrument of the
capitalist system. The law is on his side, whereas in an
open trade union conflict he hasn’t a hope.

This has put the Labour Government on the spot.

In return for wage curbs and unfaltering loyalty, Labour
is supposed to have given the trade union movement a
battery of laws for its use. That was its side of the Social
Contract. And now George Ward has come along and
shown them up as worthless.

Five years ago this month there was almost a general
strike when five dockers were jailed for defying the Tories’
Industrial Relations Act. This week, thousands of workers
may be on strike in support of postmen suspended for ref-
using to handle Grunwicks mail. NextMonday, July 11th,
there is to be a mass picket-demonstration modelled on
Saltley Gates, February 1972.

Caught up in a class confrontation that is nearly of the
proportions of Saltley Gates and Pentonville Week, the
Government is shying away, trying desperately to cool and
de-fuse the situation. That’s why Employment Secretary
Albert Booth tried to make a deal with Ward.

- .And the trade union leaders, . who weren’t happy to see |

such things happen when Heath was in the hot seat, are
scared to death that Callaghan — and with him the Social
Contract — may be in the firing line. :

e picket line (which they now have the nerve to

pickets themselves) to say

lrrstead of calling for an escalation of the, picketing and
Hlacking to finish bff Ward, they have run around looking
for a sell-out to get them off the hook. : )

* The Tories — with the more reckless right making the
running — are goading the government to go over the top.

They have seen every anti-working class action of this gov- -

ernment lose it ever more seats and votes. What better

- than to have Callaghan cap it with direct government

acticn against the Grunwick strike! And of course they
want to see the strike defeated: for it is now a society-wide
test of strength, and a great deal will hang on its outcome

- for months, peri'laps years, to come.

A MASS PICKET IS
NOT A LEGAL PICKET

THE law on picketing says that it must be for the purpose
of “peacefully persuading’’ by ‘’communicating informat-
ion’’. Despite all the protestations, everyone knows that’s
nint what the Grunwick mass picket is about. Even area

APEX organiser Len Gristey, who has collaborated with -

the police in'making the picket less effective, said it was
planned to have its effect ‘‘by sheer force of numbers’’.
And that’s not the same as ‘’communicating information’’

For 10 months scabs and suppuers crossing the Grun-
wick picket line have heard the case. They certainly know
there’s a strike on!

That ‘‘communication of information’’ didn’t succeed in
tightening the blacking to cut off Grunwick, as has happ-
ened in the last three weeks. It didn’t succeed in getting
any scabs to join the strike; a dozen have walked out in the
last three weeks.

The law defines picketing very narrowly. Very often,
such picketing is effective..But where it isn’t, trade union-

ists have to look for other methods. In that case, it's.no-

use trying tc squeeze » mass picket into the limit of the
legal definition of an ordinary picket. And let’s not forget
that that is only legal because workers fought for it and
made it legal by insisting on doing it. In the same way, we
must now insist on the mass picket. ,

The law and the state are on the side of George Ward.
The balance of forces, the weight of numbers, are on the
side of the strikers. But this force will be weakened if it
tries to fit in with the legality that was tailored to suit
George Ward and his like.

Sot _,eY"re:backing off as fast as they.can, using the viol- .
| - .ence of the (

" -lame more and-more -on-the. ts th
~'that the magnificent solidarity-is ‘defeatifig its own ends’’

[ V—
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The first draft of the British Road to Socialism,
the programme of the Communist Party,
appeared in 1951. The draft now published for
discussion is the fifth draft.

There is hardly a line in it that is correct. its
assessment of the world forces, its analysis of
the trade unions, its characterisation of the
Soviet Union, its implicit theory of the state, of

- revolution and indeed, of the class struggle
and socialism |tself are all wrong.

But the British Road to Socialism is not a
haphazard compendium of efrors. It is a coher-
ent strategy setting as its goal the erection of a
thoroughly bureaucratised workers’ state.
What provides the programme with its coher-
ence is the implicit rejection in it that socialism
is both the society ensuring the liberation of
the working class and itself the creation of the
working class in the course of its emancipation.

In this two-part article (Part 2 next week)
paul adams shows how the British Road to

Socialism is the product of a bureaucratic ideol

ogy hostile to the lessons of the class struggle
and serving only to mislead workers in their

fight for socialism.

In later articles, Workers’ Action will deal in
more detail with some of the many questions
raised in the British Road. We shall also look
at some of the weightier criticisms made of the
draft from within the Communist Party itseif.

A

REJECYING
THZ LESTONS

Lenin — ‘‘Smash the state’’

-

’fhe present, latest draft (for

discussion) ‘of the British
Road.to Socialism, the prog-
ramme of the Communist
Party of Great Britain, is
reformist  through and
through. Its general theor-
etical conclusions do not

" base themselves on the less-

ons of the class, struggle;

neither do its proposals prov- °

ide the organising focus for
the development of a work-
ing class political practice
which can start as an assault
on capitalism and end with
the consolidation of workers’
power, of the dictatorship of
the proletarint.

The "argument” of the
British Road can be summar-
ised as foHows: the tendency
to monopoly drives ithe
smaller and middle capital-
ists increasingly into the
camp of democratic opposit-
ion, which is spearheaded
by the working class move-
ment. The alliance created
by the coming together of
the working clasgs, the non-
monopolist capitalists and
the intermediate layers of
professionals and others is
so massive that it cannot but
embrace large sections of the

state apparatus (all but the-
topmost) and isolate the
monopollsts as a tiny section

of society.
The alliance — the anti-
monopoly alliance — prov-

ides, in this scenario, the
social support for a ’'Left
Government’, consisting of
Labour Party "and Commun-
ist Party members. Because
of the democratic/constitut-
ional traditions of Britain,
and because of this isolation
of the monopolists and their
closest supporters, the Left
Government is able to leg-
islate acts which progress-
ively remove the sources of
the capltahsts economic
supremacy” without the rul-
ing class being able to resist
effectively.

At the same time the Left
Government begins a trans-
formation of the state appar-
atus into one which is loyal to
it by democratising that
apparatus. In this way the
Government  progressively
removes the source of the
capitalists’  political sup-
remacy.

The capitalists who. have.
been isolated and paral-
ysed nationally are unable to

Communist Party dra
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movement. in the Russhn
Empire in 1805.

Needless to say the reformists

- Commenting on the . prog-
rammes of the early nine-
. teenth ceritury soclalists, Marx
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' excused’ their utoplanlsm be-

cause in their day ‘‘the prolet-
arlat, as yet in Iits infancy, offers
to them the spectacie of a ciass
without. any historical initiative
or any independent political
movement.”’

From that time onwards, how-
- ever, fallure to base a prog-
ramme for soclalism on the
"historical iniitiative” of the
working class could not™ be
excused in this way. Because
from that time onwards such a
failure could only occur where a
programme - actually rejected
that working class "historical in-
itiative” which is the principle
teature of the last 150 years of
history.

STRIKES

The social democratic parties
of the Second International
[1889-1914] degenerated into
reformism not only because
their idea of the dally struggle
lost sight of its goal of soclalist
revolution, but because they
ceased to base their conception
of the daily struggle on the

lessons of the class struggle, in

particular, its high points.

German Social Democracy,
for Instance, the biggest and
most authoritative section of the
Second International, continued
to repeat the idea that a general
strike was an anarchist Iidiocy
doomed to fallure — long after
general strikes, both of protest
and of the insurrectionary type,
had taken place and within
Iimits been successful.

It Is no accident that the div-

+ jsion between the minority rev-

olutionary wing of the German
_- Social Democracy and the maj-
“ ority reformist wing [a division
which became a more or less
open breach with the outbreak
of the first imperialist war in
1914) had grown up not arobnd
the question of war but around
the question of who was- propar-
od to learn from the lossons

. that great eruntien of prolotar- .
{4 silan creativity, the mass strike

were not prepared to. The revol-

utionaries on the other hand

embraced this great experience
and, despite certain weaknesses
of analysls made it their own —
reworking, rethinking and re-
elaborating the conception of
the tactics of the socialist class
struggle according to the new
lessons.

The reseans for the degener-
ation of the parties of the
Second International into ref-
ormism were not the same as
the reasons for the degeneration
of the parties of the Third inter-
national [1919-1933]. The deg-
eneration of the parties of the
Third International, the
Communist Parties, was a prod-
uct of the degeneration of Marx-

ism which accompanied the vict- .

ory of the Soviet bureaucracy
over party and working class
democracy.

Thus the trend represented
by the mass Labour and Social-
ist Parties and based on the
labour bureaucracy in the capit-
alist countries finds itself com-
peting in those same countries
with a not very different trend
basing itseif on the state bur-
eaucracy in the Soviet Union.

Both trends, having their
material base in a privileged
and bureaucratic  stratum,
naturally reject both the lessons
of working class struggle {which
only serve to indict them] and
the idea of a programme that
stimulaies a27d organises that
strugale from below.

A programme cut off from the
working class experience in this
way can only be a neutred
abstraction designed to confirm
the controlling Iinfluence of its
drafters. It is bound to reject
one of the central ideas of the
Communist Manifesto, that
““The theoretical conclusions of
the Communists are in no way
based on princlplos that have
been invented .
oxpross, in__

na?al terms,

" actugy ro1atlons ‘springing from

an existing class struggle, from
a historical movement going on
under our very eyes.’’

. they mgisiy ~

in Germany 1918, armed workers took control i the streets of Berlin.

v .



sesort to foreign intervention
ecause the balance of world
orces does not favour this.
With the increasing democ-
ratisation of property forms
and of the state apparatus we
us eventually arrive at
socialism ... by means of
peaceful transition.

In this grand plan we find
rejected the Marxist con-
ceptions of the state, of rev-
olution, of class alliances and
of socialism. This is not a
matter of textual orthodoxy:
what is being rejected is not
books, but the lessons of the
class struggle which certain
texts, theories and slogans
sum up.

. STATE

The mistakes embodied in
the British Road’s scenario
are too many to analyse in
any detail. Let us, however,
ook at the errors concerning
a number of closely related
ideas — the state, peaceful
iransition, organs of work-
ers’ power, For it is these
lerrors, these revisions of
e lessons Marxism has
formulated on ‘the basis of

PDard one

THIE STATE AND
SOVIET POWER

the experience of the class
struggle, that lie at the very

heart of the CPGB’s bureau-

cratic-reformist strategy.

‘‘The state’’ says Lenin
bluntly in his polemic against
rlfnémtSky ‘‘is nothing but a

“chine for the suppression
of one class by anotheér.”
That being the case, a ruling
class that loses control of the
state to another class has in
theory ceased to be a ruling
class. .

Marx understood this in-

~ sufficiently clearly when he

wrote the Communist Man-

-ifesto in 1847. After the class

struggles in France between
1848 and 1851, Marx realised
that in France the mistake
had been that ‘‘all revolut-
ions perfected this (state)
machine instead of smashing
it.”” This was a big step for-
ward, and one which separ-
ated the Marxists from the
different trends of reformism
which denied the need to
smash the state. ’

After the experience of the
Paris Comimune of 1871
Marx and Engels were able.
to reiterate this idea (‘‘One
thing especially was proved
by the Commune, viz. 'the
working class cannot simply
lay hold-of the ready-made
state machinery and wield it
for its own purposes’...”’)
and concretise it further —
something that was not poss-

ible on the basis only of the

experiences up to 1847 or
1851.

~ After the Russian revolut-
ion of 1917, it was possible to
go even further. ‘‘The prolet-
ariat” Lenin reminds his
readers ‘‘cannot ‘lay hold
of’ the 'state apparatus’
and ’‘set it in motion’. But
it can smash everything that
is oppressive, routine, in-
corrigibly bourgeois in the
old state apparatus and sub-
stitute its own, new appar-
atus. The Soviets of Work-
ers’ Soldiers’ and Peasants’
Deputies are exactly this
apparatus.’’

This new, Soviet type of
state, Lenin said elsewhere,
‘‘gives the working and opp-
ressed people the chance to
take an active part in the ind-
ependent building up of a
new society.”’

But the Soviets which after
the October revolution be-
came «the apparatus of the
new state had originated as
something else. They had
originated as the most all-
embracing organisations of
the workers and other opp-
ressed classes in the struggle
to overthrow the dominat-
ion of the capitalists and
landlords.

A revolutionary prog-
ramme today is one which
would insist on the need to
smash the capitalist state
(which the British Road to
Socialism does not) and re-
place it with a new state

’

apparatus of workers’{oun-

——

- cile {Soviets) which would en-

sure the closest possible
link with the masses, the
cheapest and least bureau-
cratic form of administration,
the right of recall of all elect-

ed officials and the involve-
ment of the mass of the pop-
ulation in the creation of
their own society.

All this is rejected in the
scenario of the British Road.
Naturally, as the bureaucrat-
ic mentality of which it is a
product must reject such an
anti-bureaucratic, militant
and creative idea. ’

SOVIET.

The Soviets — which
under the Stalinist bureau-
cracy, of course, ceased to
be organs of workers’ dem-
ocracy — are said to be all
right for Russia. But, the CP
says, the idea is "strictly not

for export”. -

Yet as long ago as 1919,
Lenin at the First Congress
of the Communist Internat-
ional could point to ‘‘the
form of proletarian dictator-
ship that has already taken
shape, ie Soviet power in
Russia, the Rite-System in
Germany, the Shop Stewards
Committees in Britain and
similar Soviet institutions in
other countries...”’

That was the only possible
verdict on the basis_of the
class struggle of that time,
and experience of the class

struggle has confirmed this
judgment scores of times
since then in places as far

In short: the establishment
of the dictatorship of the
proletariat is inconceivable
without the working class
throwing up the potential
organs of its undivided
power in the period of the
struggle against capitalist
domination and carrying
these over, enlarging and
perfecting them, as the form
of the new workers’ state.

VIOLENCE

The question of revolution-
ary violence or peaceful tran-
sition is closely bound up
with this idea. According to
the British Road, socialist
revolution ‘‘can ‘be carried
through in Britain in condit-
ions in which world war can
be prevented, and without
civil war, by a combination of
mass struggles outside Parl-

On the Paris Commune baicades

iament, and the election of a
parliamentary majority and
government determined to
implement a socialist
programme.’’

This is not, for them, just a
statement of a theoretical
possibility. As such it would
simply be uninteresting. No
doubt in rather exceptional
circumstances the working
class could come to power
without civil war. It is very
unlikely, but cannot be ex-
cluded in theory. But once
fgain, a programme of
socialist revolution rests on
the experience of class
struggle and there is no
example of a peaceful trans-
ition to workers’ power.

The CPGB in any case
goes further than merely
stating the theoretical poss-
ibjlity of a peaceful trans-
ition. It has devoted scores of
texts to proving the correct-
ness of its commitment to
this road.

Of course, if all that was
merely intended to emphas-
ise that it will be the bourg-
eoisie who will oblige the
working class to resort. to
violence, there might be
little harm in this. Or if the
CPGB’s programme were to
conclude that the chances of

a peaceful transition increase.
precisely to the extent that
there is a mighty develop-
ment of working class organ-
isation of its organs of class
violence, like the workers’
militias. But these are not
‘the conclusions.

The conclusions of the
British Road to Socialism on
this are completely determ-
ined by bureaucratic passiv-
1ty.

The test is simple: does
the British Road to Socialism
propose forms of workers’
struggle against capitalist
resistance? It does not. And
it thereby completely dis-
arms the working class and
its allies in the face of that
resistance. The British Road
merely says that in the face
of ‘‘the utmost resistance’’,
“‘the use of force could (!)
also be resorted to.”” But
if that should happen, the CP
gives no indication of how
and in what manner the

EAeY

working class shoyld resort
to force. The message is to
be passive, while the CPGB
relies on the state forces of
the bourgeois state to be the
spearhead of attack against
the bourgeois resistance.

The "logic” of such a line
is simply baffling. But the

‘tragic consequences are easy

to see. The experience of the
terrible defeat of the Chilean
working class at the hands df
the Pinochet junta should be
enough to expose the dan-
gers of this line.

This is what Luis Corval-
an, General Secretary of the
Communist Party of Chile,
said in a speech in July 1973,
” Always we have maintained
— and we repeat it today on
the weight of recent succ-
esses — that in the condit-
ions existing in Chile there is
a real possibility to complete
the anti-imperialist and anti-
oligarchical revolution, and
march forward to Socialism
without civil war, although,
naturally, maintaining an
intense class struggle.”

The speech was published

-in the CPGB’s monthly mag-

azine marxism today in the
September of that year.
Before the copies had been
bought off the bookstalls the
writer was in hiding, the gov-
ernment smashed, a zegime
torture and terror in power
and thousands of Chileans

.dead. -

The coup that overthrew
the Popular Unity govern-
ment of Allende was the
work of the armed forces.
There had been divisions
within the army, between the
rank and file (many of them
conscripts) and the officers.
But the CPC did nothing to
promote the struggle of the
rank and file, instead it
supported the unity of the

army, criticising all those -

who are "pledged to create
an abyss between the armed
forces and the people.”
And Corvalan even rounds
on those who are ”maint-
aining little less than that
we are intending to replace
the professional army”
with a clear denial of this
intention:

"No sirs! We continue to
support the absolutely prof-
essional character of the
armed institutions.” And
they did...improving = the
forces’ weaponry,...until
those same improved weap-
ons in the hands of those
"absolutely  professional”
soldiers overthrew the gov-

- ernment and replaced it with

the organs of military terror.

In the light of this exper-
ience it is not the slightest bit
reassuring to read that ‘“‘In
the event of such a right
wing coup being launched,
the left government would
have no hesitation in using
force to defeat it.”” We need
to know not whether the gov-
ernment to
force, but whether it will
have the force to use. ’

hesitate to use .
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“THE LAST fow wesks have seena

major .revival of the so-called
"Great Debate” over British
membership of the Common
Market. The Cabinet is split over
the question of direct elections to
the European Pariiament; Wedg-
wood Benn’s description of British
membership as an “unmitigated
disaster” has been widely supp-
orted in the Labour Party; while

the Labour Common Market Safe- ..

guards Committee has produced a
new pamphlet “The Common
Market: The Cost of Member-
ship.”

The view of Workers’ Action
has been that the working class
has no interest in supporting the
Common Market — or in opposing
it.

The options we were given were
a capitalist Europe or a separate
capitalist Britain, and we don’t
want either. A United .Socialist
Europe, which we do favour, was
not on offer.

We argued that it was a defeat
for the working class to have be-

- come involved in what was basic-
ally a dispute among the capital-

_ ists about which was the most
effective way to exploit workers.
“The fact that by 1975 only the Left
(plus Enoch Powell and sections of
the far right) supported the anti-
Market option made the situation

. slightly absurd but did not change
its basic nature.

Defeat

Because the "Left, including
most of the supposedly revolution-
ary groups, put all its emphasis on
getting Britain out, the "Yes” vote
in the 1975 referendum was seen
~ - as -a big defeat. But, we have
.argued, the real defeat was to get

into the argument at all.

Have the events of the past two
_years given-us reason to change
our pesition? Let us look. at the
arguments put forward by the
Common Market Safeguards
Committes, -

One of their main targets is the -

Common  Agricultural - Policy
(CAP). The case is that the EEC
price of all basic foods is higher
than the world price, and is kept
high by food taxes which -mean
that people buy less food, and this
leads to overproduction and the
growth of the netorious food
"mountains” and  "lakes”.
Having to import food from

Europe at high prices cost "our” -

. balance of payments some £600
miilion last year, according to the
Safeguards Committee.

No socialist can support a policy
which raises the price of food and
subsidises waste while millions
starve in the ‘'Third World’ and
even in Europe old people, the un-
employed and the-low paid go

ort.

,,fBut putting all the blame on

““LAP distorts the whole picture.
- CAP has raised food prices by 3%
or less in each year since Britain
joined. (Economist, 11.6.77). This
compares with a total increase in
food prices of 120% since 1973.

The balance of payments arg-
ument is based on the assumption
that the working class should

worry about the profitability of the

British capitalist economy and
take responsibility for the existing
capitalist system in the world
market-place.

- Farmers

But workers do not control it,
nor does it work in our interests,
so why should we take responsib-
ility for’ its' problems? Would
working class families see any of
that £600 mitlion if Britain left the
Common Market? As against that,
British farm subsidies cost an
average -of £300 million a year in
1971-73, and today they have
nearly disappeared.

From the working class view-
point the solution to CAP-induced
price rises is the linking of wages
5 a cost of living index which
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really reflects our living costs.
That would deai not just with EEC
farm prices but with ail aspects of
inflation, whether or not Britain
was in the EEC.

In passing, it is worth noting
that the Safeguards Committee is
s0 exclusively concerned with sup-
posed British interests that it com-
pletely misses one of the worst
features of CAP: its failure to
protect the livelihood of small
farmers (as it was supposed to do)
Lacking economic power, they are
unable to get more than the basic
support price for their products,
while they are charged high inter-
est on loans for investment.

This has forced a steady flow of
farmers off the land and onte the
dole queues. But in most of Brit-
ain small farmers were eliminated
decades ago and it isn’t an issue:
so it is of no concern to the
Tribune group.

The anti-market solution to the
fishing industry’s problems is
to end the Common Fisheries
Policy and erect a guaranteed 50-
mile exclusive British fishing
zone. But this'is even less of asol-

What wil
the left

| oroups do|

this time

As ‘the debate over Britain’s
entry into the Common Market
warmed up between 1970 and
1975, a number of organisations
calling themselves revolutionary
— groups like the IMG and IS
(now SWP) — ditched their prev-
jous abstentionist positions on the
issue and went along with the
“Keep Britain Out” campaign.

IS gave the simplest reason for
reversing a position it had held for
fifteen years: we're voting "NO”
because the majority of workers
are doing that, and particularly
the majority of the Left.

The IMG could not be content
with as simple an admission of
ideological bankruptcy as IS. It
added to 1S’s bald statement a
number of deep theoretical con-
siderations about the balance of
forces on a world scale and the
emerging strong state of the EEC.
It thereby converted its support
for the "Keep Britain Out” camp-
aign from a tactic into a question
of far greater consequence.

What now? Will thesg, organ-
isations now have the courage of
consistency, and support the
Tribune campaign as they did
before? Or will they have the good
sense to desert the idiocies they
cobbled together to justify the un-
justifiable, and attack the Tribun-
ites for raising this thoroughiy
reactionary and  diversionary
campaigni.

- osed to lead to ...

ution to the problem of over-
fishing than the EEC's scheme. It
is a recipe for continued cod wars
and a barrier to fish conservation.

The anti-Market line inevitably
puts the blame for the decline qf.
the fishing industry on “foreign
fishermen”, not on the trawler
owners. whose determination to
make a fast buck is destroying the
industry — not to nrention the
lives of trawler workers.

The real answer is a united
struggle by EEC trawler workers
for guaranteed job security,,
shorter hours and safer conditions

Profit -

The Safeguards Committee
assert that the trade deficit in
manufactured goods between
Britain and the rest of the EEC
was a major factor in pushing up
unemployment from 806,000 in
January 1973 to 866,000 in June
1975 and to 1,383,000 in March
1977. If this were true- we could
expect unemployment rates to be
lower on the Continent as workers
were employed to make all those
exports to Britain.

In fact, British unemployment
was lower than the EEC average

and it has increased at the very
point when the trade gap (allow-

ing. for inflation, which the Safe-
guards.  Committee does  not) .7
began to narrow.  (Exports to the
EEC were 86% of imports in.the .

first three months of 1977 com-
pared with 72% in*1975.)

The real reason for unemploy-
ment is the anarchy of a system

based.on production for. profit

rather than need, both inside and
outside the Common Market. The

* way to combat it is by imposing a

shorter working week without loss
of pag,c‘not by agitating against

- theE

Underlying the Labour Left’s
opposition to the Common-Market
is their recognition of the fact that
it conflicts with their Alternative
Economic Strategy, which is supp-
socialism. In
fact, that strategy is nothing but
an attempt to revive the British
capitalist economy by a combinat-
ion of state directed investment
and import controls.  «

This would lead to much greater
state control of industry but on a
capitalist basis; while financing it
would involve at least as great an«
attack on working clgss living
standards as present government
policy does. And import controls
would mean higher prices (if.
cheap goods are kept out) and un-
employment for -workers . else-
where.

Un-British

The whole policy operates on
the assumption that British
workers’ interests lie with British
bosses rather than with. foreign
workers. This comes out very
clearly in the Safeguards Commit-
tee pamphlet with its constant ref-
erences to ‘‘our balance of pay-
ments'’, ‘‘British interests’’ and
so on, without ever considering
the interests of thig British, and
still less the European, working
class.

It is only in the'light of this nat-
jonalism that the Tribunites’ opp-
osition to direct elections makes

‘Tribune raise this
‘red herring’ again

any sense. One would have
thought that any democrat, let
alone socialist, would support an
elected European parliament
rather than an- appointed Comm-
ission. And the Tribunites are the
most avid parliamentarians when
parliament means Westminster.

What the anti-Marketeers dis-
like about the proposed set-up,
despite their complaints about the
"Brussels bureaucracy”, is not’
that it is undemocratic.but that it
is un-British.

The question of British mem-
bership of the EEC always was a
massive diversion for the working
class. In or out of the Common
Market, the capitalist system will
require continual attacks on the
working class. An anti-EEC cam-
paign would inevitably divide us
from fellow workers on the Con-
tinent. It would weaken the real
struggle that is beginning to dev-
elop against the Social Contract.

And this is a major reason be-

- Socialist
Challenge:
isit

too soon

Comrades,

It is a common error on the
British revolutionary left to seek
to justify its fractured nature

 with reference to the Bolshevik/

Menshevik split of 1803. Your
editorial on the appearance of
Socialist Challenge (WA No.60)
is a case in point.

You attack the idea that ‘‘rev-
®lutionaries should place the
question of socialist unity at the
centre of our political tasks to-
day’’ by claiming that this can
only lead to diffuse discussion
circles or unity on the most
vague and general idea of pol-
itics. And you assert that ‘‘a
revolutionary organisation can
only be unified on the basis of
clear agreement on a- defined
programme and a well under-
stood taltical line'’. Worse still,
you say that ‘‘a revolutionary
party can only unify on the basis
of agreement on ... the actual
answers it gives to the problems

posed by the-class struggle’’!

This  confused nonsense,
which would lead any revoiut-
ionary- party you somehow man-
aged to cobble together to fly
apart again the moment there
was the slightest difference (or
even lack of clarity!) on prog-
ramme, tactics or even day-to-
day agitation, has nothing in
common with the Bolshevik/
Menshevik split.

The Bolsheviks in 1903 were
not unified on the basis of clear
agreement on even a defined
programme. {n fact, to use your
phrase, their unity was ‘‘based
on the most vague and general
idea of (revolutionary) politics”’
—much more vague than the
basic ideas held in common by
aii of thg Trotskyist and wquk_i-
be Trotskyist groups i Britain
today. The issue that divided
the Bolsheviks from the Mensh-

‘eviks was the apparently in-

significant (but in fact incom-

. .
hind the Tribune group’s attempt
to re-raise the issue today. If
they can blame. the Common
Market for high prices, unemploy-
ment and virtually everything else
that hits British workers, they can
avoid the fact that most of them
have done nothing to oppose the
government’s capitalist policies.

Militants

Unfortunately, some militants
within the Labour Party are al-
ready being carried away with the
idea of rolling out the anti-Market
bandwagon again. This should be
strongly opposed. instead, social-
istc should fight for demands that
can really answer the needs of the
working class: for wage rises
linked to the cost of living, for
shorter working hours, against the
‘cuts: and for working class unity
to achieve these demands.

LETTERS

to judge?

parably more important) quest-
fon of what kind of Party do you
need to be able to carry out the
(vague and general) programme
of socialist revolution.

Carried away by the nonsense
of your argument, you siander
the IMG’s struggle to unify the
revolutionary lett by identify-
ing it with Menshevism and by
claiming that ‘‘the IMG have
undertaken in effect to sacrifice
the possibility of having a
means of intervening week b
week in the class struggle wit
their own line.”’ Really? And
upon what tiny shred of "evid-
ence” do you base this literally
incredible assertion?!

It is tempting to conclude that
our main objection to revolut-
onary unity is that in a united
organisation such wild assert-
ions would rapidly discredit
your tendency and lead to its
total disappearance. -

In fact, the only merit | can .
find in your whole editorial is
what | take as a warning against

the danger of substituting to-
wards revolutionary unity taken
around Socialist Challenge for
the development and poiiticisat-
ion of class struggle forces dem-
anding precise answers to the
problem of how to take the
struggle forward. .
_ But to claim (after just one
issue of Socialist Challenge no
less!) that it is already an .acc-
omplished fact is, to say the
least, a little premature.
PAUL HUNTER
Birmingham

L & 2

The repiy to this letter has
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Anti-Apartheid

turns to the Unions

THE National Committee of the
Anti-Apartheid Movement,
meeting last Saturday, took an
important step forward in the
development of effective solid-
arity work in Britain.

The meeting passed a res-
olution that came from the
Midlands Regional Workshop of
Anti-Apartheid local groups. It
called on the Anti-Apartheid
National Executive to ‘“‘organise
a campaign in the trade union
and labour movement at all
levels on the issue of solidarity

- with the authentic organisations

of the South African working
class to culminate in a week of
local trade union action on 17-22
January 1978,

The resolution went on to say
that ‘“‘the campaign should pay
Dparticular attention to

O the employment of non-
union labour by British multi-
nationals in South Africa;

O the effective recognition by
the British TUC of the South
African Congress of Trade

na

B B Working class women
in America suffered a setback last
week. The House of Represesntat-
#ves voted to bam the use of Federal

M edicaid funds for abortioss. |Of
the USA’s 1.1 milliow knows [i.e.-
legal] abortions ix 1976, 300,000

were paid for by Medicaid, which

-~ fumds medical treatment for the . .
poor]. And the Supreme Court ruled

z:::d mw the comstitution nor

. o reguires states to use
M edicaid for abortions that are not
medically motivated.

aa
B M The National Conference of
Labour Women overwhelmingly
carried a resolution calling for a
3-line whip on Labour MPs to vote
;g{linst the " anti-abortion Benyon
1. .

| 1]

B 104,000 - scheol
June. And young people are staying
on the dole longer than ever. In
1974, it took until October for three
quartess of the summer’s school
leavers to find their first job; last
year it took until December.

" In the five years to January '77,
unemployment among 16 and 17-
year olds went up by 120 per cent,
compared with a rise of 45% in un-
employment among the whole work-
ing population over those years.
And the trend is the same through-
out western Europe, where under-
25s account for 22% of the work-
force but 40% of the unemployed.

The growing proportion of the un-
employed who are very young is
partly due to the fact that bosses
can’t kick them around quite so
much as they used to or pay them as
little, and so they reckon they may
as well have a more experienced
worker for their money.

But a major factor is undoubtedly
the very common use of "natural
wastage" to cut the workforce. This
meéans that for every worker who
retires no new entrant is taken on;
the vacancy is left unfilled, and the
extra work (if there is any) is shared
out among. a shrinking workforce for
no extra pay.

If kids are not to be left on the
dole, "natural wastage" must be
fought by a policy of not covering for
jobs left unfilled. Instead of working
harder and longer, hours should be
cut and the work shared out to bring
young people into work. L

=%

leavers
" joined the dole queues in ‘May/

Unions as the only authentic
representative, of the South
African trade union movement;

U recognition by employers
and the state of the uncondition-
al right of workers to take in-

dustrial action including strike .

action.”” - v

The resolution also outlined
an 8-point pJan for the campaign
to include broadening of AAM’s
tvade union committee, inviting
unfons to circulate their branch-
es and shop stewards commit-
tees with.AAM speakers’ lists,
and to encourage local branches
to affiliate to AAM. For the
Week of Action, national unions
will be asked to endorse indust-
rial action In solidarity with
South African workers.

The adoption of this resolut-
ion marks a very serious step for
the AAM, away from its tradit-
fonal main line of courting res-
pectable figures and towards a
serious orientation to the labour

movement.
MAC CLARKE

B MReplying to a letter from
local NF candidate complaining of
"censorship " against the Frost [by
means of exclusion of pro-NF
letters] resulting from NUJ press-
ures, the Editor of the Islingtos
Gazette states this week: ‘‘What
My, Chaney [the NF candidate]
doessn’t kmow about are the numer-
ous letters attacking the National
Front which we bave received and
not published in recent months.’’
Now we knosw...

1 - .

8 BThe - automatic = dismissal
from the Army of the Coldstream
Guardsman freed by the Appeal
‘Court from a three year sentence for
a sadistic sex attack provoked a lot
of interest. There were numerous
post mortems to find eut how. the

. Appeal Court had been "misled"”
into releasing him to pursue his-

army career when in fact army rules
meant that he would be sacked any-
way. .

Yet in a way, it was a good thing
the conrt was "misled”: clearly the
judges were looking for an excuse to-
let off the young soldier who they
saw as simply having expressed his

masculinity a bit too roughly. If it -

hadn’t been for the outrageous

.reason _given for -his release, the

case might. not have had so much
notice. . )

. It was the judges’ comments, as
much as their leniency, that provok-
ed ‘so much anger. Their attitudes
revealed, yet again the ignerance

£OMMon among judges about rape,

and their very common bias in
favour of the accused man.
Rape is.not an act committed by a

sex starved maniac provoked by the

sight of a pretty girl. Most rapes are

-planned, many are committed in a

victim's home by a “friend” or
acquaintante. Most rapes involve a
degree of violence such as beating
choking or knifing. Often the victim
is deliberately humiliated sexually,
or verbally. An attack can involve
forced oral sex, multiple rape, injury
to genitals ‘deliberately inflicted.
Some rapists urinate, defecate or
spit on their victims. -

All this indicates that rape is

about a great deal more than the
"enthusiasm for sex" referred to by
Justice Wien.

In the wake of the Coldstream
Guard case, MP Jack Ashley called
for 'mandatory minimum sentences
of 5 years for sex attackers as ‘‘the
only way of ending this (judicial)
discrimination. And the organisat-
ion Women Against Rape called for
the dismissal of the three Appeal
Court judges who let off Guardsman
Tom Holdsworth, for financial com-
pensation from the State to rape
victims, and for a judicial acknow-

ledgement of the fact that rape takes °

place within marriage.

L ¥

CAN RANK & FILE
TEACHER -
RECOVER WITH

THE annual conference of
Rank & File Teacher took
place last weekend In
London. The conference dec-
ided to mobilise for this
week’s Open Conference of
NUT members in Birming-
ham, which will represent
broader sections of the Left
in the teachers’ union.
- Rank & File Teacher has
always been the largest of a
group of rank and file bodies
under the control of the
SWP (Socialist Workers
Party, previously IS), and
has been in continuous exist-
ence since 1968. But during
the past three years its mem-
bership has declined from
1500 to about 300. This was
partly due to difficult con-
ditions imposed by a right
wing Union Executive and an
economic downturn. But the
ultra left politics of the SWP,
seeing unofficial action as a
cure-all for any situation,
played their part too.
This year’s conference was
a low key affair compared to
last year’s -eruptions (not
reported in Socialist Worker)
when a third of the delegates
walked out in protest against
the bureaucratic control and
Dblock-voting -of IS and its
isuppérte‘rs.? (Many of those

Alliance):

The excluSiﬁirlf of ‘xi_eaﬂy-
~ every other point of view:by. - -
the SWP‘h‘gs had a numbing -

militants have -regrouped to -
form the Socialist Teachers’ -

effect over the past year on
the organisation, especially
on its intervention at this
Easter’s NUT conference.

Last weekend the national [NaN

organiser spoke of problems
in even just establishing con-
tact and gaining an up-to-
date natjonal picture. All the
resolutions came from six
London groups, indicating
that apart from traditionally
militant London other areas
have suffered serious set-
backs.

One important resolution
was for a campaign for a £15
interim claim this Autumn.
Only one delegate pointed
out the need to fight for this
together with a sliding scale
of wages to keep up with
inflation.- But on the credit
side, the resolution was
amended to be a joint cam-
paign ‘‘...together with all
other forces in the Union
opposed to Phase 3 of the
Social Contract.”’ This prop-
osal will now be put to the
Open Conference in Bir-
mingham.

Rank & File has been forc-
ed by the pressure of events
to take a more balanced view
of the question of official and
unofficial action. Apart from
a- few hardliners, most del-

egates seémed to recognise
 that, while workplace organ-

_isation -is‘of prime .import- .
’ance in any- struggle, many

“reachers -still need to go -
. through- the - jence of
-~ Executive-led -official -action

 tive -ext

- before they can be won over

to a militant position.

The basic question of dem-
ocracy within Rank & File is
still to be resolved. This

year’s EC was elected un-

opposed without present-
ing any political platform. A
resolution calling for the re-
constitution of quarterly
National Committees

- (abolished last year by IS to

stifle debate) was heavily de-
feated, though it was moved
by the East London group

which supported the NC’s

abolition last year.

This means that support-
ers have no way of debating
the way forward and of mak-
ing the EC accountable
during the whole of next
year. :

If the slow beginnings of a

re-growth in Rank & File'is |

to be consolidated, then
supporters must fight to

- make Rank & File itself more
". democratic and open to full
Stake

debatg,

Greenwich 5ccupatioh calls Day of Ac‘uen

Steeiworkers in occupation at GREEN-
WICH REINFORCEMENT have called
for a DAY OF ACTION on July 5th.
- They are calling on -other trade union-
ists to meet them at Speakers Corner at
1.30 for a demonstration and march to

' We are calling this day of

4P action in order to.build

» support for the reinstatement
of all  those - presently in
occupation at = Greenwich
Reinforcement.

This is a fight to preserve
Trade Unionists Rights
and to oppose victimisat-
ion in any form.

On 22nd June all those
occupying Greenwich
Reinforcement received
notice of dismissal and have
since been told that as
from July 8th Greenwich
Reinforcement = will  be
closed. The occupation
began on May 12th to def-
end the six workers sacked
and seven suspended for
taking part with the complete
workforce on the May 11th
day of action called by NUPE
against public expenditure
cuts. . o

Since being in occupation
certain documents have

come into our posession.
They clearly show that
management have been

building up files on emp- .

loyees with the help of both
the  Economic League
(an anti Trade - Unionists
organisation) and the Spec-
ial Branch, and are still
doing so by secretly photo-
graphing anybody entering
or leaving the premises.

Our own union the ISTC
have played a negative and
harmful role towards the
workforce since this plant
was opened three years ago,
and ¥
ing scabs.

This has come to light in
documents which we - have
found, with our full time
official clearly stating to
our Management that in
a dispute the Management
should ‘‘stick by your guns’’
and ‘‘let them sweat it out
by the gate’’. The same

"7 history: =€ cnonart.

British Steel Corporation headquarters
at Grosvenor Place, SW1. They will
hold a mass picket there from 2.30.

‘We print below their message to the
labour movement for: support in this
Day of Action.

officials nw say that they will
not intervene on our behalf,
although .they -are preparéd
to negotiate severence pay
for those few not taking
part in the occupation.

For all these reasons we

are asking for every Trade
Unionist to support us on
the day of action. If you can’t
get to Speakers Corner con-
sider other action you can
take in support of our case.

1. Picket of BSC Headquart-

ers Grosvener Place SWI1. -

2. Token stoppages on Sth

July.
3.Mass works meetings
on Sth July.

4. Resolutions and letters
,of support through Union
organisations local - MPs,
and councillors, Press- and
any other Labbur movement
organisation.

S. Donations of any sort.

[Send donations to Ron
Michell, ISTC Branch Sec. 24
Kentmere Rd. London SE18]
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Wo;-_kers at the Pd;i, Trim
and Assembly [PTA] plant at

‘Ford, Dagenham, have call-

ed off their strike and accept-
ed the plan the union offic-
ials are pushing. This was
after twice previously reject-
ing the plan. - - .

According to Brian Elliott,
the - PTA convenor, the
reason for the turn-about
was that the PTA meeting to-
day was attended by about
1,000 workers from other
plants who were not entitled
to vote.

The mass meeting was
held at 1lam in the East
Works car park. But voting
didn’t take place until after
12.00, enabling other work-
ers (from the Foundry,
Engine Plant and Body
Plant — which have already

~ decided to work -normalily) to

get thére for the vote.

This ‘decision now .means
that action to support the
claim for 80%. payment for
periods of ?ay-off has been
stopped just when it was
beginning to hurt the com- .
pany. And, as the shop stew-
ards committee say in a leaf-
let to the meeting “‘If this
meeting votes to ... continue
the strike then the officials
will have no.choice but to re-
commend the strike be made
official.”’ -

The PTA decision follows

the . decision by all " other -

plants to accept the 13-point
plan worked out between
management and the Dagen-
ham Panel — which is made
up of District full-time offic-

N

p—

JULY 2nd/3rd: TROOPS OUT Open
Conference, to discuss organisation
and action by all those supporting
immediate withdrawal of British
troops from the north of Ireland.

- 10.30am to 6.30pm at White Horse

Hotel, 176 Church Road, London'

NWwW10.
SATURDAY 2nd July: Open Con-

. ference of NUT members. 10.30pm/

5pm at Birmingham University
Students’ Union. The conference is
to discuss implementation of
NUT Conference motion No.7} on
fighting the cuts, class size etc.

° More information from the confer-

ence convenor at 23 Kenilworth
Gardens London SE18.

WEDNESDAY 6th July: Mersey-
side Workers’ Action readers’
meeting ga the "Lewisham 24 and
the danger of Racism”. Speakers:
Bob Sugden (Lewisham Nalgo and
Labour Party); and Neal Smith
(Manchester WA suppqyters group).
. 7.45pm Pier Hotel,” Woodside,
Birkenhead. (Near  *Hamilton

. Square Station and Woodside Ferry

Terminal).

TUESDAY 19th July: a ‘meeting to
he chaired by Pat Arrowsmith, &l
whici tlgee Belfast women will
mand open inquiries«nto
the deaths of their sons. The women
are Mrs. Norney, mother of Leo
Norney; Mws. McCooey, mother of
Danny McCooey; and Mrs. Steward,
mother of Brian Steward.

The meeting is sponsoredsby a
committee set up to expose British
Army terror in Ireland.

It will be at Nufto Hall, Jockey’s
‘Fields (off Theobalds Road), start-
ing at 7.30pm. v

Published by Workers Action, 49
Carnac Street, London SE27. Print-
ed by Azad (TU) 21 York Way,
London N1. Registered as a news-
paper at the Post Office.

- enough.

ials, and convenors and dep-,
uty convenors from the Dag-
enham estate. . b

That plan offers in reply to

the demand for 80% lay-off
pay but a short cooling off
period (24 hours for suspens-
jons and 48 hours for sack-
ings) during which work will
be guaranteed. Put like this,
it anyway has the purpose of
breaking shop floor organis-
ation and the strength of the
shop stewards. -

Not surprisingly, it was

signed without being shown
to the stewards, let alone the
" shop floor.

The first time the plan had

been put to the PTAmen at a
mass meeting they rejected
it, supporting their own con-
venor (who had not signed it)
and stewards.

But 2 Body Plant meeting

on the following Monday did
back the plan which was be-
ing pushed by their convenor
and
Connors and Harraway (both
leading - Communist Party

at the stewards said

“Inno way Is the shop stewards

deputy convenor,

Wh

committee prepared. to lme t-
that after tv%‘:nd a haif weeks

‘of struggle we should crawl back
to work on the basis.of the com- -
Fany’s latest offer’’, say the -

ords PTA plant stewards in a

{eafiet rushed out for last Thurs- -

day’s mass meeting. ‘‘They are -
oﬂerlng us.a ' buffer’ of only 24
hours

off. This is just  not “goed

elay before they.lay-us. .

members). And they only got
this backing after the plat-
form had Hed to the meeting,
saying that 1400 PTA men
were still working, whereas
the number was 400. A call

. for solidarity with the PTA

was suppressed, while the
platform dragged the meet-
ing out for 4 hours.

On the next day (Tuesday
June 28) local officials, hop-
ing the PTA men would be
demoralised, called another
mass meeting over the heads
of the PTA stewafds. They
said the previous one had
been unofficial (though they
had called it themselves!)
and called the shifts together.
with the help of the mass
media and Fords Industrial
Relations Department.

At this meeting men had
to occupy ' the platform to
force the officials to let their
convenor speak. When he
did, attacking the sell-out 13-
point plan, the officials
walked out.

Again the mass meeting

Tﬁe mss,maollnﬁ 'thls morn-

Ing, Just as on Manday, 8"
been called by ths uhion offic- -
ials, not by - shop stewarfls
committee. ; .

“iConirary to the lles peddied -

by the .company. :the ' PTA
g‘ilnt works committee [Senlor
“Shop Stewards] did NOT agree
toa Joint formula to be-put to
thismeeting. - "
<74 Werkers o righ} - across

the »ymlo. mgmham estate —

:

Powel
attacked
after

meeting

Enoch Powell sneaked into the
back entrance of the Red Lion
in Hounslow last week to
address the local Chamber of
Commerce.

strators stood ready to greet
him. They included the Houn-
slow Trades Cou~~*' and the
rvww wrao, the ... 3ll Youth

. Movement, Women Against
_Fascism, the Labour Party, the
CP, IMG and the SWP, and
while they waited they held a
meeting in the main street out-
side the pub.

the demonstrators with his
back-door entry, and comrades
from the Southal! Youth‘Move-
ment who were ready for him
th%'_e managed to grab hisarm
and give him a well-deserved

of attendant policemen who
weren’t quick enough to stop
the incident.

| rHOTOS: MINDA

Hounslow

At the front, 100 or so demon-

Powell didn’t manage to avoid |

earful — much to the annoyance

&

rejected the plan.

Thursday’s meeting . saw
the officials being booed just
as before, though this time
they ’allowed’ Brian Elliott
to- speak ....but just once.

Finally, with the help of

those not entitled to vote,
they got their rotten deal
accepted.

It would be wrong to think
that this is the end of the
struggle — though of course
it is a big setback. As one
worker said afterwards,
““When we get laid off again,
we’ll know what to do. We’ll
not just go home. We’ll
picket, because now we know
how to take action.”

“Now they also know, if

they didn’t before, that the

- local officials and most of the

convenors are out to create
new procedural agreements
which will rob the shop floor
of its strength; and they are
using the lay-off issue to do
it.

JOHN BLOXAM

JUNE 30th ~

16,000 of them — have been
paid 100% of their wages this
week for doing absolutely no-
thing. If the company -can pay
other plants in this way” (in
order to break the strike) ‘‘then
they can pay us too.

‘iBrothers, we call on you to
continue the fight. We’ve got
the company in a stranglehold
and we can win!

s‘Brothers, we are fighting for
justice, we cannot give up now”’

Desoutter
workers’
strike for

union
rights
enters
eighth
week

While Grunwicks takes the
headlines, the workers at the
nearby factory of Desoutter

have been on strike for over 7

weeks, also for union recognit-
jon. 250 AUEW members are
pitted against the boss, a lead-
ing light of the Engineering
Employers Federation and the
CBL.".

The struggle was sparked off
by management’s attempt to
transfer a woman worker to
another machine in the Machine

- Solid

There has been quite a lot of
scabbing — nearly 100 are still

working — but despite this and

a lot of intimidatiogp from the
poli:l:e the picket! line has stayed
solid.

After an unsuccessful attempt
to occapy the works, Fred
Hopper, the Convenor, was
sacked and a picket arrested.
With official support from the
AUEW EC, the strikers are
looking for more effective and
more meaningful support. The
action of Heathrow engineers in

". blacking the use of Desoutter

power tools has only partly been
followed at London Transport’s

. Acton Works. Spares and new

tools are blacked, but the
present ones are being worked.
The major strength of the dis-
pute lies in the potential for
building a campaign to black
the compressed air power tools
in those sections of industry like
car, truck and bus assembly, as

well as heavy metal assembly
like shipyards. -

Clinch

But with the EEF behind this
dispute, engineers will have to
recognise that the questions are
going to go wider than wunion
recognition in one north London
factory.:. L

That 'is why the Desoutter
strikers also look to mobilisat-
jons from their local leadership
of the North London District
Comnfittee to clinch a victory.

Fom most of the workers,
men and women, Irish, Asian
and West Indian, this is their
first taste of industrial action.
But for the bosses this is their
fourth fight against unionisat-
ion, andmnion recognition.

Messages of support and
money should be sent to: Bro.
D. Neville, Treasurer, 24 Cot-
mans  Gardens, Edgware,
Middlesex.
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