TWO YEARS ago pay con-
trols were introduced with a
great fanfare. They were
the only responsible way to
deal with the crisis, it was.
said. At the cost of a little
nastiness, they would en-
able us to avoid massive in-
flation and unemployment,
and indeed to go forward to
a new golden age of social
welfare.

This August 1st, with
15% inflation and 12 mill-
ion unemployed, Phase 2
ends. Not a single worker
aware of his or her class
interests will mourn its
passin

The gosses' press agon- -

ises about the danger of a
‘wages explosion’. The
Government is trying to get
a 10% limit on wage in-
creases, and together with
the TUC it is trying to im-
pose a 12-month minimum
interval between claims.
Claims by dockers and car
workers, dated from Aug-
ust 1st, already threaten
to smash these limits.

But the officials and the
bureaucrats, the parlia-
mentarians and the'career-
ists, who imposed Phase 1
and Phase 2, still have
snares in store for us. The
car workers’.claims show
their influence [see back
page].

We need a strategy of
our own to counterpose to
the bureaucrats’ strategy
and their dividing tactics.
A strategy, not just for a
‘wages explosion’, but for
the fight-back against all
the bosses’ attacks.
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Our Strategy
for the

Fightback

Over the Grunwick strike there has been a movement
of class solidarity of such proportions that the ruling
class dare not use its full force for fear of provoking mass
strike action.

Yet no long ago the Heathrow engineers and the Port
Talbot electricians stood alone in their fight against the
Social Contract. Likewise the Leyland toolroom workers
had to fight on their own against Phase 2, while the Ley-
land Shop Steward Combine Committee made fine
gpeeches about the need for a united fight against Phase

Now it is clear that there isn’t going to be a tight form-
ula for Phase 3. Because of the enormous pressure from
below, the trade union bureaucracy has had to defend
the Government’s demands and talk in terms of a
“‘return to free collective bargaining’’.

Insteadt © ~¢~naiivuall wanictance to -amy action for sub-
stantial pay increases, the TUC leaders now talk of a
tactic of negotiating small increases in minimum wage
levels nationally and leaving it to the members to fight
for anything more than that. That way they hope the
struggles for substantial increases in pay and improve-
ments in conditions will be fragmented and weak.

If, in spite of this the struggles prove to be strong and
militant, the trade union bureaucracy, of course, will
step in to try to undermine them. That is why now they
are talking about ‘‘decentralisation’’, ‘‘differentials’’,
““flexibility’”” and ‘‘productivity increases’’ — all ideas

eared to fragment the future struggles, removing
the class wide significance of each claim and each action.

Cont’d on Page 3
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"THIS TIME, no march.
Nobody moves from this
gate”.

That is the decision
of Mrs Desai and the
Grunwick strike committee
as they plan another day
of action, probably for
Monday  August  15th.
Following the scandal of
July 11th, when thousands
of pickets were marched
away from Grunwick
while the scabs’ bus was
allowed through the gates,
the strikers are determined
they will not be bullied
and misled by the TUC

~and = APEX  bureaucrats

or a second time. ,

The next mass picket,
timed to mark the anniver-
sary of the strike, is plann-
ed by the strike committee
with one purpose in mind:
to shut down the firm.
Already on July 11th it was
proved that the police
can be beaten. For four
hours the pickets. stopped
the bus from getting any-
where near the gates.

Of course, there was an
outcry. Callaghan and Rees
were leaping up in Parlia-
ment, promising the Tories
they would rush in legislat-
ion to outlaw mass picket-
ing in the future. And of
course APEX  General

. Secretary Roy Grantham

hurried to deplore the viol-
ence.

MOBILISE

These men won’t will-
ingly call another mass
picket. For that reason mili-
tants up and down the
country must begin now
to mobilise. And we must
demand that the trade
union leaderships and the
TUC give full support
to the action.

Scarman’s Court of In-
quiry is a complete jrrele-

e
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in an attempt to defuse the
strike, even from
Callaghan’s point of view
it is a piece of wishful think-
ing. The strike committee
feel the court will probably
find in their favour — but
Ward has already declared
that he won’t pay a blind
bit of attention. And if Scar-
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man dares to find for Ward,
the strike committee
will - fight on = anyway.
Heads or tails, there are
no winners. -

But if Callaghan’s living
in a world of make-believe,
then Ward and NAFF
certainly aren’t. For them
this battle isn’t fought
according to the Marquess
of Queensbury rules —
they are quite prepared
to resort to violence and
intimidation when it suits
them. The law is a tactic
to be used or ignored as
circumstances
And they know what is at
stake, ‘too: the unity,
the power and the fund-
amental rights of trade
unionists, and quite poss-
ibly the fate of the Labour
Government as  well.

NOOSE

Meanwhile the daily
picketing goes on, now
jointly with the T&GC
drivers, and regular
help is still needed. The
Cricklewood postmen re-
main solid, but in the face
of Jackson’s overt host-
ility and the constant threat
of the law they must keep
on getting messages and
resolutions of support from
all trade unionists while the
fight goes on to spread
the blacking of Ward’s
mail. Elsewhere the noose
is being drawn tighter: the
strikers seem finally to
have cut off the supply
of Kodak film.

The fact remains, though §
that Grunwick is wounded
but hot dead. Apart from
the mail, the crucial
services have still not been
cut off: gas, electricity
and water, phone. And any
relaxation of the pressure
on Ward could open up
the way for NAFF and the
Jory  neanderthals to
counter-attack. There can
be no reliance on the trade
union bureaucrats or any
of their devices to win this
strike. Victory will only be
won by effective solidarity
action and a massive
picket on the 15th.

This time there must be ©
no betrayal!

WORKERS’ ACTION will be taking a two-week summe:
break. Next issue, August 11th.

dictate. B
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THAT political bear-pit, New-
ham North East Labour Party
took another lurch to the right
on July 13th, as right wingers
. captured all t‘l
" a reconvened AGM.
~ . The background to this
storrr{ly meetlnlg was a taRgI% eog
court ‘proceedings spearhea
by Paul McCormack and Julian
Lewis — right wing self-styled
olitical trouble shooters who
moved Into the Newham Party
after it had voted to oust Reg

loyalists

go their

own
way

SINCE THE death of Franco,
the Spanish CP has marked
itself out as the Communist
Party willing to go furthest
on the ‘Eurocommunist’ path
of playing down its links with
Moscow in order to gain pos-
itions within its own capital-
ist state.

And finally it has goaded
Moscow into openly attack-
ing Spanish CP general secr-
etary Santiago Carrillo.

An article, entitled ”Contt-
ary to the Interests of Peace
and Socialism”, in the Soviet

- journal’ "New Times”, de-

clares that Carrillo is "anti-
§oyiet" and that those assoc-
iating with him politically are

therefore taking a road ‘‘con- .

sonant with the aims of imp-
erialism_in particular, th
United States’’. - :

...NO CHURCH

Carrillo has shrugged off '

the attacks. ‘‘Because these
people think that the mter-
national communist move-
" ment is a church’’ , he said,
“they see themselves as
being the Office of the Holy
See. They still think they can
pronounce anathemata and
excommunications’’.

The "New Times” article
sets out to attack, not Euro-
communism as such, but
Carrillo’s use of it. ‘“Making
the concept of 'Eurocomm-
unism’ an issue in political
struggle is obviously a man-
oeuvre aimed at diverting
attention away from the anti-

U kho‘y positions at

closely linked with his escal-

CPSU

B COMMUNIST PARTIES IN CRISIS
BRITAIN

Russia

The fragmentation of Stalinism
went a step further last Sunday
with the split of a faction led by
Sid French from the British
Communist Party.

Despite appearances, the split
had_little to do with any change in
CP policy reflected by the new
draft. of their ‘British Road to
Socialism’. The reformist strategy
of the ‘British Road’, relying on

-parliamentary progress o social-

ism thrm;'ah an alliance with left
Labour MPs and trade union
bureaucrats, was just as much
present in the first, 1951, draft,
as in the current one.

{n fact, the Communist Party
abandoned any revolutionary
attitude to the British capitalist
state as long ago as the mid-
.1930s. During the second world

- war it declared that ‘‘the class-

conscious worker is the one who
crosses the picket line’’, and after
the war it called for a

“SPAIN

coalition  of Labour  with
“progressive’’ Tories.

But in the mid-1930’s the mono-
lithic authority of Stalinist Russia
meant that CP policy could be
pushed through without spiits
or questioning. The previous
zig-zags of Stalinism — ultra-
left in 1923-5, opportunist in
1925-7, -uitra-left again in 1928-
34 — had gone in parallel with a
thorough bureaucratisation of the
Communist Parties.

Today, many Communist Part-
jes have over 30 or 40 years
of reformist practice gained solid
footholds in. capitalist society,
and they are not so closely tied
to Moscow. The fact of CPs in po-
wer in other countries challenges

" Russia's authority as the ‘‘social-
_ist fatherland’’, which has been

gven more severely dented by
workers’ uprisings like Hungry
1956 and Khrushchev's denunc-
jation of Stalin.

it is these international stresses
and strains — recently most
sharply expressed in the open
war of words between the Spanish
CP and Moscow — which lie
behind the split in the British CP.

The key idea of Sid French’s
faction is the ‘‘leading role of the
party”’. In the British class
struggle, this translates as a drive
for more aggressive tactics,
which means that for many in-
dustrial militants the faction
appears to the left of the official
Communist Party. ‘

But the Soviet Union and East-
ern Europe it transiates into posit-
ions to the right of the official
Party. The French faction supp-

- orted the Russian invasion of

Czechoslovakia, and objects to
the CP’s defence (mealy-mouthed
though it is) of the anti-bureau-
cratic dissidents. ,

“I've no sympathy for these
Czechs'', Frenchites could be

Party withstands

Russian onsl

monopoly struggle, at pre-
senting those West Europ-
ean Communist parties
which are labelled ’Euro-
communist’ as being anti-
Soviet, stirring up a contro-
versy between fraternal part-
jes, in particular between
those in power and those
fighting to win power’”.
_*‘In_ Carrillo’s postulat-
abommunism’

ating anti-Sovietism”’.

The sharp personalisation
of the attack shows that the
ders hope not only

-~
ry &

is
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“Carillo flanked by Italian & French C

convened AGM, each delegate
received an 88-word telegram
saying they shouid disregard all
instructions not to attend the
meeting “‘from whatever source
including Labour Party head-
quarters’ . The telegrams were
sent by solicitors Trower, Still
and Keeling, who also act for
the National Association for
Freedom.
sending the telegrams is £800!
On the nignt, a resolution that
the meeting shouid not take

to split the followers of Carr-
illo from the other ’Euro-
communist’ parties (the
French and Italian CPs above
all) but also to create a split
within the Spanish CP. )

The article ends with an
appeal directed to, among
others, Dolores Ibarruri (La
Pasionaria) who is from the

~Asturias. and whose son fell

many -years by ‘bonds of
friendship and solidarity,

- mutual aid and support. The

memory of those who sealed

Estimated cost of

He. CPSU |
linked for...=

ders 4 months ago ___

aught

the friendship of our parties
and peoples with the blood
they shed on the fields of
the Asturias and in the
trenches of Stalingrad will
be cherished for ever both by
the Soviet people and, we
are confident, by our Spanish
comrades’’.

Yet all the long-term lead-
ers of the PCE who

~ State orders Labour meeng

The re-convened AGM was,
on the other hand, forced to go
ahead by the Court, although
the NEC's Organisation Sub-
committee decided on July 11th
that on the basis of information
received by National Agent Reg
Underhill there were too many
irregularities for the AGM to
take place meaningfully.

The Court pronounced that
this Sub-Committee was not
competent to reverse an earlier
NEC decisiun that.the Newham

in motion by the national press
witchunt at the time of the anti-
Prentice campaign.

Many of the people -he
brought-along would - not have
had an idea who to vote for, but
that Lewis handed round elect-
fon slates and his supporters
dutifully put their hands up at
the right time.
cCormack and Lewis have
set a dangerous precedent of
using the courts to dictate to the
Labour Fariy-iuw w should run

lived for
i -

-were im

Prentice as its MP.

These two have initiated an
on-going technique of using the
law courts ag;lnst the workings
of the local Party, and to date
have been largely successful.

This r’'s original Constit-
-uency AGM in ebruar‘ was
declared unconstitutional by the
High Court after action by
Lewis, and as a result stiff fines
on -local party
chairman Harold Lugg and Sec-
retary John Clark.

‘age 2

AGM should go ahead.

Undoubtediy the NEC at its
next meeting would have en-
dorsed the decision of its Organ-
isation Sub-committee. But
before it could do so, Lewis had
taken Reg Underhill to court and
obtained a ruling that he was
not to hinder the business or
agenda of the reconvened AGM
“‘sybject to any resolution to the
contrary being accepted by the
meeting '’

On the morning of the re-

glaca was defeated 54 to 50
rom then on it was a clean
sweep for the right wing.

Lewis and McCormack had
been able to pack the meeting
by brlngln;i along everyone who
was possibly eligible to vote —
mostly from trade union Hranch-
es both inside and outside New-
ham. Lewis was aided by yet an-
other court ruling on the eligibil-
ity of these trade union delegat-
es, and by a great deal of red-
baiting — which- had been set

its own- affairs. Local activists
suspect that if re-selection proc-
eedings are advocated by the
Labour Party’s Annual Confer-
ence, we may see further legal
actions both against the Confer-
ence and the .

Lewis and McCormack’'s
"Campaign for Representative
Democracy” must be stopped in
its tracks.

1AN HOLLINGWORTH
: Newham NE
Kensington Ward LP

heard saying in 1968. ‘‘I've
been fighting for socialism all my
life. They had it handed them on a
plate. And now they want to get
rid of it”’.

This Stalinist view of the world
projects the betrayals and zig-
zags of Stalinism onta the working
class. The workers are always
fickle, unreliable, likely to aband-
on the militants who are struggl-
ing resolutely for their interests.
And it is becaus. of that fickle-
ness that the bureaucratic dictat-
orship is needed in Russia and
Eastern Euope.

How big Sid French’s split will
pe, and what its links with
Moscow will be, is still not clear
But in any case another- shake-
up for Stalinism can only help
revolutionaries trying to win milit-
ants away from all the variants
of its reformist and bureaucratic
strategies.

a period in the Soviet Union

have signed a statement of
solidarity with Carrillo’s
views, and characterised the
attack on Carrillo as an
attack on the PCE as a
whole. In the Central Comm-
ittee of the PCE, there was
reportedly one vote against
Carrillo’s line — possibly
that of Marcelino Camacho,

leader of the Workers’

Commissions. For the pre-
sent the Spanish CP is more
concerned with the crumbs
from Suarez’ table than with
what Moscow says. :

'DEVOTION

Carrillo has borrowed
ideas from Trotsky, and

_even called for Trotsky’s

rehabilitation, in order to

~ distance himself from the

Soviet Union. “i

His book contains an anal-
ysis of the Soviet Union as a
state ruled by a bureaucratic.
caste with its own material
interests. This caste is not a
capitalist class, but it is
oppressive and ‘‘commands
unlimited and virtually un-
controllable political pow-

But Carrillo’s borrowing
from Trotsky does not show
that he has come any closer
to the revolutionary social-
ist ideas defended by Trots-
ky. On the contrary, Carr-
illo’s concern is not to pro-

"mote a revolution against the

Russian bureaucracy, and
still less against capitalism,

but to prove his devotion to @&

bourgeois - ~ parliamentary

democracy.

- COAT TAILS

For Moscow, however,
the values are reversed.
That Carrillo coat-tails Suar-
ez does not worry Moscow.
When. "New  Times”, to
touch up its picture of Carr-
illo as a right-winger, de-
nounces the Spanish CP’s’
acceptance of NATO, it is
silent about the French and
Italian CPs’ similar attitude.

But the criticism of the
bureaucracy in the Soviet
Union. touches them to the
quick. When ‘New Times’ )
complains that Carrillo says
that the Soviet Union ‘‘while
not.being a bourgeois state,
at the same time cannot be
considered a workers’ de-
mocracy where the organis-
ed proletariat is the ruling.
class’’, that is the core of
the matter from their point

of view. ,
PAUL ADAMS




- - Roisin McCooey, Kathleen-
- _Stewart and Annie Norney. .
— campaigning foranend

to the British Army terror -

that killed their sons
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LEO NORNEY was shot dead
by British soldiers on Septemb-
er 13th 1975 while on the way
to see his girlfriend. The British
Army claimed he was armed,
and four soldiers testified to
this at the inquest.

The Ministry of Defence has
now admitted that ~ 17-year
old Leo was a "totally innocent
party", and his mother has been
awarded £3000 compensation.
However, no action is contem-
plated against the soldiers who
shot Leo.

Brian Stewart was only 13
years of age when he died. He

on a street corner when soldiers
opened up, firing plastic bull-
ets. One of these smashed his
skull on October 4th 1976 and a
week later he died. The British
Army claimed he had been in-
volved in a riot — as the ring-
leader. »

TV crews investigating the in-
cident could find no evidence
that any such riot took place.
Local people have testified that
there was none, and that
Brian had been at home only a
few minutes pzeviously.
~ Danny McCooey was also a
victim .of the British "Army.
He died from intermal injuries

sustained when he was struck in
the stomach by a soldier using
the butt of a rifle. The British
Army have claimed that he was
violently resisting arrest, but
the sworn statement of his
friend Michael Masterson
shows that in fact Danny was
trying to extricate him from an
argument with the soldiers.

The Brits then took Danny to
an interrogation base in the
centre of Belfast, but the British
Army have denied this. and
claim that they rushed him to
hospital. Hospital records show-
ing the time of his admission
contradict this.

These are just three examples
of acts of vislence committed
against totally innocent Irish
youths by the British Army of
occupation in the north of Ire-
land in the last few years. This
‘sort of thing is not just an
aberration. It- is inevitable
wherever there is an army of
occupation fighting guerilla
forces.

Such actions spring from the
fact that the occupying force can
never be certain just who is an
armed combattant against them
and who is a harmless civilian.
They have to be suspicious of
every native; more than that,

o Wuthwlﬁ’nme friends

From Page One

If we have learned anything from Grunwicks, it must be
the value of working class solidarity. That is what needs
to be developed if tghe defeats of the past two years are
to be reversed.

B Since WORKERS’ ACTION began we have called
for a sliding scale of wages as the basic working class
answer to inflation. This means the fight for increases
at least making up for lost ground over the period of the
Social Contract; and pay to be increased automatically as
the cost of living rises.

Unlike the threshold agreements of 1973, this wouldn’t
mean waiting for some threshold to be crossed before
wages were increased. Neither should it mean trust-
ing our enemies to work out what the increases in the cost
of living had been; an honest account of the movement
of prices could only be made by working-class based
committees. The fight for real cost-of-living protection
is not an easy way out, a method to get better wages
without struggle, as the right wing sometimes present
it when they are advocating i wate ‘threshold’
schermes. It will take a hard struggle to. win the sliding
scale of wages. But a unitying demand of this sort is
necessary.

We can’t predict all the tricks the Government or the
union leader; may use to St0p a ‘wages> capiosion . Bt
efforts to split up and isolate struggles are certain.

M In the Public sector, where the Government as
employers will be tryini‘to set an example of keeping
down wage increases, there will be the cry ‘“Wages or
jobs’’. Because of the cuts in public spending, the
employers will say, wage increases gan on& be granted

burst the wages

j Editorial
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at the cost of more redundancies.

That threat, too, needs a united response: a fight
for no cuts and no redundancies. The banks and finance
houses should be nationalised without compensation,
and the crippling interest burden on local authorities
removed. Instead of jobs being cut, the working week
should be cut without loss of pay.

The ending of overtime work and the winning of a max-
imum 35 hour workin§ week would by themselves enable
most of the jobless to find work. We must also fight for the
nationalisation without compensation of firms declaring
large scale redundancies, while insisting on. workers’
control.

B The project of a new law on picketing, which might
restrict mass pickets, solidarity picketing, or flying
pickets, is another clear attempt to tame and fragment
the industrial struggle. We must fight to make sure that
no such law reaches the statute book, or that if it does it
is made unworkable.

B Attacks on pickets and on public sector jobs could
take a more drastic form if tﬂe Labour Government
falls and the Tories regain power. Should we therefore
hold back on our struggles to avoid causing the Labour
Government too much trouble?

No. The most vicious Tory Government, ¥aced with
working-class militancy, is not invincible: the battles
of 1972-74 shosed that. Our own strength and our own
struggles can deiend us from anything the Tories try.
But nothing and nobody
if we let ourselves in for timaring the burden of the bosses’
crisis, by supporting a Labour Government which serves
the bosses.

tere gty 1w wes '~ maka R.in el ..u;.‘.::‘.... ....-.J\IJ\.\; vt
us over the last two years. We should not be held back
by the pleas of those who imposed the sacrifices in the
first place. But we need the maximum unity in the
struggle, and we must fight to bring every ssibre section
of the labour movement over to our side, against the
Social Contract men.

can save us from ourselves,

L

unless they despise and hate the
"terrorists" who oppose them, it
is difficult to fight against them,
and these feelings are generally
extended to the civilian popul-
ation in general.

What we are currently seeing .

in Northern Ireland is but a re-
peat on a smaller scale of the ev-
ents of the Vietnam war such-as
the My Lai massacre.” -

So far the British labour
movement has failed to uphold
the right of the Irish people as
a whole to decide their own
future. But the labour move-.
ment cannot turn its back on

what the British. Army is doing -

in its name in the Six-Counties
of Northern Ireland: At a meet-
ing in London on Tuesday-19th

.. July, the mathers of Danny Mec-

Norney are to speak to demand
an open inquiry into the three
cases. What.is really needed Is
a labour movement inquiry inte

the whole of British Army eper-
‘ations in Northern Ireland. ‘

Chris Gray

In the early hours of July Sth
John McAnulty, a
member of the People’s Democ-
racy group, Wwas | I
Belfast and, after being held
and interrogated for 2 days, was
charged with * of
documents likely to be of use to
terrorists’’ at an
date between January 1976 and
March 1977. He la mow em
remand in Crumlin Road jaii.
The documents in guestion
are, it appears, the very same
set that the industrial
of PD, Denis Murphy, ok
ready heen with poss-
essing in May of this yesr. But
the documents were net egpar-
ently found I Comente
McAnulty’'s house or In O

ration ls nething orade
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IN 1968 there was a general
strike of ten million workers,
clearly the beginnings of a
working-class revolution in
France. ’

It radicalised a whole gen-
eration of students, and also
thousands of workers. Al-
ready the movement of solid-
arity with the Vietnamese
people against US imperial-
ism had shaken the reformist
or Stalinist inertia which had

generally gripped the |
world’s labour movement for
many years.

In Britain disillusion with
the Labour government had
led to a serious decline in
Labour Party membership,
to the virtual death of politi-
cal life in the Labour Party,

and to reliance on direct act-"

jon by trade -unionists ag-
ainst both the employers and
the Government.

The state of the revolution-

~ary left was not good,

though.
The major
group, the one that had ’in-

herited’ the most serious 2

cadres educated in the move-

ment over 30 years, was the
Socialist Labour League (now

Trotskyist §

It prociaimed itself as
the "alternative leadership”,
and declared that "building
the alternative leadership”
was the answer to all prob-
lems of the class struggle,
with the sectarian arrog-
ance of a small organisation
whose pretentions outstripp-
ed its organisational and pol-
itical capacity.

It had the power to gener-
ate a semi-religious fervour
in the working-class youth it
recruited. But it paid for this
in a massive turnover of
members who had found its
promise that the revolut-
ion was imminent if they
would work hardér, empty
and a piece of conmanship.

A major contradiction had
developed between the Trot-
skyist politics which the SLL
proclaimed and their notion
that “building the party”
meant simply extending the
apparatus and press of the
SLL. The notion of the
growth of the apparatus and
the press had, as it were,
taken on a momentum and
autonomy of its own. The
fundamental task of a real
party, to build a base in the
working class, was forgotten
or else lied about and bluffed
about. In reality, this was a
period when the SLL squand-
ered the base it had prev-
iously built up.

Continued on Page 7

WRP). It was an organisat- g

ion of dedicated militants.
But it was also behaving like
a narrowly self-promoting
sect.

 THE BIG

SR
"Workers of the world unite!”
The goal of working class unity
is central for revolutionary soc-
jalists. Only by combination in
trade unions -has the working
class been able to muster the
strength to force the ruling capi-
talist class to concede improve-
ments in.wages and conditions.
Without unity of the workers
in a plant or in an industry, the
possibilities of maintaining
working class standards in face
of attacks by the bosses would
simply disappear. The popular-
ity of the idea of unity in the
labour movement is  thus
grounded in the fact that the
day-to-day struggle demands
unity before anything is possible
From the trade unions and the
basic struggle for wages and
conditions, the idea of work-
ing class unity was taken into
the early socialist movement.
The International Working
Men’s Association of Karl
Marx began with the need to

*... achieve unity between the work-

ers’ . movement in_ Britain,
France ana Beigium, 8> that
‘there could be common action
against importation of foreign
scabs during struggles in any

of the countries.

Towards the end of the
19th century, there was a wide
growth of the socialist move-
ment in Europe. Here too unity
was accepted as a central goal.
Many trends of thought were
amalgamated inside the one
party in many countries.
Marxists and semi-liberals,
implacable revolutionaries and
very tame reformists, parlia-
mentarians on principle and
advocates of the tactical use of
the general strike against cap-
italism — they all coexisted.

The unity appeared solid
and Imposing. In 1912 the Soc-

_jalist International issued the

Basel Manifesto, opposing the
war olans of the Imperialist
powers and deciaring that the
working class would use a war
situation to strike at capital-
ism. The international working
class movement, German and
Beigian, British and French,
irigh and Russian, all- said the

@ tg their own and to each
other’s ruling classes: the inter-
national working - class  move-
ment stands united against each
and all .of you, and will fight
against your war and dgainst

i -
&
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"The workers, united,
will never be defeat-
ed”’, chanted the de-
monstrators outside
Grunwicks. But Grun:
wicks itself illustrates
the problems. The
workers weren’'t unit-
ed on the day of act-
ion; they were divid-
ed by the trade union
officials, between the
march and the picket.
And there are many
forms of workers’ uni-
ty. "Unity” has been
the cry with which
workers have been
called to put up with
the Labour Govern-
ment’s pay curbs.
Unity of the left?
Revolutionary unity?
But how left is left?
What is really a revol-
utionary policy?
‘Unity cannot be got
just by wishing for it.
The aims and meth-
ods of united action
must be mapped out
clearly; the differenc-
es that exist must be
discussed, debated,
assessed. The quest-

~ion.is always: unity, to

do what? ,
But today bad coin
isd Wag\‘g out goad..
- Bluff and bluster. -
“about "unity " ig-driv-
~-ing'out serious clarifi-
cation of political
ideas. ,
Frank Higgins and
Colin Foster discuss
the meaning of social-
ist unity, the differ-
ence between unity
and united fronts, re-
cent experiences, and
the way forward.

your rule.

In 1914, however, with very
few “exceptions, the socialist
organisations supported the
war. They lined up solidly be-
hind their own ruling classes
and against the working class
of the enemy powers. The unity
of the Socialist (Second) Inter-
national gave way to a division
marked out by trenches, barbed
wire, guns and mountains of
working class corpses.

Lenin, Rosa Luxemburg and
a minority of the Second inter-

national denounced the treason .
of the soclalist ieaders in the -

imperialist.  countries. They
insisted that the previous unity
had been a sham unity, which
had hid the funrA~~antal nalif-
ical divisions and aliowed those
sections of the old socialist part-
jes moet tied to collaborating
with the capitalists and their
state 0 gain dominance in the
labour movement — while pay-
ing lip service to the principies
of class struggle.

The international socialist
movement could only be re-
born after its coliapse in the war

_If the internationalists, who had

stood by the movement'’s princ-

Socialis

OPPOSITION

BUILD A SOCIALIST

"SOCIALIST CHALLENGE" is.

the latest in a serles of efforts by
the International Marxist Group
and its international co-thinkers
to develop a "broad left wing"
united movement.

The most similar of the prev-
lous efforts was the paper
‘“The Week”, produced in the
1960’s. While ‘‘Socialist Chall-
enge’” claims to be building
a ‘‘class struggle left wing’’,

‘The Week’ was based on the
strategy of the ‘replacement

leadership’’.’

The next stage in the radical-
isation of the British working
class, it was declared, would
be a left-wing current in the

FOR A

Labour Party. Because the rev-
olntmulel 4 w;:en’:e ;trongd
enough, an e tempo
events was not fast enough,
this carrent would not be led
by revolutionaries, but by left
reformists, who would emerge
as a ‘“‘replacement leadership”
against the right wing of
Wilson & Co. Revolutionaries
could gain from this left reform-
ist-led current.

If this ‘‘replacement leader-
ship” did not exist, however,

" the whole process of radicalisat-
 fon could misfire - with the

result of demoralisation and lost
.opportunities for the revolution-
arles.

DIVIDES IN OUR /M

iples, carried through a rigorous -

split from the patriots and the
teformists. There had to be
rigorous political accounting for
the collapse. In the future there
would have to be severe polit-
ical accounting within the re-
born movement. There could
never again be peaceful coexist-
ence with the reformists.

The Communist (3rd) Inter-
national was founded in 1919.
Its proclaimed policy was
ruthtessly to split and purge the
world labour movement. Its
goal was create an organisations

- of ‘revolutionaries, and of revol-

utionaries only, to make war on
the reformists allies of the boss-
es in the labour movement,
as a necessary part of war on
the capitalists.

It did not, however, ignore
the need for working class unity
in action. Instead of the vain
unity which the Second inter-
national had created by gather-
ing all political trends to-
gether, it fought for unity in

_ action while insisting on keep-

ing the political lines and
programme of communism clear
and distinct from reformism.
To the reformist workers it

proposed the united front.
Instead of the unfocused gen-
eral unity of the Second Inter-
national, it put forward propos-
als focused on concrete united
action of reformist and commun-
ist workers.

It believed that in such act-
jons ‘the reformist workers
would understand that the rev-
olutionary  politics of  the
Communist International were

"the only genuinely working-

class politics, and that thus the
C.l. could reunite the labour
movement, under revolutionary
leadership. :

in_ Britain the Communist

Party fought for affiliation to
the Labour. Party — and was
relected again and again, finany
in 1925,

The split between reformists
and communists is the funda-
mental division in the world
labour movement.

Superimposed on the split
that originated. in 1914 is the
split between revolutionary

communists ( called 'Trotsky- -
. ists') -and those who.abandon-
- ed the basic ideas of the early

Communist International in
favour of the Russian *commun-

" unist Parl
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8 was therefore to ensure

existed. Gathering a
of left-reformist dignit-
sponsors, ‘“‘The Week”’
itself to to goad
e prominent left reform-
to more militant stands

el, the ‘‘Institute
forker’s Control” was
hoping to rally a seg-
of the ‘‘replacement
p’% round the transit-
gan of workers’ control.
ins today as a visible
what the ‘‘replace
leadership”®  strategy
1 practice.

alism that emerged
. Because the Russ-
tion remained isol-
the defeat of the
88 uprisings of 1918-
reaucracy based on

machine gained
control. Led by
this bureaucracy
the programme of
alist revolution in
lattempting to build
parasitic bureaucrats
| ‘Socialism in One

gain security for this .
e, the world Comm-
s were transformed
controlied pressure
their own" countries
sts of the Russian
Communist Parties

rult
wed their aliegiance

/Ie/MIENT

was com

the w

left-win, curvent did

materialise. The radicalisation
in 1967-8 tosk different forms.
The IMG had ia fact spent its
- time mimicking left reformism

for several years, all for the sake
of a mirage.
““Socialist Challenge”’

is motivated by the same sort
of wish to be a falry godmother
for History. This time it is a

ions in the working class move-
ment were now threefold. The
reformists remained reformist,
and the Trotskyists were the
only revolutionaries in the sense
that the early Communist Int-
ernational was revolutionary.
The Stalinists combined re-
formist politics ”at .home”
with a treacherous pretence of
being revolutionaries: and they
had the power of the Russian
bureaucracy behind them,
which enabled them to main-
tain the allegiance of hundreds
of thousands . of workers
throughout the world, who
wanted to be revolutionaries.

From the 1930s, therefore,
the revolutionaries became a
smail minority, and the domin-
ant trends were reformism
‘m‘d pseudo-revolutionary Stal-
nsm.,

Since the 19308 the converg-

formiem "nes. progremed sven
ormism has even
further; and in reoent |
the revotutionaries have

a larger audience, But the most -

the Stalinfst parties . —jgndamental divisions

-aiieglante to the
e bureaucracy.
fyndamenta’l divis-

remain
those carved out by the firs
world war and by the degen-
eration of the Russian revolution

“class struggle left wing”,
also influenced amd
led by reformists, which
must be wished into existemce
50 that the revolutionary process
can go forward and the Trotsky-
ists can Intervene.

The presence of "Big Flame"
and a few others In
‘“‘Socialist Challenge’’ is mostly
significant a8 a makeweight
for it in relatien te this coming
left-reformist mevement..

The IMG deciares that the
next stage in the werking class
struggle will be (ls? must be?
would preferably be?) a broad
movement to replace the
wing Callaghan-Healey
ship by someeme a bit more left-

FROM THE 1930s, the basic di-
visions in the working class move-
ment were between the reform-
ists, tied to the capitalist state;
the Stalinists, tied to the reaction-
ary bureaucracy of the USSR
(and, in recent decades, more
and more embedded in their own
capitalist states, too); and the
Trotskyists, the -only tendency
dedicated to the fight for workers’
power. ' .

. No section of the Trotskyist
movement has become a satellite
of capitalism or Stalinism. Yet
today the Trotskyist movement is
split into many different tendenc-
ies. Why? ‘

mim .

Although the divisions are otten
aggravated by pointless and irres-
ponsible . factionalism, there are
real political reasons for the
major splits in the Trotskyist
movement. The world since the
Second World War has poased a
series of new political problems —
the deformed workers’ states in
Yugoslavia, China, Cuba, etc; 20
years of relative stability in the
advanced capitalist countries;
complicated national struggles in
Ireland and in the Middie East.

The Trotskyists had to readjust
and re-define their revolutionary
perspectives. With limited forces,
and few experienced leaders,.

they failed to do it adequately or .

unanimously. in the early 1
the Trotskylst movement split on
2 world N

o«nmmnu‘mm{

sectariane, for whom all potitica
life centres round the. factional
selt-promotion of their organis-
ation, the denunciation of "revis-
ionism”, and the proclamation of
the "correct” combination of slog-

_ schle — in the class str:sqle:

wing. But History, once again,
has refused to be wooed by
these scenarfos.

All that the class struggle left
wing has amounted to in pract-
ice is the IMG urging workers to
unite with the left reformists,
and thus suggesting that those
left reformists are some sort of
working-class  alternative to
Callaghan and Healey — a con-
fused, inadequate alternative,
but still an alternative. In the
name of pie-in-the-sky unity,
the IMG blurs over the fact that
Benn and the Tribunites are
as much a pillar of the bourge-
oisie . as Callaghan and Roy
Jenkins.

VARIAITIO
 ONTWO

HI:,

ans from the Transitional Pro-
gramme — which History will re-
ward by producing mass struggles
from the womb of its ever-present
catastrophic “crisis”. On the other
hand, those who make a more ser-
jous attempt to analyse the real
movement of the class struggle —
but then end up posing themseiv-
es as Marxist advisers to the most
promising leftward-moving
current.

The sectarian tendency is re-
presented in Britain in a grot-
esquely degenerate form by the
"Workers' Revolutionary Party”

*— and in a milder form by the

Workers' Socialist League. The
mainstream has been represented
since the 1960s by the Internation-
al Marxist Group.

There exist also_militants who
are trying to construct a Trotsky-
ist tendency free from both dead-
end sectarianism and supine
opportunism. Workers® Action id-
entifies with this trend.

What has happened to the Trot-
skyist movement since the late
1940s is that it has been reduced
to a spectrum of sects — within

- which some groups struggle, with

greater or lesser success, to rise
above-the status of sects.

minl
Both the mainstream, and those

who split in 1952-3, have been:
- “Socts In the sense that they have

been based on ideas to which
have been unable to give m
fiving reality — even on a small
ideas which have remained as
“good advice” or as blustering
_ proclamations. Within the bounds
. of thase general ideas, thex have
been blown. this way and that by
~the political winds on <crucial
questions, like Ireland, the
Middle East, the Common Mark-
‘ot, and their relationship to Stalin-

ism and to reformism.

The 8WP (IS) is a group which
originated in the Trotskyist move-

SOCEILING DNITY
CIRANDNON OF-
- THE WEEK

For whea the working class
did enter inte struggle, the IMG
by its strategy
- to in a less than revolut-

ionary fashiea. Their answer to

incomes "was - “Yes, but
must control”,
And, finally, the predicted

SR o,
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ment, but long ago stopped
defending many of the basic re-
volutionary principles of Trotsky-
ism, even in a formal way. Today
it is an ultra-opportunist organis-
ation whose polftics amount to
little more than boosting trade
union militancy.

Around the basic currents re-
presented in Britain by the IMG,
the WRP and the SWP (IS},
there is a gamut of groupings
which are sects in an even worse
sense: that they try to solve the
problems of the revolutionary
movement by this or that glib
variation on the formulas of their
‘parent’ organisation. Mostly
they are quite seif-satistied and
complacent about ‘their’ pet
theories and positions.

The-sight of this range of sects
can easily lead to either (or both)
of two wrong conclusions. con-
tempt for the whole Trotskyist
tradition (but, with all its faults, it
is the only revolutlonar¥° tradit-
ion we have), or a wish for unity
at all costs. But if creating new
sects is not the answer, no more is
a patchwork (and in any case
im;{osslblo) unity of the old
sects. : '

in Werkers' Astion we have not
tried to pose as new worid .
08, cooKking up whole new ™ -
ies” and "answers” on the spur ot
the moment. But in the effort we

have made for a painstaking step-

by-step development of ideas,
regulated by the class str m
there is, we believe, the life-

of that process of ‘developing
theory’ which is so often made
? mystery among the Marxist
eft — but which is nonetheless
vital. . .
There are real political reasons
for the divisions in the Trotskyist
movement. The divisions cannot
be superseded until the political
disorientation which caused them
is cuperseded.

il e N
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Continued from
centre page

What is now the SWP (IS)
was then a loose, primarily
petty bourgeois, group, with-
out discipline, and with little
coherent politics. other than

...the description of the Stalin-
ist states as state-capitalist.

_and uninspiring collection of
"Trotskyist’ Labour - Party
routinists who continued the
routine when most straight
reformists. had stopped
bothering. It was responsive
neither to the French Gen-
eral Strike, nor to the heroic
struggle of the Vietnamese,
nor even to the strike
struggles of the British work-
ing class.

APPEAL

The IMG had been in the
Labour Party attempting to
construct a "replacement
leadership” for the social de-
mocracy. In 1967-8 they
suffered a major split. be-
tween those who wanted to
focus on creating links with
labour  bureaucrats, and
those who wanted to build a
movement in solidarity with
the Vietnamese.

fight, and  certainly they
were the better tendency —

themselves up to be internat-

to the British working class
movement.
"Workers’ Fight” was a

,‘attempting to continue the
positive work of the SLL,
as it-was before 1963-4, and
also attempting to analyse

_ the experience of the Trotsk-
yist movement. It existed in

~ only three areas.

Into this situation IS
launched its appeal for unity
of the revolutionary forces.
The platform was four
points: against racism, ag-
ainst imperialism, against
incomes policy, and for work-
ers’ control.

This was an opportunist
move to give IS the possibil-
ity of recruiting large numb-
ers of the newly radicalised.
But IS did gain, and attempt-

_ed seriously to turn the petty
bourgeois youth it recruited
towards work in and around
factories.

FRINGES

In fact unity of the revolut-
ionary left in 1968 would
probably have allowed a
much greater recruitment to
revolutionary  politics of
the newly politicised. Fail-
ing that, many of. .them
“dropped out-or drifted away.

Tuc 1vio refused the pro-
posal for unity. The United
Secretariat of the Fourth Int-
ernational (to which it is affil-
iated) had just decided on
a general policy of 'open
work’. In fact the IMG pur-
sued the student radicals

Page 6

"Militant” -was a very dull

The latter won the faction

but they managed to gird -

- “ionalists for the Vietnam war -
"._only at_the cost ¢f abandon-
“ing, for years, any approach

-small grouping of militants .

with little success. IS, with

an orientation to the working
class, succeeded in recruit-
ing proportionately many
more students.

Against revolutionary left

IR LEFT

unity, the IMG argued that -

it would blur the political
distinctions.  Perhaps it
would have done. But it
would probably also have
‘massively enlarged the
entire revolutionary left.
And within that the IMG

- could -have fought for its

specific policies. It chose
instead to remain in the
student fringes of revolution-
ary left politics. ,
Only Workers’ Fight resp-
onded to the unity appeal.
IS-WF fusion occurred in
November 1968, and WF
organised a Trotskyist tend-
ency inside the united org-
anisation. This tendency’s
‘battle ended with its expuls-
ionin 1971. Inside IS
there had been a defeat for
the Troiskyists, which led to
the development of the
present SWP. '

'FUSION

However, it was not -at-all

a pre-ordained defeat. Had
the IMG joined in. a fused-

organisation in 1968, then

NO-ONE doubts that alternative sources of energy are need-

At the moment, nucléar

power is the only viable al- -

ternative.

Nuclear power is more eff-
icient than fossil fuels and
also — strange as it may
seem considering the doom-
laden warnings — less
hazardous. Performance so
far does suggest that nuclear
fuel needn’t be as dangerous
as - it is made out. Coal
mining, for example, is far
more . hazardous than
uranium ‘mining, and we
have the recent escapades of
the North Sea oil blow-out to
remind us of some of some of
the environmental risks ass-
ociated with fossil fuels.

Calculations of risk levels
show that the chances of |§

dying from contact with
radioactive material leaked
from a reactor in Britain are
half as much as the risk of
dying from the bite of’a
venomous beast, and that
you’re 500 times more likely
to be run over by a motor
vehicle. This doesn’t mean
they are absolutely safe, but
it shows that many of the
fears are exaggerated. -

Waste disposal is the big
problem. A recent report
(Greenwood & Webb)
suggests that the best
method is to solidify the
waste in glass blocks, seal
the blocks in containers des-
igned to last for hundreds of
years, and dump them into
the deep ocean.

By the time that the con--

tainers break up and the
blocks start to leak, they
predict that the radiation
Jlevels would be no greater

- than those we receive today..

there might have been-adiff-.

erent outcome. —: not. only

for the militants then in IS,

but also for those then'in the

IMG. . :

The WF group expelled
“from IS in 1971 has since fus-

ed with other militants to
create the International-
Communist League — in the
only real, if small, step to-
wards revolutionary unity in
recent years.

Some of the comrades of
the former IS Left Faction
subsequently split from the
I-CL. This showed not that
this politically-founded fus-
ion had been false, but that
these comrades had been too
thoroughly trained in thie IS
school.It was the same prob-
lem as with their excessive
respect, for too long, for
their ‘unity’ with IS: unwill-
ingness to draw uncomfort-
able conclusions, for unity or
for disunity, from political
principles.

But 1968’s chance was
lost. Today there is not the
possibility of drawing in size-
able new forces into a united
revolutionary organisation.
Amalgamation of a number
of small groups may be poss-
ible, but unless it is based on
clear programmatic agree-
ment it can only be at the
cost of political confusion
and blurring of distinctions.

In 1968 unity might per-
haps have taken us a long
way forward. 1t is ironic
that those who were least
responsive then should now,
in quite different conditions,
propose “"left unity” as a
bogus answer to the
problems faced by revolut-
ionarieE today.
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It may well be possible to
mine, use and - dispose of
nuclear fuel with much more
safety that at first' glance
would seem possible. But
there are still risks, and the
search is on for- alteérnative

~ sources of energy that are

~ produce

not so dangerous and may be
cheaper and more efficient.
Particular emphasis has
been placed on natural res-
ources not likely to run dry:
wind, sun and -tides. Once
the province of "eco-freaks”,
such alternatives have be-
come big science, with
governments pouring mill-
ions of pounds into research.
Will this be the way forward?
No-one yet knows. So far,
few of these projects have
looked capable of generating
the enormous quantities of
power future society will
need. A windmill may light
your home, but it won’t
power the factory that has to
windmill parts.

+. 4 - ed for industrial society to survive even at its present level,
| let alone to allow for the sort of expansion-and improvement
| “envisaged by socialists. ‘

Solar energy might heat your
bath water, but will it heat
the furnaces of a steel
works?

The increasing volume and
seriousness of research in
this area suggests that it will
indeed be possible. Among
other likely developments is
the building of power stat-
ions utilising the variations

in temperature in different

levels of the sea to produce
electricity. This project .—

" Ocean Thermal Energy Con-

version (OTEC) ~— has .al-
ready been developed to a

‘stage at which Lockheed are

planning to build a 160MW
prototype. )
Is it beyond the capabilit-

ies of capitalism to develop-

such projects? Obviously not
— though cost and profit-
ability will count for as much
as safety in their calculat-
ions.

Capitalism researches

and builds for profit, not for

need. We can have no con-
fidence that they will find the
best — rather than simply
the most profitable — solut-
ion to the energy problem.
For this reason we have no
reason to believe them when
they say that this or that
process is safe or isn’t.

But we cannot oppose such
developments as nuclear
power. We have nothing in
common with those reaction-
aries who want to renounce
the future in return for a

1% The
el bie s

¥ YOUR Poc COMMNY REGRETS ¥
£ THE RECINT NUCLEAR MELTDOWN
 AND Woib LIKE To Potl? 0T

THAT Nobal¥'s PLRFECT...

mythical ”golden past” of
rural bliss. The danger of all-
out opposition  to - nuclear
power is that, whatever our
intentions, we line up with
mystics and reactionaries.
While not
nuclear power as such, we

can express no faith in the .

capitalist class to use it

safely. (Though the danger:

that a major nuclear accident
poses to the rest of capital-
ism means that certain res-
traints are imposed on the

"profit motive over” nuclear -

materials.)

We need to fight for the

best possible conditions in
the nuclear industry. We

must riot leave it up to gov-

ernments to decide on the
levels of safety and the nec-
essary standards to adopt.

Concluding
Neal Smith’s
Discussion
article

But to exert any control,
we need to know what’s
going on. Secrecy is very
much a part of the nuclear
programme. We must
demand that it is ended and
that there is access to all the
relevant information about
the dangers of nuclear power
and what is being done to
lessen those dangers.

In capitalist society
science, technology and the
processes of production are
shrouded in mystique and
secrecy. Workers have little
chance to exercise control
since they simply don’t know
what’s going on. The inform-
ation is kept in the hands of a

technocratic  elite, and
nuclear power programmes
are encased in secrecy.’ -

Until science and technol-
ogy are democratised and

everyone plays o 1ol in dee-
iding how they will affect
society, it will always be
possible for demagogues to
denounce all forms of tech-
nical progress and to gain
the ear of socialists who
should know better.

opposing
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- A FIRST

STEP, BUT
A BIG ONE

The years of the Labour Govern-
ment, with the class struggle
suspended as in a block of ice by
the Social Contract, have seen
few advances for the revoluticn-
ary left. If anything, th.ve has
been a numerical decline, a
further fragmentation, and a
tendency to withdraw from con-
sistent attention to the problems
facing the working class move-
ment.

We have seen, as part of this,
the growth of "stunt politics”
(such as the SWP’s Right to
Work marches, the IMG’s
“class struggle left wing"
project and diversion by both
these groups of major resources
for election work).

" There has been little of what
one might call 'taking stock’:

. attempts to codify the exper-

fences of the class struggle of
the last years, to relate it to the
foundations of Trotskyism, and
from this to develop a prog-
ramme for working clags ad-
vance now and in the coming

This is one of the major things
the recently published Mani-
festo of ‘the Intermational-
Communist League sets out to

do.

Titled "The Fight for Workers
Power", the core of the Man-
ifesto is an Action Programme
en’eomlpudng aims and dem-
ands for struggles that range
from day-to-day class conflicts
to explicit offensives for the
seizure of power.

The events around the Grun-

wick : struggle show above all
the ramifications that are poss-

" fble from the most small scale

or the most modest struggle.

Neither are the implicatiohs
of the class struggle limited
“horizentally" to questions dir-
ectly about wages, conditions,
jobs and union rights. The
Action Programme brings in
questions which are often shunt.
ed off to the sidelines of the
struggle, so often left out of
industrial bulletins and rank and
file papers as 'less relevant'.

Such questions as racism and
fascism, the oppression of
women and gays, and Britain’s

occupation or Ireland, are treat. -

ed centrally in this Programme.
.- And rightly so. We have seen
‘how racism permeates and

- cripples the labour movement,
" how . rampant nationalism is

particularly among the Left {(the
anti-EEC campaign, the import
controls calls). In even the most
short-term programme, the

" ideology of the ruling class has

. the movement itse
for workers’ power requires a

S
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Reviewed b,! Bruce Robinson

to be challenged.

The structures of the labour
movement set thelr stamp on
every current struggle, and

many cases at least half the -

battle is concerned with dealing
with the obstacles Egesented -by.

transformation of the workers’
movement, and the Action

Programme points a way- for .

this.

Another recent lesson is the

necessary interaction between
defensive and offensive strug-

-gles. It is a lesson not missed in-

this Manifesto.

The I-CL situates its prog-
ramme in the context of what
has happened to Trotskyism
since the death of Trotsky. Two

- of the trends visible around us

are for a dogmatic repetition of
one’s allegiance to the contents
{or even just the title) of Trot-
sky’s 1938 Transitional Prog-
rame as if it solved all problems
in—a changing reality; or there
are those (such as the SWP in
this country) who simply adapt
to the ebbs and flows of the
class struggle on a day-to-day
basis, rejecting any programme
or guidance as tying their
hands.

Both these tendencies are

F X stroggle -

ON THURSDAY 14th July Chloride
bosses received their Dagenham fact-
ory back from the hands of occupying
workers. After 9 weeks the national
strike-cum-occupation of 4,500 Chlor-
ide battery workers was over.

The stewards did not see the settle-
ment as a defeat, but the fact is that
little was won on the dispute’s four
demands.

On the productivity deal a guar-
anteed minimum bonus was agreed,
but it was accompanied by an sagree-
ment to increase output as wel as
e s.

- On the import of batteries, Chloride
mansgement agreed to detailed cons-
ultation about the aumbers but not on

GOMBINE UNITY WON
"IN GHLORIDE’S 9-WEEK
OGGUPATION

the principle. On pensions the issue is
to be left to a meeting of the national
officers of the various unions involved.

While management claim that they

have yet to transfer work to the
Porvair in Norwich, from bitter ex-

- perience the stewards have leamed

not to trust them. :

The long occupation was brought to
this unsatisfactory end mainly because
of the efforts of the national T&G
officer, Tom Crispin.

But one positive gain has come from
the strike: the move to bring the stew-
ards from the various Chloride comp-
anies m%gher to form a Joint UK
Chloride Group Committee. sc

the product of a degeneration in
the Trotskyist movement since
the 1940s. In the I-CL’s view, to
develop a programme against
this background it isn’t enough
just to claim allegiance to: the
*ideas of 1930s Trotskyism. It

found it necessary $o re-work .

and develop these conceptions

in the light of nearly 40 years’: -

experience, and to rediscover

many-of the revolutionary idess -

that have been bowdlerised and
vulgarised in the course of the
long degeneration of revolution-
ary Marxism. Not only to re-
discover ideas, but to see how
they might apply to today’s
class struggle, if at all.

For example, the Manifesto
discusses the united front and
the workers’ government. This
last has been used by "Trotsky-
ists" to deseribe amny govern-
ment of the Stalinist and social
democratic parties, thus gutting
it of the revolutionary content
with which the slogan was used
by the Communist International
— that is, as a transitional form
prior to the seizure of power,
which was only called for in cert-
ain specific circumstances as the
logical conclusion of the tactic
of the united front.

To those who abhor old ideas,
it must be pointed out how
immediate this question is given
the possible developments in
France and Italy.

- One document can’t accomp-
lish the enormous task of dev-
eloping a Marxist programme
for today. The I-CL understand
this; indeed, some im t
questions are only briefly ref-
erred to in this Manifesto, and
not even tackled.

This Manifesto is, rather, a
codification of -the positions the
I-CL has reached in its work so
far. They do however provide
the basis both for intervention in
the working class struggle and
for further ideological develop-
ment. And it marks the first step
in the task the I-CL has set itself
of the ideological regeneration
of a communist International.

{Available from G.Lee, 98
Gifford Street, London N.I;
price 35p plus 15p postage.)

kept in

Grunwick
picket

On Thursday 7th July, Newham
NUT passed a resolution deleg-
ating 10 local teachers to attend
the picket and demonstration in
support of the Grunwick strike
for July 11th.

18,000 other trade unionists
were to attend this solidarity
picket — but this delegation of
ten teachers from Newham was
barred from going ... by its own
union!

Within 24 hours of the resol-
ution the following had taken
place:

B Newham NUT President
Maureen Seear took the resolut-
fon to NUT headquarters to
"seek advice"; ’

B NUT headquarters phoned
up all the delegates instructing
them net to attend the picket in
school time; -

~ NUT HQ also phoned up New-
ham Education Authority tell-

support-of the Grunwick strikers

‘] in school time would be un-

official;
M ‘Newham Eduecation -Auth-

any withdrawal of labour on Jul
11th would be treated as breac
of contract.

In the event most of the del-
egation decided to comply with
the instructions of the Union,
feeling that there wasn’t enough
overall support in the NUT to
guard against victimisation, and
not wishing to divert the support
for the Grunwick struggle into
an NUT victimisation fight.

Did any other NUT delegat-

Union’s vigilance and attend the
picket? Or did all other teachers
attending merely "go sick"? In
either case, as with the Newham
delegation, it shows wup the

Teachers L

ing - them that any- action -in- - ponded immediately to the ban

- ority warned the delegation that
_calling on other trade unienists

ions manage to slip past the

" local schools for other members

dIE
NIONS

scandalous role of the NUT Ex-
ecutive over Grunwick. Al-
though the Executive didn’t
pass a motion saying no action
should be taken, neither did it
decide to sanction or lead any
action, confining itself to a
statement that the NUT ‘‘sup-
ports the right of workers to
union recognition’’.

The incident also shows up
again the repressive regime in
the NUT, whose rules state that
“no industrial action may take
place without prior approval of
the Executive”.

A message of support, ex-
plaining the absence of the del-

egation, was handed to the]

Grunwick strike committee. It
also called on fellow trade
unionists to help teachers in the
fight to restore the freedom of
action of local NUT branches.

- Newham NUT Committee res-

on its delegation, with a resolut-
ion endorsing the statement to
the Grunwick strike conimittee,
disassociating itself from -the
‘“Executive’s negligence’’ and

to help to “‘break the Executive
from its current position”, It
called on NUT school groups to
give active support and money
to the Grunwick strike, and call-
ed on the Executive to “‘align it-
self with the working class on
this issue by a campaign of
sympathetic industrial action”.
Though this resolution won a
majority, the right wing officers
of the Newham NUT refused to

circulate it, and the menibers of '
the Delegation (who had put the |

resolution) had to send it round
of Newham NUT to see it. . .

AN HOLLINGWORTH |

suipporiers’ groups
BASINGSTOKE, BIRMINGHAM, BRISTOL,
CAM™ " "OGE. CARDIFF, CHELMSFORD,
CHESTER, COVENTRY, EDINBURGH,
HUDDERSFIELD, LEICESTER, LIVERPOOL,
LONDON, MANCHESTER, MIDDLESBROUGH]
NEWCASTLE, NEWTOWN, NORTHAMPTON,
NOTTINGHAM, READING, ROCHDALE, :
| SHEFFIELD, STAFFORD, STOKE.
Write for details of meetings and activities to:’
WASG, 49 Carnac Street, London SE27
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Two
canning
plants
strike
for
frozen
10/ rise

WORKERS AT Batchelors peas cans-
ing plants in Sheffield and Worksop
have gone on strike for a 10% pay rise
they were promised in 1975, but never

ot becanse of two years of pay

‘l'he ‘strike has been carefully phnn

the peak of the

canning season, an d Batchelors bosses

are complain t they could I ose
£14 million. Pnckeung has also

organised, and strike committee re-

presentatives have toured steel-

onrlI:su‘;Sheffiel‘:lm b be

e dispute probably soon
B o TR ot local

msm ers’ drspute :gg”enl calls

¢ Dowaotir the
tion of the 1975 agreml.‘
sy the percentage tgned forﬂw

o principles w, bave been prev-
mudy established, Thamking you in
mumpum of amy donations forth-

Gorgon Pellegrina for the Batcbelors
ployees. Please send domations 1o
Mr V Kni ébt' 42 Grimsell Crescent,

Sheffield MICK WOODS

Mass picket
planned
against

19th Century
site
management

THE STRIKERS at Roberts, Kenning-
tow are still bolding out after 14 weeks.

With osly four steelfixers working,
and w0 Readymix cement crossing the
Dpicket line, the usofficial strike is
beginning to bite even though many of
the ongwdp:cbetsbave left or gome
bach in through hardship.

For the first time, there is overtime
working os Saturdays and Susdays.
ﬂcchmu, Roberb personsel

manager [and Lambeth Council Chicf
Labour Whip] bas eoen trml 1o intins-
:datc steelfixers at Roberts other sits,
in Brixton, into working at the Kewn-
inglom site by threatening them with
the sacki The Brixton mﬁ.wrsres-
ponded immediately with a mass
: m;ngudSpuhuubadm rehuz“
‘ puhns is trying to make
strike look like

RIKERS IN ACYION

NEXT STEPS FOR TE
CAR WORKERS WHO

FOUGHT PHASE 2

CAR WORKERS have suffered more than most in the last
two years of downturn in trade union struﬂgle. Militants

have been victimised and participation sc

introduced.

emes have been

Still, car workers are standing in the front Ime for battle
after August 1st. Several sections of car workers have del-
- ayed new wage agreements until after the end of Phase 2,

NEEDED: AN END TO LEVLAND PARTIGIPATION

THE PROSPECT of "free collect-
ive bargaining” after August 1st
has caused a fiurry of activity on
the wages issue in the British
Leyland unions.

But many of the claims are in-
adequate.  For-example, at Long-

_bridge the proposed claim is as

s

‘ards last April.

follows:

1. A substantral wage in-
crease’’. (Originally the works
committee wantea this to. read
10% increase. The figure was de-
leted,
stewards wanted more. A comm-
ittee is now looking mto what
"substantial increase”
mean.)

2. Consohdate the £6 rnto the
basic wage”’.

<3, Negotrate a smgre agree-" |

ment- for. a substantial buy-out
payment”’.

“4. Agree to changed- methods ’

ot work for a substantial buy-out

**5. Improved fringe benefits”.

‘6. Any changes ‘in shift arr-
angements to be negotiated sep-
arately with the premium pay-
ments being higher than those In
national agreements’’.

7. The combined buy-out to
be paid in two instalments, i.e.
Chrrstmas and annual hollday
periods’’.

“After negotiations have been
completed”’, ' the stewards will

“enter into fresh negotiations on
a factory incentives scheme’’.

Leaving aside the possrble
‘‘substantial increase’’, this claim
is worse than many achieved
under Phase 2, since it proposes
to "sell” working methods, bar-

THE 1977 Ford pay claim for

60,000 hourly pald workers was -

prosentod at the Ford National
Joint Negotiating Committee
last Friday, 15th July.

Because the claim goes be-
yond Healey's pay limit, and
because it will be the first major
test of the Government’s ability
to maintain contrr' ~er wages

... 38’ press
is already soundlng off warnings
about it.

The claim deals with a numb-
er of elements of wages and con-
ditions, and was agreed by a
meeting of 300 Ford shop stew-
The main de-
mands are for a 15% wage rise,
80% pay for all lay-offs, and a
37'% hour week. -

Also included are demands
fdvr- time and a third for all holi-
days, pension parity with staff,
and the agreement to run no
longer than a year.

Whatever the bosses’ papers

.
I

~

ostensibly because the

should .

gaining arrangements and poss-
ibly our present shift systems too,
for a couple of lump-sum "buy-
out” payments in the first year.

The claim does not mention the -

demand for parity with other Ley-
land factories. Why? The man-
agement are going to give us it
.anyway,; say the Leyland union
leadership. But basic wages at
Longbridge are up to £11 less than
other factories, and some of the
better paid factories, such as
the Rover group, are at this ‘mo-
ment  putting in claims - for £15
across the board wrth cost of liv-

rises.

t is-true that the management

" badly wanteither full corporate

bargaining ot "group bargaining”
ahalf-way house), in- qrder 1o sap

_-the’ influence of - mititant - shop- -~
~ floor orgamsaﬁon and they ‘witl .

and are lodging demands way above the Government’s
10% target as from 1st August.
As our reports from Leyland and from Fords show, t

problem is for rank and file

e car workers to organise t‘rem-

selves to take this struggle into their own hands. Without
that, these.claims could just remain on paper, or leading
to wheelmg and dealing and behind-the-scenes sell-outs.

have to move towards wage parity
to get it. But once the structures
of the new bargaining system are
there, delays and sell-outs on
parity are certain.

Many . stewards and workers
appear to believe that if you want
parity across the company, then
you have to accept one corporate
agreement: but this is nonsense.
Parity means leveiling-up of
wages, using the better-paid
plants as pace-setters for the
rest.

The claim being proposed in the -
-Rover group is a partial contrast

tr%xhe Longbridge one. It consists

£15 "across the board for

'40 hours and consolidation of
suppiements (the £6);

A £75 mmlmum wage for 40
hours

Officials who opposed t 1e toolmakers’ struggl in March
can’t be trusted to win this claim

FORDS: hold meetings
to plan action on claim

say, the claim represents for
Ford workers one step back and
two small steps forward.

Last year, in line with Jack
Jones’ call, Ford workers de-
manded a 35 hour week. In
1977, after unemployment has
risen, the claim is only for 37%2.

on lay-off pay, and in the
fact that there ' is a defirite
wages Onrget thare are q'epn
forward.

But 80% lay-off pay still
‘means a loss of at least 20% of
earnings when management
sends workers home. A 15% in-

crease in wages neither com-

pensates for the Social Con-
tract nor safeguards . against
future pricerises.

The official Ieadershrp has
done nothing to prepare a frght
for the claim. But a fight will be

needed if it is to be won, even in_

its present form.
In fact, the only time the
claim has been raised has been

>

as a means to break the action
against lay-offs in Dagenham
recently. Danny Connors, con-
venor of the Body Plant, stress-
ed the claim’s provisions in a
speech urging Body Plant work-
ers to call off their action for the
same demands!

But that fight over lay-offs, in '

both the Body Plant and the
PTA at Dagenham, showed the
combativity that exists in the
rank and file. On Friday, while
the pay claim was being pre-
sented, a section in the Body
Plant struck for a time for the
demands for £15 and a 35 hour
week.

The annual 3-week Ford shut-
down starts on 22nd July. The
immediate and urgent task of
shop floor militants when the
plants start back will be pre-
paring to fight for the claim.

As a Workers’ Action bull-
etin circulated in Dagenham
over a month ago put it, ‘‘Every
shop steward should call full

meetings on the claim. Discuss.

it, argue about it, but plan for
action. Push resolutions for the
National Ford shop stewards
conference to meet again — not

to discuss the claim but to pre- -

pare a plan of action to win it’’,
JOHN BLOXAM

!

A

@ Automatic cost of living in-
creases.

This reflects, |ron|ca|ly the in-
fluence of militant Labour Party
members in the Rover group un-
ions and the comparative weak-
ness of the Communist Party
there. But the Rover stewards
have delegated the fight for their
claim to.the British Leyland Trade
Union Committee, calling for it to
be recognised as a national wages
negotiating committee. This was
the committee which . called the
April 3rd conference against wage
curbs — and at the same time
stabbed in the back the toolroom
men fighting against Phase 2.

We need not only a good claim,
but also.the means to fight for it.
That means, first of-all, breaking
the ties of partwrpatron

Small ads are free for labour move-
ment events. Paid ads (including ads
for publications) 8p per word, £5 per
column inch — payment in advance.
Send copy to Evests, 49 Carnac St,
London SE27, to arrive by Friday fer
inclusion in the following week’s
paper.

SATURDAY 23 JULY. Demonstration
in defence of the ‘Lewisham 24'.
Assemble 2pm at Lewisham Station;
rally 3pm at Lewisham Town Hall.

WEDNESDAY 27 JULY. Charlie Doyle
(leading figure of the CP bredkaway
group) speaks against the concept of a
"British Road to Seocialism”. 8pm,
'The Cock', 360 North End Rd,
Fulham Broadway

SUNDAY 31 JULY. "The Fight for
Workers’ Power".. Workers’ Action
readers’ meeting in Basingstoke with
a speaker invited from the I-CL.

SATURDAY 15 OCTOBER (provision-
al date): Rally to launch the Inter-
national-Communist League Mani-
festo, "The Fight for Workers’
Power". From 2pm at the Co-Op Hall,
Seven Sisters Rd, London N4,
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