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IN BRITAIN the jubllee
IS streamers and street

parties. In Northern' Ire- -

land — thousands of sold-
iers lining'the streets.

To rmake Northern ire- -

land safe for a token visit

by. Britain’s queen, 600"

extra soldiers have been
sent to help the 32,000
soldiers and pohce already
on alert.

She will visit the town of .
Coleraine, which is almost
entirely Protestant, and
‘will give a garden party at
Hills orouﬁ fer ‘some
members of the Six Count-
ies upper crust. People
have been advised to keep
well away from where the
queen will be, unless they

have a special invitation.

She is to be greeted on

setting foot on Irish soil
by a salvo of artillery fire:
but the location of the guns
which will salute her Brit-
annic Majesty is a closely
. guarded military secret!
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Last weekend ove}' 200
houses were raided in a

drive against Republicans.
People are now belng held
on seven-day ° detention

orders. Usu.ally these ord-

ers are for t-ree days.

In Britain, the Jubilee

has soothed- the divisions -
between the profiteers and
the poer, the millionhaires
and the misery-stricken,
with a ”shared” celebr-
ation. In Northern Ireland it
exposes and -inflames the
bitterness of national opp-
ression "and. communal
hostility. :

Roughly four out of every
ten cf)eo:)ple in Northern Ire-
lan
as a symbol of foreign rule
and as a piece of ancrent
social junk.

The British people cut its

tyrannical monarchs down

Augo l3 i 20
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"STOP THE
FASCISTS
| IN LEWISHAM |

CLIFTON RISE, SE14
1om SAT 13TH

® 800 years of British invasions
® 300 years of colonial conquest

® 56 years of partition
® And 8 more years of war...

IRELAND’S
BITTER
| JUBILEE

detest the monarchy

size centuries ago,
and the monarchy now

exists mainly for cere-
“monial and decorative pur-

poses, though it retains

"~ some powers the bosses

might try to revive and use
in times of heated class
stru%gle The mass feeling
for the monarchy in Britain
is easy-going and senti-
mental, because it is a
matter of whimsy and play-
acting. In their bones most
peope know it is not for
real. The queen belongs to

ON FRIDAY 29th July the
Grunwick. strike committee
was pressurised by the lead-
ers of their ‘union, APEX,

into calling off the Day of

Action scheduled for Mon-
day 8th August.

The strike committee and
Brent” Trades Council still
called for mass support on
the picket line. About 3,000
people turned up. on the 8th
But there was no repetition
‘of the tremendous display of
class solidarity of 11th July.

This bureaucratic sabot-
age is a real danger for the
‘Grunwick strikers.

“If we don’t have mass
picketing we will get stuck in
legal procedures and* will
find ourselves going through

GRUNWICK

" THE MASS PICKETING MUST GO ON

 the world of Christmas

another winter standing out-
side the gates of Grun-
wicks’’, said Mahmood Ah-
‘med, secretary of the Grun-
wicks strike committee.

It is twelve months since
the Grunwicks workers start-
ed their strike for union re-
cognition: for the right to
organise together in order to
improve their sweatshop
wages and conditions.

At the beginning all the
trade union leaders support-
ed them, in words at least.
The Labour Government’s
legislation was supposed to
guarantee workers the right
to unionise if they wish, and
not to be sacked simply for

trees and birthday cakes.

In Ireland the monarch
translates into.a symbol of
Britain and British oppress-
ion — a living and threat-
ening symbol of inherited
power, wealth,. privilege
and status. To the Catholics
in the Six Counties the
queen is the symbol of age-
old oppression. The BI‘ItISh
Army is its very real pre-
sence.

Already, as we go to
press it is reported that the
Army has marked the
queen’s visit appropriate-

trying to organise a union. If
Grunwicks cowboy boss
George Ward was allowed to
get away with defying that,
then all the laws which were
supposed to be the trade
unions’ reward for the Soc-
ial Contract would be re-
duced to waste paper.

It should have been easy
for the strength of the offic-
ial trade union movement
— backed by the sympathy
of the Government — to
crush a backstreet profiteer
like George Ward. But the
trade union leaders have
been afraid of mobilising
workers to support the Grun-

wick strikers. On the other

side, Ward and his friends

have been determined and__

A ‘#aiqmr,ﬁ.;,.

of antl British

ly — by shooting down a
14-year old Cathollc youth.
nd the rebellious Catholic
community is marking it
with yet another upsurge
protest

and struggle.
That is why, after eight

years of war, it still takes-

32,000 heawly equupr

men to make a few seale

off acres of the Six Counties

safe for the British queen.
The British ruling class

crowned Elizabeth Il queen

of Northern Ireland, queen

ficially cut out of the Irish

nation. But that crown is

maintained not by cere-.

monies but by the guns of
the British Army. Ireland

unfree will never be at

BRITISH
TROOPS

- OUT OF
| j“‘El.AND!

of the statelet which it arti-

aggressive militants for their
class interests. In the courts
they have found support

from judges with similar

attitudes. _
The mass picket on 11th

July probably scared Ward.

But it certainly scared the

leaders of APEX the strik-
ers’ union, and the post off-

ice workers’ union UPW "

even more.
- So what was the result?
The APEX leaders threat-

ened the Grunwicks strike

committee that they would

cut their strike pay if they

didn’t cancel the August
8th Day of Action. The UPW
forced the Cricklewood post-
men who had been locked
out because they refused to

handle Grunwicks mail to

return to work. On the same

~ day, 29th July, the Appeal
~ Court ruled that the decis-

ion in favour of the strikers
by ACAS, the Government’s

- arbitration service, was in-
~valid.

The Court of Inquiry which
reports on 18th August may
come out in favour of the
strikers. But Ward has al-
ready said that even if it
does, he won’t pay a blind bit
of attention!

Once again, at Grunwicks,

.the trade union bureaucrats
- could snatch defeat out of the

jaws of victory. And that
would be a defeat for the
trade union rights of every
worker.
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.ation, which was responsi
yre - than ' one massacre of
. Palestinian Arabs. |

- of the USA.

‘ghomeland’. -
Though the defeated Israell

| 'l,ané, it
- reling
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THE RESULTS of the Isracli

- elections in May this year took
the US and other governments

by surprise. The ruling Labour
Party was defeated by Likud,

the right wing coalition led l:iy |

Menachem Begin, former lea
er of the Irgun terrorist ogganis-—

more

US President Carter still says
that negotiations for a Middle
East settlement may get started
by October, but the

The
military

another war inevitable.
USA has stepped

- and financial support lor Israel.

After the Yom

Kippur war in
1973, the Arabs 1

oil supplies to put pressutre on

the imperialist governments to
organise a peace settlement in |
- the Middle East. It became

urgent for imperialism to defend
its overall interests — and to

distance itself from the Zionist

settler state of Israel. .
In the drive for a settlement,
increasing pressure was put on

- the Israeli, Govermment to re-
linquish most of the territories
conquered in the 1967 war, in- W= _
 cla most,;ofithe.West-liank = | S .
| ~ Arab Governments, Likud’s
victory upsets their plans.to

of the Jordan.

~ Latterly there.was appmndi-
serious taylk of setting

on the West Bank of the Jord-
an. The important Arab govern-
ments had all given their supp-
ort to this strat:g, orchestrat-
ed by the powerful government

. Home

This solution — so the lead-

ing im - belleved —
_mf’ghtf pmst‘:eAubs, settle
some or most of the Palestin-

ian Arabs driven from their
homeland by the Zionists, and

stabilise - .Middle East.
Jimmy Carter committed him-
of the AVE

'Labour' Government

~ a mini-state for the Palestin-

, . the conquered

territories and to falling into line

with the demands of the USA.
" The victory of Likud was

. partly a result of the electorate’s
" uneasiness with the Israeli

Government’s ‘soft’ response

- to pressure for a settlement,

and alarm at the talk of a Pal-

 estinian mini-state., As in other
 "gettler" secieties, when there

is any- threat to the position
which the settlers have establ-

~ ished and maintained at the ex-
" pense of ousted or ressed
ple {(as in Zimbabwe or

South Africa), it is those whe
most strongly and unashamedly
assert the right of the settler
society to exist who come to the

- front, pushing aside 'modef-

ates' or 'liberals’ like the Is-
raeli Labour Party.

 Annex

Likud is committed to per-

manent annexation of the West

Bank, which it believes to be

Jewish territory by rlght'; and

~ which it refers to by the Biblical
- names of Judea and Samaria.

Zionist zealots had been setting

- up Jewish settlements in the

upled area so as to 'create

- oce
facts?' with which to confront
E oorponents of Zionist annexation

the West Bank. The Labour

- Government rather half-heart-
. edly declared such settlements

Be%::. :ﬂsdm the election,

symbeolic visit to
(- : ngd

caa[: Kadum, an 'fllegal’
 settlement. He said in a speech
_““This :is the liberated land of
Israel. This is the Ilibérated
land of Judea and Samaria,
‘anid their returm is absolutely
' not negotiable”.
The .ﬂresent Government of

le for §

is that
 Likud’s victory probably makes

d their con-

~ trol of a large part of the world’s -

up a mini-
state for the Palestinian Arabs

 did not

tradin

‘ [Birmingham]
- has resigned after allegat-
‘jons that he is a fascist.

- S . - ST O, S, C

r.

‘reach an accord with Israel
with the US government acting
“as broker. | |

The Carter administration,

which talked in the spring of the
rights of the Arabs (though it

talk
to live as eg::l citizens in all of
Palestine) has dene a political
U-turn, apparently in response
to the pressure of the powerful
Jewish-American community.
Ethnic g ings play a major
role in US po
their support for fav-
ours.
nationalist movement has drawn
heavily on American-Irish supp-

~ ort since the middle of the last

" century. Without the political ..
- and financial ::Tport ‘the US
Jewish community, it is doubt- -

Peter Marriner, the elect-
jon agent for the Labour

candidate in the Ladywood
by-election,

The allegations were made

by Raghib -Ahsan, candidate -

for ‘Socialist Unity’ (a bloc

~around the IMG). Mr Marr-

iner resigned an hour be-

fore the press conference at

which the allegation was
made. = -

0

- Marriner did not deny his
fascist connections — which
are well - documented, and

include one photo of him
on the platform at a fascist
rally in Trafalgar Square in
early 1976. He claimed
he had associated with fasc-
ists while doing research on

the extreme right for an aca-

demic purpose. The Labour
Candidate, John Severs,

‘has however denounced the

allegation as a ‘‘monstrous
smear’’ against Marriner.

Workers’ Action’s invest--

igations leave us in no doubt
that Marriner is a fascist. His
account does not explain him
being on the Trafalgar
Square platform, and in
fact Marriner has been

instantly' stepped

‘ment. Rabbi -Alexander

of their t ler, head of the 'Conference of

flew (
 Begin immediately after the sur-

cs, lobbying and " -
‘or example, the Irish

- while

of gay comrades who ha

ful if the state of Israel could

Eﬁve - come into existence at
After the May elections, the
Jewish-American community

.into Hne be-
hind the new Israell govern-

major Jewish organisations’,
to Israel for, talks with

prlse election resnlt
Lobby -

Begin visited America ' for

talks with Carter. Jimmy Carter,

who had been of an Ar

ab mini-state in the West Bank -
in April, suddenly. discovered °

what an attractive personality

known for a long time to
- people on the left who make
it their business to monitor

the affairs of the -fascist
groups. | :

- Marriner — under press-

ure — has been a valuable

source of information about

the affairs of the fascist

hind- .

- his .own

~ glasses) on plat-

groups. The anti-fascists are -

quite certain, though, that
Marriner
‘squeezed’ for information,
he is fundamentally a fascist.

Marriner has maintained

“membership in the Labour

Party for a number of years.
For a few months from late
1974 to mid 1975, he was a
probationary member - of
Workers’ Fight, a Trotsky-
ist organisation which be-

came part of the present Int- .

ernational-- = Communist
League. A spokesman for

. ——

the I-CL told us: o

~ ‘*Marriner was one of a group

discussions with  Workers’
Fight. He presented himself as
someone with an especial hatred
of fascism. But he never became
more than a marginal member
of Workers’' Fight, and after a
few months of probationary
membership he was lapsed.

In early 1976 the I-CL discov-

- S

can be

Party

the pfe‘vioﬁsly-spum’ed “forl_ne’r |

terrorist’’ Was.

‘A man w ,has"dembnstrit-"’

ed a w ess_to suffer for

¥

~ “principle, a man who has shown
- superlative persenal courage in
the face of trial, challenge, dis-
-appointment, but who h: |
imately prevailed because of the

depth of his commitment and
rsonal character-

istics’’. Pe s not sm?rlsing-
ly, Begin found Carter ‘‘a man
with a good heart’.

This humiliating about-turn
by the US President, in face of
the sup
Zionist lobby for Begin’s gov-

ernment — and thus for- its

annexationist policies — was
transformed by the Publlc rel-
ations industry into ‘‘a dramatic
personal encounter’’ of two

great- men. It wasn’t the wire-

| Eullln g"h;:d’manéeuvrl" ng
war 2 fought
~ being opened to European Jew-

. ish refugees because it wanted
~ them to go to Palestine instead)

- credit for Israel.

" Beirut characteris

i the PL
““This is not a peace plan, but

as ult-

"~oftl;eUS
- war is at

port of the powerful -

»

4_ ing of the
S Zionist' lobby (which in werld
ainst the US

— it was all a matter of the im-
act of Begin’s personality on
arter... - ST
The following day- the State

Department announced an'arms

sale amounting to $250 million,

including $107- million in easy

A sf'okesman for the Palest- |
indan Li

sation In .
position .of the Israeli govern-
ment, which includes a refusal
to go to peace talks in Geneva if

3 “attends, as -’ follows:

eration Orgi

a war plan”’.

. War

'('}enera'l Ariel Sharon, an arti-
culate and outspoken aﬁ of the
. Likud bloc,. s. ‘“The next

- one’’, Sharon told the US journ--
- al Newsweek, ‘‘will be quick as
- lightning, and so devastating
~ that it will

take the Arabs ten
years to recover. They will be

 so groggy that they won’t even
- have tﬁi

incentive to apply
another oil embargo. That’s
when we will solve the Palestin- .
ian problem, not on the West
Bank, which will be annexed by
Israel, but on the East Bank,
where the Jordanian monarchy
will fold and the Palestinians
will take over”. -
Carter still claims that peace

talks will go ahead in the aut-

gmn. After the Likud victory
and the meek stepping into line
overnment, a new
east as likely as

eace talks. A crushing defeat
or the Arabs may now appear to
the Carter administration as the
best road to ‘‘a settlement’ —
one which is in line with both -
the interests of imperialism and

of Zionlsm. |

Frank Higgins
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of speaker, in .

form of fascist
l'a.“y. - | ' | . "“"-f-*,,.,f.ﬁ

ered that Marriner was assoc-
jating with known fascists,
for example, Martin Webster,

National Activities Organiser of
- the National Front. After check-

ing Marriner’s background, the
j-CL decided to make the facts
known to the labour movement
in Birmingham. .
Marriner’s fascist connect-

ions have been known on the far
left in Birmingham since then.
Marriner, however, maintained

his credibility in his right wing
L abour Party because he is

_ambiguous - and, . apparently,

efficient at electioneering.
- Marriner is therefore a man

who has maintained an. ambig-
- yous position over a.

LITEY period of
years. To the left and the Labour

been a source of information

about the affairs of the fascist

~groups. It is most likely that

- hazy — but the main outline is
very clear. Marriner has att-

Marriner aiso gave information
about the left to the fascist and
Nazi organisations. ;

The classic problem with
the ‘double agent’ is thét he

‘must do enough, or appear to

do enough, to satisfy both
sides. . .
The picture that emerges is

HRRE

empted to m.ai'nt'aih a - visible
‘base in "respectable” politics,

he presents himself as
“an anti-fascist. Certainly he has

the Labour Party, while in-
volving himself with both fasc-
ists and revolutionaries. Marr-
iner was not sent into the fasc-
ist groups to do a job of work by
any of the revolutionary tend-
encies or anti-fascist  groups.

. We can’t check whether or not

he was ‘sent’ into the Labour

- Party, or Workers’ Fight.

A man does not spend years
moving around and back and

. _forth in the dangerous no man’s

land between the revolutionary
left and the fascist Right (in-

cluding- semi-clandestine crank §
~Nazi - groups like Column 88)
- without some purpose.

Mr Marriner is either a free-
langce crank (perhaps -a very
frightened one) — or.else he

- works for a body with an inter-

est in both the revolutionary
left and the fascist under-
ground: the Special Branch.
We don’t even know whether we

- should refer to the two possib-

ilities in terms of either-or.

it will make a mockery of the
Labour Party’s anti-racist camp-
aign if the party is not now pre-
pared to investigate Marriner
and, having established -the
facts, to expel him from the La-

 bour Party’’.
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racism,

" ANTI-RACISTS in London are

planning a lobby of the Labour
Party Confererce in October. It

will demand the implementation

- of the resolution on racism pass-
~ed at last year’s Labour Party

cotﬁerence, the repeal of the
:mmtgratzon laws, and a serious

f’ ght against fasasm.
Last year’s resolution had

several faults. For instance, it

did not clearly call for the end of |

all tmmtgratton control. But it

- was a major step forward. It

demanded the repeal of the 1968
and 1971 Immigration Acts. It
supported black self-defence,
the expulsion of fascists from
.the labour movement,

-~ local anti- raotst committees.

first tried to avoid taking any
action. Even when they were
finally forced to move, the cam-

" Labour

-

¥

-Grunwick

" problem”

But it has remained a dead

letter.

Faced with the rac:st upsurge

and
"called on. CLPs to support

|

over the last two years, the NEC

paign they organised was scarc-
ely visible.
They: issued a couple of leaf-

lets,

‘supported strict

‘enforces
Jaws -
that

.. say

- peopler
like: -
this™

striker
are "“a

R o ok AN 2 e

A

one of which explicitly
immigration
controls. They organised |joint-
Iy with the TUC]

a demonstrat- -
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groups to attack |
community, while they plan o

-supported the lobby.
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ion last November, at which one

- of the main speakers was the

custodian of the Immigration.

Act, Merlyn Rees, who had only

that ‘week brought into use its

"de portatiow procedures to kick

. out American - journalists Phil-

ip Agee and Mark Hosenball.
'In the last nine months all

they have done is issue a circ-

ular to CLPs calling for local

campaigns.

Norwood Labour Party has

been trying since January
- discover what the NEC is doing
to organise a campaign along
the lines of the conference re-
solution. We have had no re-

- ply... and no action either!

But the racist menace has
not receded. "National Front
News" has been able to boast,
after the council. elections in
May, of the hundreds of thous-

ands of votes they got. In Bristol

to

they are organising armed,

the' black

their "biggest ever” march, in

South London, this Saturday,. |
 the 13th.

Yet the NEC still refuses to
support anti-fascist demonstr-
ations, and leading Labour

Party officials- have repeatedly'
warned party members to stay

“away from them.

The Government claims to
oppose racism, but continues
to operate the Immigration
Acts. Immigration control, even

when pamted up as a Nat:onal- ~

ities Act, is automatically and
mevitably racist. As its start-
mg pomt it defines tmmtgrants
"a problem’. That, in effect,
.concedes the whole argument to
the open raczsts, for whom the
'‘problem "’

“Re ject

In view of the NEC’s record
over the last year, Norwood

,_ is that so many of
the tmm:grants have dark skm. |

CLP has already decided to

move the rejection of the sect-
ion of the Annual Report deal-
ing with the .supposed anti-
racist campaign. Apart from
Norwood CLP, several other
organisations -- have already
They in-
clude Brent East Labour Party
and the London Anti-Racist
Coordinating Committee.

Workers’ Action calls on all -

its supporters to gain sponsor-
. ship for the lobby, and to organ-

ise the biggest possible attend-

ance in Brighton at 11.30am

on Tuesday October 4th.

R SIMON TEMPLE
[ Norwood CLP]
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working week

- workers

TWO YEARS of pay curbs
ended on 1st August. Their
balance sheet was grim:
1,600,000 unemployed, and
enormbus social service
cuts. According to official
figures, the real value of
take-home pay for the aver-
age worker fell about 14%
betwéen. December 1974

andq -February 1977; and
the lower-paid  suffered
worst. |

Now the anger against
pay curbs has risen so high
that the *Government has
had to drop them. Thous-

~ands of workers are putting

in claims to claw back the
drop in living standards
over the last two years.

Leyland,

‘a substantlal in-

crease’’ and

wage

the £6 increase. The Ro-
ver group have a differ-
ent claim: £15 increase, £75

minimum wage, automatic
- cost - of . |

living increases,
plus consolidation.

Ch
ards are demanding the re-
storation * of 1974 buying
power, which means about
£20 increase. ‘The Fords
claim calls for 15%
crease, 80% pay for all

lay- offs,, and-a 37‘/2 hour

week. \‘ |

Dockers at Southampton,
Hull, Liverpool, and the

oyal -group in London have
voted to support the Nat-
ional Port Shop Stewards’
Committee’s demands:
£100 basic wage or 20% in-
crease. Manchester and
Preston have yet to meet on
this question. -

ASLEF’s claim for train
drivers calls for restor-
ation of 1975 buying power
and consolidation of -in-
creases’ won in Phase 1

~and Phase 2. Shell refin-

workers represented
the T&GCWU and

ASTMS have a claim estim-
ated to amount to a total
30% increase: a substant-
ial wage rise, a shorter

ery

cost-of- living
ICl1  clerical
represented by

ASTMS have a similar
claim.

ation, and
increases.

Airline Officers’ Assocaat-

1ion c¢laim also includzs cost
-of living increases. One of

the- biggest claims is at

The Merchant Nav and

Longbridge, -
- shop stewards are claiming

consolidat-
~ion into the basic wage of

rysler Linwood stew- |

in-

consolid-

N i

.ternative the CB!

Yarrows shipyard: 50% in-
crease across. the board
—and a 35 hour week. -

John Methven,
of the bosses’ association,

leader

the CBI, declared: ‘‘The
one big black cloud is what
happens to pay’’.
ngher pay means low-
profits. And that spells
danger for cap:tallsm But
the only alternative is for’
workers to -go on meekly
bearing . the cost of the
bosses’ crisis. -

<That alternative is the al-
wants:
and the Labour . Govern-

ment and the TUC are

~ backing it, too. The Gov-

L-

~”12-month

ernment wants a rule say-
ing that workers can only
have a wage increase' once

every twelve months, and

na more than 10% rise in

earnings (whlch means only .- -
~ 5to 7% rise in wage rates).

The Government dare not
make these limits law, but
it-promises to enforce them
itself in the public sector.
The TUC is Ilkel to make

the 12-month rule its own

policy.

Several - of the current

claims either defy the 12-

month limit or have evaded

it by postponing the claim

date beyond the end of
Phase 2. A higher -level of
rank-and-file organisation
and determination than has
so far existed will be need-
ed to push forward with.
these claims against Gov-
ernment and TUC opposit-
ion.

But the ”‘I?. month rule”

cannot be accepted Pric-
es will still be going up, not
every twelve months, not
even every month, but ev-
ery week and eve day!

Speed-up and sackmgs will

go on all the time; too. A
rule” simply
gives the bosses a
ent advantage in the class
struggle, by removing our

ability to strike against

them when it is the best

time for us.

What we need to deal
with . inflation is a ”one-
month rule”, of ‘a different
~sort: agreements which
guarantee cost of living
protection each month,

with £1 wage increase for

every 1% rise in the cost
of living. - .

Similar ideas exist in
many of the claims that
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have already ‘gone in. And
~ despite what some on the
left Itke the Socialist
Workers’ Party say
about demands for cost-of-
living agreements being a
diversion from the fight for
big wage increases, those
claims including cost-of-
living protection also . in-
clude big demands for
immediate pay rises.
.We need those immed-
iate big wage rises. The

‘principle is simple: to make

good the loss in living.
standards over the last two
years; to guard against
further losses in the future;

~and on top of that, "where"

possible, to seek. real lm-
provements. A ~

That principle must. be
fought for in the Labour
Party ‘and in the trade un-
ions. But if the Labour Gov-

| ernment ‘and the TUC come

out *against theése major.
wage claims, we cannot aff-
ord to give them up. Maxi-
mum  <oordination ' of
gle, and maximum
solldarlty, will have to be
therule.

The, demands .for con-_

| sol:datnon are also necess-

ary: Increases.under Phase

-1 and Phase 2 were mostly

paid as

supplements, -

| .w:thout changing the bas-

ic rates. - That means often
that holiday pay, overtime
pay, bonuses, etc, all tied
to the basic rate have not
been increased.

One major ltem which
should be central to work-
ers’ demands now does
not, however, figure very
much in the current claims.
That is the question of a
shorter working week. |

An unemployment flgure
of 1,600,000 is a social
disaster — and also a dead-
ly threat for those at work.
In some sectors of industry
today there is still relat-
:vely full employment, and

you don’t yet hear the reply

"’lf you don t like it, there

are ten others waltmg to
take your job’’. But those
who are short-sighted and
selfish today WI|| be sorry
tomorrow.

A fight for a maximum
35- hour week and for end-
ing overtime work would
allow the endmg of un-
employment — and should
be a central concern for
trade unionists.
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| THE- LABOUR Government

came to power on a pro-

- gramme which committed it

to achieving *‘a fundamental
and irreversible shift of weal-
th and power in favour of
working people and their
families”’.

Three and a half years later,

-1t 1s obvious that any ‘‘shift
has -

of wealth and power’’
been in precisely the oppos-
ite direction.

Unemployment is now
over 1,600,000, the highest
figure since the war, when
only two years ago Labour
and trade union leaders were
talking of a million unem-
ployed as ‘‘unacceptable’’.
Real wages have been cut by
at least 15% since Labour
came to power, despite el-
ection pledges against in-

~comes policy. In a series of

White Papers, thousands of

“millions of pounds have been

slashed from the social

services.

Wilson, Healey and Call-
aghan have justified this
massive attack on working
class living standards with
the argument that a pro-

- mised land of economic pros-
- perity lies round the corner if
- only workers will make sacri-
fices now to get British ind-

ustry ‘‘back on its feet’’

off as ever. Three weeks ago,
the Organisation for Econo-

mic Co-operation and Devel-

opment said that in the fore-
seeable future unemploy-
ment and inflation would

continue to go up in the maj-
or capitalist economies. The
- OECD report rather half-
heartedly projected single-
figure inflation for Britain by

Chancellor Denis Healey

the second quarter of 1978,
but only if workers would
accept more wage cuts atthe

altar of profit. They called for

- ™‘a substantial squeeze’’ on
PR ?qreal take home pay in 1977.

“But of ~course, . Wllson

'--..'_"jCallaghan .and Healey’s in--
“tentionswere never anythmg
~ -other than shoring up Brit-
- tsh capitalism,
- of #ts short- or long-term pro-
spects. Tied hook, line and
sinker to the interests of the
_bopsses, they dldn t have -any
~.choice.

irrespective

- The .Labour Government

'i'nherite‘d a British economy

reeling under the blows of

‘the international recession.

Investment was plummeting,

there was an acute balance

- massive

Callaghan has pushed his
- projections of the golden age
forward to the early 1980s:
‘the prospects of a flourishing
British capitalism are as far

They

of pa'y'ments problem, and

the British state was up to its

eyeballs in debt. The limited
pick-up in the world capital-

~ist economy in 1972-3, which

had generated ‘‘reflation-
ist’’ . policies by the major
capitalist governments, was
not backed up by any real in-
crease in production of any
significant level, and had
caused massive inflation.
By the time the £6 limit was
introduced the Financial
Times Groceries Index was
showing a 30% increase for
the preceding 12 months.

From the standpoint of the
ruling class, the only way out
was to trigger off an increase
in capital investment. The
rate of profit has been steadi-
ly declining. So to encourage
capitalists to invest, the rate
of profit had to be boosted.
That meant increasing ex-
ploitation, both by holding
down wages and by cuttmg
social services. .

As well as finding resourc-

“es for a new period of invest-
ment, the ruling class also

had to begin to undertake a
restructuring  of
British industry. So decrepit
was the British economy that

~even if there had been a
really. significant boom in

world capitalism, the British

 bossas would have been in

no position to reap the bene-
fits. British industry had to
be rationalised to make Brit-
ish goods competitive on the
world market.

These twin considerations
dictated the policy of the
Labour Govemmegt. ,

o

=)

The first ‘p'roblem the Gov-
ernment faced was the level

of militancy in the workers’
movement. Heath had been

driven out by
and the Industnal Relations

Act had been shattered.

The trade union bureau-
crats stepped to centre stage
as the guarantors of British
capitalism. With their cred-
ibility having been boosted
by the struggles against
Heath, the bureauctats were
in a good position to line up
with Wilson and Callaghan
against the: working class.

Smiling complacently be-
hind 'mouthfuls of ‘‘moder-
ation’’, Murray, Jones .and
company have pollced two
rounds of wage-cutting and

~have actively scabbed on any
~rank .and. file re51stance.
have been: ‘Labout’s-
.‘fsubstltute for the National
" Industrial Relations
- showing no less partiality as

Court,

arbiters of the class struggle
than their penw1gged fore-

bears.
The first year of the Social

Contract was a relatively in-

formal affair. Healey ann-
ounced that wages were not
to rise above 10% .and ex-
pected workers to act accord-
ingly. But a series of strikes

the miners,

®»

iy

‘'which they
‘General Council, followed by

threatened to .annihilate the
‘Contract’, culminating

‘'when rallway workers gained

a 30% rise after the threat of
a NUR national stoppage.

If the Labour Government

alone could not ensure wage
cuts, the TUC would have to
help out. The £6 limit, which
came into operation in Aug-

ust 1975, was the means by
- did this. The

the TUC Congress, voted to
support the Government
White Paper and incomes
policy was back with official
trade union blessing.

Jack Jones

On June 16th the follow-
ing year, it took only a couple
of hours for the trade union
leaders assembled at a TUC

special conference to agree
to the 4Y2 %-limit. which foll-

- owed the £6 poligy.

What was done‘ for the
other priority of Labour Gov-

“ernment policy, the attempt

to rationalise British indust-
ry? By mid-1975, the worst of
the recession was over, and
productlon started to pick up

in the US, West Germany,

and Japan. But the upturn
was hesitant. With profits

too low to finance new capit-
al investment, the pick-up
“took the form of a re-building
of raw materials and stocks,

b

‘report.

s

and utlllsatlon of slack cap-
acity.

At the beglnmng of 1976,
the Government stepped in
to ‘rationalise’ = the steel
industry and the Chrysler
car company. The price was
massive redundancies,

.supported loyally. by the

trade wunion -bureaucrats.
The Labour “Government’s
plans for the ‘regeneration’
of British capitalist industry
are showing. little success:
but even if they did succeed,

¥

then short of a massive boom

in the world economy, they

. could only mean more att-

acks on the working. class
and more unemployment.

At Leyland, a condition of
‘the Government salvagmg
the ‘company was the “‘work-
ers’ participation scheme’’
laid down in the Ryder
‘“‘Participation’’ was
"presented as the sugar on
the pill of the Social, Con-

tract, as a way for workers

and the unions to have more

say in the running of indust-

ry. In fact it means .co-
opting shop stewards and

- uniens into takmg -official

responsibility . for * the
‘management - of the . firm
~according to the laws “of
proﬁt |

Most of the rest of the

‘“‘Government’s side of the

- Social Contract’’ has been

either directed against the
basic class interests of the
working class, or of very lim-
{ted value.

The present inflation fig-
ures give the measure of the
value of the vague promises
of ‘‘price control’’. The Em-
ployment Protection  Act

- i

1975 s

currently being"-

‘reduced to waste paper by

just one determined profit-
eer, George Ward of Grun-
w1cks. .The arbitration serv- -
ice ACAS, and all the other

-bodies of industrial concil-

iation, have functioned’ to
channel working class mili-
tancy through the safe port-
als of class collaboratlon "

The Equal Pay Act (which
became law in:1970, but did

‘not come into effect fully

ainst

until 1975) and the Sex DIS-
crimination Act 1976 did re-
present some  advance,
and encouraged millions of
wqrking women to under-

- stand that equality is thelr

right.
But that right will be won

only through rank-and-file

struggle, not through the op-
‘eration  of those Acts. A |
report published by the Nat- = |
ional Council for Civil Lib-
erties in February this year
- found that only 28 % of Equal -
Pay cases were decided in
_favour of women. The other
"72% went. in favour of the

bosses.
‘The record of the Labonr'

‘Government has been a
sordid one of propping ap -
c:“pitalism at our expense.

.ity got us nothing but wage
cuts and expanding dole o
queues.

We now have to learn the
lessons of Labour’s rule:—
only an independent fight
- for the interests of the work-
ing class can defend us ag- -
 capitalist attacks.
Class collaboration has got

us nowhere. |
GORDON BREWER .

DOCKerS'}; plckets during their 1972 struggles wlai
- the Tory attempts to shackle the: unlons throuetﬁ

+

the promises of prosper-
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ﬁTHE STATEof Massachusetts USA has in effect declared

y

-

innocent the victims of one of the most notorious frame-up
trials in American history. August 23rd has been declared a
 "day of memeorial for Nleolo Sacco and Bartolomeo Vanzetti

- — 50 years too late. For Sacco and Vanzetti died, victims of ~
anﬂ-red hysteria and nclnl and rellglons bigotry, just ﬂfty T

years ago..
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archists were -strapped into
the electric chair in Boston,
. Massachusetts, USA, and

electrocuted by order of the

Mass. Sup reine Court. They
were Nleolo Sacco, a shoe-
maker, and Bartolomeo Van-

'zettl, a fish-pediar.
Dunng the seven years

they were in jail before their
- execution, the names of
‘Sacco and Vanzetti became a
byword in the US and inter-

natlonal labour movement |

for ruling class justice and
the use of the courts to frame
up and lynch rebel workers.

Sacco and Vanzetti .them-
selves believed they were

‘victimised because the ‘Were
foreign-born radicals. J'I'hey
felt t lves to be repres-

working
‘in the hostile courts of their
class enemies. They conduct-

ed themselves as class-con-

scious ‘men thro ut their
. Jong yearsmjaﬂ
their lives.

~ _They insisted on seemg
] memselvesasclasa war pris-
- omers. ‘‘l am and remain for
'the emactllzispation dofv the
 working s’’, said Vanz-
ettl firmly in 1926 after the
| Mmachusetts Supreme
gio:}rt had reufsed a. new
~ Sacco and Vanzetti were
in May 1920 and

' 'lhiswestheper_iodofthe

of Palmer then US Attorney
General. Thousands of SOC-
ialists, radical trade union-
 ists, communists and anarch-
- ists were harassed and jail-
“ed, or, if foreign-born, de-
ported There were lynch-

- ings by vngllantes and murd-

ers of prisoners by police.
~ In May 1920 a radical
friend of Sacco s and Vanz-

ettl s, named Solseda was -

.....

2go thls Ang-
ust 23rd, two ltallan bom an-

‘entatives of one class, the
| class, being Judged |

tmg for -

chrgodi with armed rebbery

lhkedwiththcname

-

found dead outside a build

‘ing where - the -authorities
had detained him. Alarmed,
Sacco and Vanzetti attempt-
ed to borrow a motor car to
move incriminating radical
literature. This attracted the
attention of the police to

them. They were arrested

and charged with shooting
the _paymaster and a guard
on the main street of South

- Braintree, Mass., m Aprll

1920

Judge Thayer

The actual charge against
them played less part in the
court hearings than did the
fact that they were for-
eigners and anarchists,

The legal case agamst
them rested fundamentally
-on identification by eye-

witnesses. In additionéa ball-

istic experts gave evidence
that was interpreted by the
prosecution as proof that a

bullet used in the robbery
had been fired from a gun
found in Sacco’s possession.
Modern experts consider
this to be inconclusive; and
Sacco had a weighty alibi.

" At the time of the robbery

he had been in Boston mak-
ing arrangements for a
Jpassport at the Italian
Consulate. The - Consulate
corroborated his account

PN
.
-
.
Lo

B

ven false i

‘They had carried
guns and the police said they
had got the impression that
Sacco and Vanzetti had been

_inclined tg use them when

they were apprehended.
All this showed ‘clear

i "knowledge of their own
- guilt’. But, the defence coun-
- sel explained, these things
"had a different explanation:

Sacco and Vanzcttl were

-osed the ruling

now available, but kept

 Vanzetti*’.

o Nom ,-er’ ,Sacec and Van- e
> zett had given fa
SN atlon about themselves to the

- police.

~ aware of being foreign-born

anarchists, the sort of people

- who were béing arrested,
jailed and deported daily in-

1919-20.

~ This explanation was as
good as an admlsswn of guilt

to the prosecution, which
pealed to the rellglous,
pohtlcal and national prejud-
ices — Protestant An glo-
Saxon and Irish Cathohc —
of the New England jury,
against Sacco and Vanzetti,
Italian anarchists, who opp

who had opposed world war

1.
In July 1921 they»

"_mmumm'

Secret

nght is shed on the char-.r

acter of this trial by a second-
ary part of the Sacco-Vanz
etti case. Vanzetti was tried

for and convxcted of an arm-

ed robbery carried out in
December 1919, Sacco was
not tried, for he could prove
he had been in the shoe fact-
ory on the day of the robb-
ery. The conviction of Van-
zetti rested entirely on edi-
dence of 1dent1ﬁcatlon by
eye-witnesses. Statements
secr-
et until Vanzetti had been
long dead, made by private
detectlves 1mmed1ate1 aft-
er the robbery in 1919
vary greatly. from the ev1d-
ence given in court on the
basis of which. Vanzetti
was convicted.

The conviction of Sacco ,

and Vanzetti aroused a
great protest throughout the
USA and around the world,
which quickly became a cam-
paign to save them. Millions
of workers protested and de-
monstrated ° ‘For Sacco and

class movement in many
countries. Opposition to the
legal murder of -Sacco and
Vanzetti spread from the
labour movement to include
wide layers of liberals- and
others. |

This = seemed onl ~ to
strengthen the relentless
bloodthirstiness and obstin-
acy of the Massachusetts
establlshment The US Sup-

class. and |

-~ TUC, the Labour Party and" W
hllndreds of local -organisat- .

% jonsof the working cligs goe. -
tested, as did the Worhng o

reme Court retused to inter-
fere. In 1925 an already con-
demned man, Madeiras,
made a confession which
led to much circumstantial
evidence indicating that the
South Braintree raid was the

~work of professional gang-

sters. That made no dlﬂ"

erence. |
An advlso committee set

.up by Governor Alvin T
 F ull_er in mid-1927 showed

unmistakably the attitude of
the ruling class to Sacco and

Vanzetti. It consisted of the -

President of Harvard Uni-

_versity, the Presiderit of the

Massachusetts Ipstitute of
Technology, and a retired

judge. It whitewashed the

trla.l and the conwctlons to

R - SO
B e

the best of its abilities.

Even this committee felt

obliged to answer wide-
spread criticisms of the
judge Thayer by censuring
him for a ‘‘grave breach of
decorum” in.uttering prejud-

iced remarks outside the

court - against Sacco and
Vanzetti.

- The committee concluded,
nevertheless, that this pre-

- judice -had--net- mﬂuenced

dge Thayer in court! -

seven years of re-
ﬁned torture; during which -
‘all the possxble Iegal

were exhausted, Sacco and
Vanzetti were, accordlng to
the Amencan practice,
brought to court for sent-
ence. o

Before the sentence, Van-
zettisaid to the judge:

‘“You are the one that is '
afraid. You are the one that

is shrinking with fear, be-

cause you are the one that is
- gullty of attempt to murder”’

strength.

appeals. |

After it, he said: *“Now we

are not a failure... Never in-

our full life could we hope to
do such work for tolerance,
for justice, for man’s under-

standing of man as now we
do by an accident. Our words

— our lives — our pains —

nothing! The of our
llves lives of a good shoe-
maker and a -poor fish-

pedlar — all! That last mo-
ment belongs to us — that
agony is our triumph”’. '
Sacco and Vanzetti’s re-
volutionary - attitude made
the trial a test case, a trial of

zetti looked- to the labour

" movement for their freedom.

There were mass demon-

str_ations, and stnkes and’

Vanzetti and Sacco

great meetings. But the. -pro-
tests and the opposition of

Sacco and Van®

the American labour move-

ment were not strong enough
- to stop the work of the exec-

utioner. With virtually mart-

1al law in force in Boston,
Sacco and Vanzetti were

electrocuted in the early

hours of the morning of

August 23rd, 1927. *

it is not much use, either,
to the thousands of black vic-
tims of racism who right now

'are in jail in the USA. =
‘Perhaps - fifty years from -
now the State of California,
in which is situated Soledad )
- Prison, will issue a 'not guil- ©
- ty’' verdict on George Jack-
son, who was murdered in

juil ln 1971.

- .

"o

- - mitted by the authorities that ~
two ‘innocent’ men died on. -
- that day. Thatisn’t. much use "

~ to Nicolo Sacco and Barto- |

lomeo Vanzetti. And indeed
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o _Deaxeoinrades,

Movement’, in
Action 63, - sectarian. The

~ political : objections ' to the

UTOM must be criticised,

not. for its domination by a

- "rotten bureaucratic bloc”,

but primarily for -that bloc’s

. failure to learn the lessons of
the .past. More important-
R ly, your. decision tfo withdraw

from UTOM appears to

. amount to giving up the fight

for your ideas in a negative

. and unconstructive way.

- The forces represented at.
| the UTOM conference may
.. have - been unimpressive

" both politically and numer-

ically — but they are virt-
" ually all there are. Workers’
. Action supporters cannot

cut ourselves off from them
without seeming to become

'voices crying in the wilder-
ness’. | |

Outside articles in the

paper, what intervention do

you propose on the question

of Ireland? The article simply

concludes with an air of re-

signation as to the possibil-

ities of building a strong anti

;- - imperialist ~movement in
Britain. S

* It might make more sense

if Workers® Action decided -
. not to participate at national

level, while WA support-
ers in the localities fight for

our conception of a genuine

united-front solidarity move-
ment centred on the working
class. In many cases, .groups
_like the IMG will collaborate
with us on this, despite their
policy at natienal . level.
“And if this work at ground
level occurs, we may .find
ourselves in a stronger pos-
ition at the November cont-
erence of UTOM. The alter-
native is impotent isolation.
" Gerry Hall -

REPLY: We certainly do not re-
fuse to participate in the 'Uni-
ted Troops Out Movement ' just
because of the bureaiicratic nat-
ure of the recent conference. It
is rather because the proposals
carried there do not provide the
basis for a genuine united front

labour movement on the quest-
ion of Ireland. | |
' In fact they are just a repetit-
ion of all the worst features of
the old 'Troops Out - Move-
ment’': an individual member-
ship structure with no formal
provision for organisations 10
affiliate li.e. in no sense a uni-
ted front), initiatives centred on
| two or three 'big’ events a year
. without any clear direction for
~ activity in the localities, slogans
which do not provide the basis
for clear united actionby differ-
ent political tendencies, and a
leadership which still stands
by the 'semi-political party’
conception of TOM in practice.
In this situation a national or-
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or for a.serious orientation to the

ientation to UTOM would not

bring us any nearer to rooiing

an Irish solidarity movement in
British  working

replay of the old scenario. .

It would, however, indeed ‘be‘

sectarian if this meant that
Workers’ Action did not take

part in any of the specific local

or national initiatives called by
UTOM or its branches.

rather, it would just lead to a

~_cessary in order to get our con-

" those

~ ception of a united fromt acc-
. epted) within a body which in

.mean doing nothing?

any case represents little out-
side a section of the organised

revolutionary left. | |
Does this mean isolation from
forces active on the

.question of Ireland? Does it

The

answer on both counts is no.

‘We will take part nationally

in any useful initiatives on the

issue of Ireland, whether they

are initiated by the UTOM or
anyone else. We will fight in the

This is, however, not the:

For example, Workers’ Act-

ion is supporting the call for a
Tribunal on British War Crimes
in Ireland,
is also involved. We also supp-
ort and even initiate activities

conferences on Ireland, and

fight to build -united front

committees where feasible.

This would not, however, be
helped by waging a long faction-
[which would be ne-
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unions, Labour Party, and YS
for united-front activity, in coll-
aboration with UTOM branches
insofar as they are willing.

We will at the same time con-

tinue to make our own propa-
- ganda in solidarity with the anti-
imperialist struggle in Ireland

[propaganda whose content is in

UTOM and the IMG). B
We will not, however, subord-
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in clashes between police and demonstrators when 20, 000 protested
on 31st July against the French nu

" Not the only
ative

altern

Dear comrades,
| am no expert on the technical
questions of nuclear power. But

tommy mind Neal Smith’'s argu-

ments in Workers” Action 64 &

. 65 are simply contradictory.

Nuclear power, Neal Smith
says, is ‘‘less hazardous’'’ than

I other forms of energy. In supp-

ort of this assertion he cites
the facts that uranium mining
is safer than coal mining and
that deaths through road accid-
ents are 500 times more numer-
ous than deaths through radio-
active leakage.

This, surely, the

misses

point which Neal Smith makes
in the first part of his articie:

that nuclear power is consider-
ed dangerous, not so much be-
cause of any casualties it has
already claimed, but because of
the enormous proportions which
accidents could take, and.the
very large risks for the tfuture
arising from radioactive waste.

In the seconc part of his
article, Smith says that ‘‘by
the time the containers (de-

clear reactor at Malville.

signed for the waste) break up
... the radiation levels would be
no greater than we already re-
ceive today’’, because the con-
tainers are ‘‘designed to last
for hundreds of years’’. -
"~ But in the first part he
has already pointed out that
waste remains dangerously rad-
io-active for, not hundreds, but
tens of thousands of years!
Smith’s other argument is
that nuclear power is ‘‘the only

viable alternative’’ if humanity

is to find sufficient energy 1o
avoid ‘‘the end of industrial
society and its collapse into
primitive barbarism’’.
Further on in his article,
however, Smith poses the quest-

-----
......

 any case different from that of

‘inate these tasks to a nebulous
organisation such as the UTOM,

ion of whether various new non-

nuclear forms of energy could
be developed sufficiently. ‘‘“The

_increasing volume and serious-
ness of research in this area
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suggests that it will indeed be
possible’’, he replies. But in
that case it is not true that
nuclear power is ‘‘the only
viable alternative’’.

RAY SAUNDERS

- Dear comrades,

‘the

.
--

Old mistakes-

or a new one?

Your ~article in Workers’

~ Actlon 65.criticising .the IMG's
latest turn in. producing Soc-
“lalist Challenge is in an import-

ant respect inadequate.
You quite rightly

parallel between the politics of
‘the IMG’'s earlier paper, 'The
‘Week, and Socialist' Challengd.
You are correct to criticise both
of these attempts on the part of -

the IMG to substitute itself for

- ‘broad left movements'. How-
“ever, your argument amounts
to just suggesting that history is

repeating itself.
Though similar politics - are

" behind the two papers, Soclalist
is a - response to

Challenge |
pressures felt now which need
to be addressed. To put it blunt-
ly, you do not-speak to the prob-
lems of the people — IMG,
Workers' L.eague, Big Flame —
who support Soclalist Chall-
enge. T | o

The need felt today on the left
(reformist and
and in the labour movement
generally, for unity in the face of

creeping reaction, is consider-
" able. It is this pressure, | be-

lieve, that is behind the move to
start Socialist Challenge.
What is wrong with, IMG’s

latest response to this press-

ure_is that it confuses limited
issue unity with programm-
atic unity, the united front with.
the party. Not only within the
IMG, but between the Workers’

League and the Big Flame and
considerable . pro-

- IMG, - .
grammatic differences continue.

While it is conceivable to have
a very general united front of

left tendencies and parties on
a range of issues, such limited
agreement, however extensive,

is-still not programmatic agree-

ment. No tendency should sub-

sume its own programme com-,
pietely, like the IMG is doing -
with its move from a party pap-

~draw a.

revolutionary) -

er,” Red Weekly, to a united
front pdper, Soclalist Challenge,
unless it does not fully believe
in that programme or sees it ‘as
marginal. -

_ Such liquidation is; it is true,
a repeat of the IMG's behaviour

with The Week. But it is today’s,
- repeat performance, and the

new circumstances in which it is
' taking place, which need to be
-looked at for the critique you

make to be pertinent. The Wor- |

-~ *ers’ Actlon. article correctly .

identifies the political error, but
does not speak to the actual ex-
periences and pressures today
which have caused it. "

SAM RICHARDSON

REPLY: The fact is that the switch
from Red Weekly to Socialist Chall-

enge was amove from an IMG 'Party

paper' to a 'united frofit paper’ only

in the most formal sense. Despite the

facr that Socialist Challenge includes .
some ' contributions from aon-IMG-

people — which is not at all a bad

" thing in itself — editorial control is'still .

firmly in the hands of the IMG, as was

- also the case with The Week.

Both with Socialist Challenge and

with The Week, the IMG has been di-
~ luting its politics, not so much for the

sake of any acfual united front as for

the sake of the 'united front' they

bope for or 'project’ in the future: the

' replacementJeadership’‘or the ‘class -

struggle left wing.'. ,

That is the political essence of the
matter. As to what motivates the IMG
in their policy, the thesis of a 'felt

need for unity in the face of creeping .
reaction’ seems tgo simple. The drive
~ towards unity on the left is certainly,

less, strong now than, for example,

in 1968, and the last few years have
‘seen further splits on the left and an -
accentuation of the isolationism of the
- SWP (IS) arid the WRP. « T
" Rather the IMG policy seems to be a

reflection of the line since 1974 of their
sister drganisation in France, the LCR,
which is motivated by a wish to escape
from the isolation they think the revol-

utionaries are-threatened with by the

rise of the reformist Union of the Left.

~»

“WORKERS ACTION
TENDED TOWARDS
SYNDICALISM™

Dear Editors, | .
It is with disappointment that |
have been reading the coverage

Workers®' Action has given to the -

Grunwicks dispute. While it is
true that Werkers’ ‘Action called
for support for mass picketing,

pointed out the attempted betray-.

als of Jackson and Grantham, and

drew out ‘lessons about the |

present trade union leaderships
and racism, its comment on many
of the wider implications of the
dispute was weak. -

Unfortunately the far left in |

Britain has. historically suffered
from seeing the. trade union
struggle as the centre of the fight
for socialism, leaving out a lot of
important politics about such
things as the state, ideology etc.
Regrettably Workers’ Action did
not have lead articles on the way
the mass media distorted the
strike, it did not have whole art-
icles linking the way the Labour
Government was trying to sell out
the strike with its class collab-
oration over the Social Contract.

it did not give much prominence .

to the bourgeois nature of the
Court of Inquiry, nor to the reper-
cussions a defeat at Grunwicks
would have (a political victory for

*

4

- the Right, allowing repression ag-

ainst trade unionists in the future
easier), nor to the way the police
showed themselves as a class

o~

tool of the bourgeoisie .by their -~

clear support of Ward.
Ironically that ‘rotten bioc’

. newspaper Socialist Chailenge did

draw out these political points,—
or at least made them as obvious
as they could be made without

getting. pedantic, while Workers'

Action tended towards Syndical-
ism. Mindful of Workers’

reckless ‘holier than thou' atti-

tude towards Socialist Challenge
and its project of revolutionary re-
groupment, all | can say is people
in glass houses need to be princ-
ipled about throwing stones.

’ GEORGE RICHES.

REPLY: Syndicalism? In Workers
~ Action [for example in -‘Alan

Carter’s article in no. 63, and
many others] we have analysed
the political implications of the
Grunwicks dispute in some

ction’s

detail —. at least as much so as

Socialist Challenge [which. we
criticise, by the way, not for its
coverage of Grunwicks but for
other reasons]. But it Is for our
readers to judge.

-
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) ward from the

the Bolshevik
to 1917 on Economism, Histor-

. REPLY

Dear comrades 5

Your iong-awaited reply to
my letter on revolutionary uni-
ty represents a big’ step for-
positions advanc-
ed in the Editorial I criticised.
Unfortunately, if you are aware
of the change, you do not admit
it. On the contrary, you pretend
that your Editorial hardly ment-
ioned the Menshevlk/Bolshevik

split of 1903 which I took as my
:starting point. No matter.. Your °
" readers can judge for themselv-

es if they look- back at Workers’
Action no. 60.

- The important thing is that
you now recognise that at least

some tactical differences can

~ be ‘"confained and tolerated
within a revolutionary party"”.
Furthermore, you implicitly re-
cognise that a revolutionary --
party can contain some pro-
grammatic differences. For you
correctly point -out that the
darty had a pro-
gramme that was not so much

Bolshevik party

"vague and general" as wrong

on the crucial nesﬂop of what
was later called the . 'perman-
ent revolution’. Yet, .gain corr-
ectly, - you argue that Trotsky

(who was nght on this pro-
grammatic questiom) should
have been in the Bolshevik party

presumably arguing f for his pos- -
- {tions from inside. " -

So, in answer to your q
ions, "What kind of unity?

What kind of arty?" I would
: x[%r‘i’ence of
the building of the* Bolshevik

say that both

arty and your own evaluation

P
of what Trotsky should have

done, fly in the face of your

""criterla and your practice on

thls question.

ions on which the Bolsheviks
were'united
eviks and Trotsky from 1903
were not "common concept-

ions of program
and tactical aims", but centred

_around one question: what kind
of party do we need to put our

common conceptions into
practice?
In the light of the kind of pro-

grammatic, strategic, and tact-
ical debates that took place in
party from 1903

ical Materialism, Bonrgcols
Democracy, the State Soviet
Power, and the Theses,
how can you possibly pretend

(as you appear to) that the diff-

erences between the IMG and
you ‘are more fundamental

than these, which were contain-
ed within the ranks of the Bol-
sheviks, and which gave rise to
somanyofthcclassictextsof

Marxism?
Surely the lesson is clear.

those who are serious about :

building a revolutionary party
on what kind of

and who agree
party we need, must find a way

'to unite our forces and chall-

‘enge. bourgeols political, eco-
social and ideological

‘ dominatien? o -

nomic,

In short, since Trotsky should

. have united his organisation -
. with Lenin’s despite quite ser-

jous rogrammatic  differ-
ences, why should not Workers’
Action unite its forces with

those of the IMG, despite differ-

ences on much less momentous
questions?

Then you would truly be foll-
- owing the "intransigent Lenin",

who knew both how to be in-
transigent and how to be

flexible. |
‘ ‘ PAUL HUNTER

3 purely

“useful.
- compare Lénin, Luxemburg,

.- Meaningful — o
- Formal comparisons simply do
not tell you enough about the
-dimensional reality of a political
- tendency. -
~ Both the IMG and Workers’ Act-
jon are formally much closer to the
‘Militant tendency than to the Prov- -

quest-

against the .Mensh-

me, strategy,

- to unity

.questions in contemporary

Comrade Paul Hunter thlnks It is

- _possible to decide whether or notthe
Action

supporters of Workers’
should fuse with the IMG by making

the degree of formal differences.
This is a static and empty

the two tendencies. By formal.com-

parrson it covers over the fact

that it is possible for two tendencies

to hold the same positions formally
“but in fact to be far apart. Using

this tool of analysis, you. would

have to conclude that before August

1914 Lenin was closer to Karl Kaut-

-sky than to Rosa Luxemburg.

Comparisons can .of course be
It was meaningful to
Kaut-
sky and Bernstem and. identify

Bernstein ‘as the odd man out.

=~ but not enough.

ree-

isional IRA (though we would hardly

~fuse with either ‘the one or the
~ other). In the real political world,

however, we:are a great deal closer

to the Provisional IRA than to Mil-
‘itant — because of the fact that we

puta serious emphasis on the Len-
inist position on national liberation
- struggles (a position which, as it

happens, formally we share with

Militant...)

In 1940 the “Rmerican Trotskylst
movement split after a long factional
struggle Trotsky had from the be-

unnecessary. After it had occurred,
he was asked in an interview:
“In your opinion, were there

“enough political differences be-

tween the majority and the minor-
ity to warrant a split?”’
Trotsky.replied: “‘Here it is also

necessary
dialectically, not - mechanically.

- What does this terrible word ‘dia-
‘lectics’ mean? It means to consider

- things in their developmen
their static situation.

“If we take the political differ-

- ences as they are, we can say they
were not sufﬂetent for a

spiit,
but if they developed a tondoncy to
turn away
dlmtlon of
then the. umo srences can have
an absolutely dlﬂmnb value, a
different mlght

In Britain now it is not a matter
of the IMG veering politically to-
wards the petty bourgeoisie (though
it does not have a serious and resp-
onsible attitude towards the working
class and the workers’ movement).

We are in a situation where there

are a large number of political
groups standing on a common “Trot-
skyist’ tradition — but also having

various concrete political or tactical |
“differences, which are held -to by

groupings with an entirely separate
efclistence in some. cases decades
0

by calls for unity. The IMG appeals

starting a serious discussion of the

palitics

that separate us, and certamly will

"not create unity.

" If unification is possible [and It is

" not at ali clear that it is] it could onl ,
~ be as a resuit of a process of clari

ication and discussion.

The IMG leadership is not too
keen on this discussion, eager
though it is to talk of unity. The
Workers’ Action Editorial Board re-

formal’ measurement of '

exercise
_which breeds confuslon instead of
clarity. ’

3h lgnores the whole history of

to consider the question

t, not _ln |

from the proletariat in the
oumeols circles,

This situation will not be changed |

will not even succeed in

-

cently proposed to the IMG that it

discuss with. us the 'European Per-
spectives Document’ drafted by the
Fourth International (United Secr-
etariat) for their 11th World Con-

gress. They refused on the grounds

that our characterisation of the USFI
and the IMG as a politically unstable
and vacillating (centrist) tendency
ruled outany suchthing.

Nonetheless the .\MG leadership
are prepared, apparently, to unite .
‘with the Workers' League — a

tendency much further from the
IMG than Workers’ Action. So it
seems that the IMG leadership uses

a different instrument to make its
polmcal measurements than the one -

Paul Hunter recommends -

it-is difficult to understand Paul
Hunter’s historical references; he
seams a bit confused.

‘The division between Lenin, Trot-
sky, and the Mensheviks was not
posed clearly as a question of ‘‘what
kind of party
account that locates the split of 1903
in the Lenin-Martov dispute about
the definition of a_party member is
based on hindsight. The 1903 div-
ision no more than foreshadowed

 the divisions that hardened later.

~definition of what a party

- Social - Democratic Labour - Party,
and allied with Plekhanovla‘nd the

- ginning argued that a split was
For the fundamental quest-‘ g

~doin -
buil mg other than apply in Russian
conditions the conception of the
party held by German Sociai -

- passive asmgnment 0

lost the vote on the
member
was, and was prepared to accept
rty discipline — the split occurred
on the initiative of the Mensheviks,
on a dispute about the eomposttion

Lenin actually

- of the Editorial Board of iskra.

Only in the struggle against those

who wanted to liquidate the under-
after 1907 was the

ground
question “What kind of party?”

posed -as-- Paul Hunter poses -it.
- But on this Lenin and Trotsky

united as members of the Russian

"Pro-Party Mensheviks”.

it is therefore nonsense to VSay that B
agamst |

the Boisheviks were united
the Mensheviks-and Trotsky b
view of "the kind of party neede to
put our common conceptions lnto
practice”.

They were able to unite against
a sectlon of the Mensheviks who

" wanted to Ilquldate the under-

ground party.
Lenin did not believe he was
anything in the way of party-

Demaocracy.

how to build a party that could im-
plement the “‘common conceptions™

of the Bolsheviks, the Mensheviks,
and Trotsky. The fundamental div-
isions were on the basic conception
of the character and potential of
the Russian Revolution, its inner

dynamics. Formally the Bolsheviks

were closer to the Mensheviks on
this than to Trotsky. But the essence
was the stress on independent work-
ing class initiative, shared by the
Boisheviks and Trotsky in contrast
to the Mensheviks’ antic and
the leading
role in the coming revotutlon to the
bourgeoisie.

Paul Hunter'seems not to notice

‘what is pertinent in the hiStory he

- .is discussing. Formally the Bolsh-

eviks and Mensheviks had an id-
entical position on the characterot
the Russian revolution — both said
it could only be a bourgeeus revoi-

- ution.

It was the dlfferent conception
of the dynamic of class forces that
fundamentally

alities don’t even begin to tell us

enough to allow us to differentiate '
. those who were to lead the Russian

Revolution from those who were to
dawdle. or
revolution. |

oppose him from more

' was needed. The

were

The key division was not-on W

divided Mensheviks
and Bolsheviks. Formally they had
~ the same programme. But the form-

serve the counter-

THE RIGHT-WING candidate in

the coming AUEW presidential

election is Terry Duffy. The
three. main candidates who
left-
wing or militant - positions can
be judged in one very reveal-

. ing way: by their actions during -

the engineers’ strikes at Heath-

- row and at British Leyland earl-

ier this year. Both these strikes

- challenged the Social Contract,
"and in both cases the: AUEW

Executive lined up with man-

agement and told the strlkers to

go back to-work.

Bob Wright is: standing for
president as the candidate of
the Communist Party-dominat-
~ ed Broad Left. As a member of

the AUEW Executive that ord-
ered the Leyland and Heath-
row strikeérs back to work he
has a lot to answer for. He also

. helped to push through the

seli-out at Chryslers to the Varl-
ey-Riccardo plans which re-

~ sulted in the loss of 8,000 jobs.

In his- election address,.

Wright blames the Common

- ‘Market for the loss of British
~ jobs and capital.
' the Common Market is a con-

~ venient scapegoat on which to
blame all- the problems facing

For Wright,

workers, such as redund-

ancies, mstead of takmg a stand

- Co Op sends Iomes

on such issues now. Wright also

claims to -favour more demo-
cracy in the union, and favours
full amalgamation of the four
sections of the AUEW. -

Also standing for president is -

Roy Fraser, who led the Leyland
toolmakers strike last March.

He is chairman of the recently- ‘
formed engineering craftsmen’s
committee, and has not put out

an address Fraser was one . of

sack by management and then

toid by his own union execut-

ive - which includes Bob
anht' — to return to work.

lan Morris is the other main

candidate of the left. He was
one of the leaders of the Heath-

- row engineers’ strike. Like Fras-
er, he was told to go back to-

~ the strikers threatened with the

kD

work earlier this year by his

own union executive when strik-

- ing against the Social Contract.

In his address, Morris calls

for a united rank-and-file fight-
‘back on wages and the cuts,
against unemployment and for

equal pay. He also calls for a
president elected from the shop

| ~ floor. Morris is the only candid-
- ate to call clearly for action at a

rank and file level to reverse the

- current attacks on the working

.- class. )
| LINDA COLLINS

through plcket ||ne

: A WORKER on the plcket:
line at the CWS packing

branch, Manchester, was
knocked down and injured by
a lorry on Friday Sth August,

as management tried to defy
the strike by the Co-Op work-

- ers, all members of USDAW.

The strikers are demand-
ing the reinstatement of 10

| ﬂour packers sent home on

4th August. The packers
were refusing to work on new

metric machines which in-

-volve dealing with heavier
weights.

| Negotlattons between the
‘union and management on |

extra pay for the heavier

job had not been completed.
 ‘More money for working on

the new machines is also one
of the demands of the strike.
After the packers were
sent home on 4th August,
the rest of the workers stopp-
ed work immediately, and
mounted pickets as from Fri-
day morning. It was on Fri-

-day morning that the man-

agement tried to bring out

some lorried that .they had -
managed to get lo_aded up-

'} 49 carnac St,

inside.

Messages of support and
donatlons to: John Douglas,
137 John -Nash Crescent,
Hulme, Manchester 15.

A Critique ot
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the Communist
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Greai Britain

London SE27
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Thls Saturday [August. |

o 13th] the Natlonal Front

plan to- hold a  national
,march through the streets
t' of Lewisham and Deptford,
" to “clear the streets of the

blatk muggers and their -

" red friends’’. This is their

response  to the attack by -

local police on the - black
‘community, when, after
. weeks of surveillance, they
L‘pidted up on May 30th at

.6 am .60 black ‘youths,

“subsequently charging 21

of them with ‘‘conspiracy to

steal from. persons unkn-

“own’’ and “lo:termg with
‘ "mtent" '- |
‘The response of the

labotir movement to this
.threat from the fascists has
-been twofold, though the
‘proposed actions are not.

mutually exciusrve .
The ~All  Lewisham

Campaign agamst Racism

and Fascism plans a march
starting at Tlam at Lady-
well Fields - (adjacent to
Ladywell SR statlon] This

The centrep fece of the

| offer made last week by

British Leyland ement
for all the factories in the
company, Was
bargaining’’ —

- ne otiatlon for all the fact-
eor_ies should be done centr-

‘ally, taking power away from
local -  militant s"ht)pﬂoor
~ organisation.

~Apart from that, the ‘deal’
- proposed an incentive
scheme, and wage parity
between different. Leyland
factories to follow — some-
time. At present wages in

Longbridge are £7 below

- Rover Solihull and £11 below
Jaguar Coventry.

‘In terms of straight wage
increases, the ‘deal’ offered
nothing. In all, the proposals
were nothing we hadn’t
heard before.

‘The British Leyland senior
stewards turned the propos-
als down — but not for the
~ right reasons. Few stewards

"reallse that the strength of
shopfloor organisation is at
stake. Most opposed the deal
~ either because they are from
well-paid factories where
parity 1s not  an issue or
because they reckon that a
move to ‘‘corporate barg-
‘aining’’ in stages rather than
at once would enable us to
* win more ‘buy out’ money.

This is the line of the
Communist Party which is
s influential on the Stewards’

routed by the. |
although there .is consider-

BRI TISII LEYLAND =
Corporate ba
is‘a bad bargain

‘‘corporate
that is, that

- £20 a week |

" {incentive

march was .s_cheduled to
go to New Cross, and finish

“up near to where the NF is

due to start. It has been re-
police,

able .pressure from local

Labour  Party and trade
union bodies in favour of

the original route.

The other move, initiated
by the far left, but also

havmg *consrderable_ supp-

ort from other bodies in-the

“labour movement, aims to
| _'prevent the fascrsts march-

ing by taking and holding
the point from which the

NF propdses to assemble:
- thus the plan is to assemble
~ at Clifton-Rise on the West

side of New Cross station at

1 o’clock to prevent the

planned fascist activities

from gettmg underway
at2.30. - . T
Although Workers’

Action supporters will be -
participating in.-both events -
we  believe that the main

thrust should not be simply

Committee. The Morning
Star on Sth August said that
‘‘stewards beheve that an
immediate jump to corporate
bargalmng .As too sudden
and drastic.’

The management may well
come back with the deal
unchanged or only slightly
amended and get it accepted
next time. Certamly the Joint
Shop Stewards Committee
response: gives no grounds
for confidence in their ability
to formulate and fight for a
claim for the whole of
Leyland. Their bureaucratic
and cowardly attitude over
the toolmakers’ strike earlier
this year is proof to the cont-

_ rary.
It then comes down to the

shopfloor organisation in the
plant.

In Longbridge, however,

both the stewards and shop
meetings have approved the
claim formulated by the
Works Committee, which
comprises the convenor and
a senior steward from each
union in the factory.

The claim seems to be a
‘clever’ way of getting over
increase in
wages. — but at the cost of

selling our p'resent one-plant .

agreement -agreeing to an
scheme, and
permitting unspecified
changes in the shift system.
The straight wage element of
the claim is still oply Aeccr-

measures

gammg

to prOtest', but to take the
‘necessary to.

prevent the . insult of fasc-

“ists- parading through the
streets. of Lewisham.We

therefore believe that the
maximum poss:ble support
must be given - at Clifton

‘Rise, SE 14, at 1 o’clock.

next Saturday

| T he tﬂ.ld Oftke "th’nmls "

at the Old Bailey resulted in the

defendanis,  all .young blacks,

being found innocent on most
counts. There were convict-

~ ions against only nine, and only

on minor charges.

The 18 faced ‘ censptracy

charges, in ap: -obvious. attempt
by police to get their own back’

after last year ’s Notting Hill
Carnival. |

Now we have to make sure
that the - similar ‘conspiracy’

charges against 21 black youths
- arrested in Lewisham also fail,
. and that the police are not able
to get away with any racist.
persecutron in the wake of this
year’s Carnival, coming up at -
the end ofAugust -

ibed as “‘a - substantial
increase’’; though the Morn-
ing Star talks about £15. -

The claim says nothiing_'

about parity, simply assum-
ing that it will come with the
move to corporate bargain-
ing. But if corporate bargain-

ing brings parity, it certainly

won’t bring it about without
delays and evasions. With-

out the parity element, the
claim will be far short of the

£20 after tax (about £30
before tax) increase which,
according: to the Longbridge
unions, we need to get back
to 1974 living standards.

In those few shops where
the claim was rejected, it was
the fact that it did not say
‘anything
~which

increase demand,

“decided workers to reject it.

The proposal of an incentive
scheme is, however qulte
popular; but an incentive

‘scheme would comblne the

worst elements of both piece-
work and Measured Day
Work. Any increases gained

under it would be tied to

productivity, and could be
lost immediately if we went

“onto short time.

What we need is an
adequate -immediate incr-
ease, plus-a clause guaran-
teeing cost of living adJust-
ments as there is in the
Rover claim and one of the
nroposed clalms for Cowley.

-

“ions at the factory,

about parity, and
the lack of a definite wage

.
4
.
>

Goventry’s George Ward
- lis Gommunist Party S
~ {local candidate -

WORKERS AT the Forward Trad-

ing Company, Coventry, a small

clothing manufacturing firm, are.

on strike in.a smali-scale repeat.
of the Grunwick dispute.
18 of the 27 workers, nearly all

- Asian women, joined the Trans-

port and General Workers’ -Un-
ion last November. After the un-
jon tried to investigate condit-

activists were_vsacked on July 15th.

The strikers’ demands- show
how bad conditjons have’ been in
the factory. They are:

1. Reinstatement of the sacked |
- workers.

2. That workers clock in and

’clock out.so that an accurate re--

cord of their-hours is. avarlablé

3. Standard union rates of pay. |
v-and fult negotiating rrghts '

*

4. Proper holreays

Small ads are free for labour 'move-""
‘ment eévents, Paid ads (including ads

for publications) 8p per word, £5 per
column inch — payment in advance

Send copy to ‘Events, 49 Camnac St,

. London SE27, to arrive by Friday for

inclusion in the following week’
paper.

TUESDAY 23 AUGUST. Trade Union

Conference on Grunwncks called by -_

South-East region TUC and region

no.l T&GWU. 3 delegates each from

major trade union bodies; credentials
from J Dromey, 13 Plympton Rd,
London NW6 TEH.

SUNDAY 4 SEPTEMBER. Internat-
ional-Communist Ledgue public meet-
ing on "The Transitional Programme
and Trotskyism Today”. Speaker: lan
Macaulay. 8pm at the 'Roebuck’,

108a Tottenham Court Rd (Warren St
underground)

/I/IN\JI

four union

Wages at present are mostly

~ about £15 to £18. for a 42-hour

week. One worker on piecework
sometimes gets £8 for" 42 hours™

work! There_is ane week's holiday
in the summer, and two days at
Christmas. ;

- The owner of the  factory is "
Surinder Singh — a lsading mem-
ber of .the Communist Party in
Coventry, and &.CP candidate in

the local elections! The CP is
‘now talking about expelling Mr.

Singh. But up to now they have
been happy to have this sweat-
shop owner in their ranks. No
doubt it ail helps to-build the
"broad anti-monopoly alliance”!
Messages of support and donat-

—ions to Mrs Dahmi, 2 Brewster

Close, Stoke Hill, Coventry. =
DAVES‘ ENCEH'

R NATK

The rghtfor
or|< ' Power |

35p plus 10p post from ICL, 98 Glfford St, London N1 ODF.

‘SATURDAY 15 OCTOBER. Rally to

launich the Manifesto of the Inter-

* national-Communist League. "The

Fight for Workers’ Power”. From 2pm
at the Co-Op Hall, 129 Seven Sisters
Rd, London N4. ~

SATURDAY 5 NOVEMBER W.ork-
ing Women’s Charter day school on
women and the trade unions. |

WEDNESDAY 16 NOVEMBER.
Lobby of Parliament on the question of
unemployment, organised by the La-

" bour Party Young Secialists.

— Advertss —_——
INTERVENTION NUMBER ONE con-
tatns Marxism, Method and Revol-
ution, by Ken Tarbuck. From Inter-

vention, 539 Battersea Park Rd Loa-
don SW11. 40p post pmd |




