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The driving force behind
the vicious right wing coup
unleashed by the Bolivian
ammed forces on July 17 s

the relentless demands of

worlkd mpenialisn.

.And of course the main tar-

get of the new military junta is
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Bolivian miners armed with dynamite ‘

" not the. ousted President, the
~lacklustre Lydia Gueller or the
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scattered* remnants “of the
_charade of parliamentary demo-
cracy in Bohyvia.
The target is the Bolivian
working class. The new junta
seeks to eliminate the leader-
ship of the workers’ movement
and assail the ranks of the work-
ing class with unrestricted viol-
| ence until, through sheer brutal-
ity, hunger and fear, its resist-
~ ance is broken,

What is occurring in Bolivia |
is an attempt to inflict a massive
and decisive defeat on the work-
ing class in the manner of Chile
and Uruguay in 1973 and
Argentina in 1976. But as vet it
is far from clear that the junta
will succeed in this task.

Dictatorship

The first week of Garcia’s
dictatorship appears in many
respects to be similar to that of
the illfated regime established
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before the poll.

This was stopped as a result
of open hostility from the US,
unrest among army conscripts

Colonel

last November by
Alberto Natusch Busch.

There are, however, import-
ant differences. Natusch, des-
pite the violence employed by

his troops, attempted to portray
his regime as ‘populist’.

He entered into negotiations
with parliament and even the
COB (Bolivian TUCQ).
was also opposed by a signific-
ant sector of the army.

Even though faced with
massive popular resistance, he
was unable to control the right
wing; and with the military
divided it was necessary to
concede the day to the
advocates of bourgeois demo-
cracy.

The overthrow of his dicta-
torship after sixteen days was
celebrated as a popular victory
but in point of fact the right
simply retreated to reorganise
its forces; it was far from
defeated. ‘

Nine months later General
Garcia Meza, presiding over a
united mthtary apparatus, after
months of preparation and care-
ful cooperation with both the
civilian right wing and the dicta-

Black oll arms to the Junta!

Natusch

L ydz’ai Gueiler

torships of Chile and Argentina
was better prepared, both polit-
ically and militarily to bring to a

“halt the ‘“‘anarchy and chaos’’ of

successive elections and the

lame Bolivian parliamentary -
pantomime.
Disarmed

He was also, however,
greatly - aided by the fact that
the working class had been

politically disarmed and fed.

grotesque jllusions in parliamen-

tary democracy during the elec--

tion campaign by the petty
bourgeois nationalists (MNR),

the Stahmsts and the reformlsts. |

Yet the facade . of the

Bolivian elections was vmdly -

exposed when a dry run’ coup

attempt was made in mid-June

and hopes amongst the officer
corps that the eventual result
mieht place rightist Victor Paz
Estenssoro in power.

Alliance

The elections therefore were
allowed to take place. But the
victor, it soon became clear,
would be Hernan Siles Suazo of
the Popular. Democratic Union
(UDP) in alliance with the pro-
Moscow CP and the reformist
MIR.

The prospect of seeing

“communists™ elected to power
was too much for the military
high command.:

Troops took over the major

~cities,” meeting little organised

reSIStance for the first 24 hours,
despite the anti-coup prepara-
tions made by the National
Committee for the Defence of
Democracy (CONADE), a broad
civic front supported by all the
main bourgeois parties and the

Church as well as the COB.

The COB headquarters were

attacked by rightist vigilantes

" Continued, page 2

‘other

TGWU leaders on Chile demonstration

Flght for blacking actton'

The Brrtlsh
ment—many of whose leaders
declare a verbal commitment to

e. Thatcher govern-
ment stands four-squa
behind the most barbaric

dictatorships in Latin Amer-

ica. That is clear from the
decision last week to lift the
six year ban on sales of

British-made arms to Chile.

There is no doubt that this
move will be followed up by
sales of arms and other trade
with Bolivia, Argentina and
equally  blood-stained
regimes.. " ,

uare
solidarity with

locked country

labour move—

working class and the Bolivian
miners—must take active steps

‘to force a halt to this trade.

Bolivia in particular is a land-
partlcularly
vulnerable to blacking action by
the international labour move-
ment. The Bolivian COB (TUC)
has appealed for such support.
Moss Evans, who headed the
last Chile Solldarlty ‘march,

must be called upon to instruct

the Chilean .

Gc}rmleym

TGWU dockers and transport
workers to black all trade,
especially arms and mllltary
equipment, to Chile, Bolivia and
Argentina,

And NUM leaders Daley and
Gormley must be forced to
mount an urgent fight for an all-
out TUC programme of action
in sohdanty with the beselged
Bolivian miners.

Pressure must be placed on
union leaders in Peru to ensure
that Bolivia’s main trading route

is cut by blackmg and strike
action,
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Bolivia: two years

Polish

strike

of struggle

Jan. Hunger strikes for polmcal amnesty and legalisation of trade
unions; general strikes in departments of Potosi and Chuquisaca;
! President, General Banzer forced to announce elections for July.
July. Etectlons, principal candidates Hernan Siles (UDP—bourgeois
centrists in alliance with CP), Victor Paz (MNRA -‘legitimate’ right),
- { Gen. Juan Pereda (Air Force—Banzer’s candidate). After widespread
| fraud Pereda pre-empts a marginal victory by Siles with a coup to
{1 prolong Banzerstyle rule.
Nov. Pro-Paz sector of the army, ‘institucionalistas’ led by Gen.
David Padilla, accept end of dictatorship and overthrow Pereda;
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- COB, was

most resilient.

fort’.
1979
July. Elections:

principal candidates, UDP, MNRA _and Banzer.

After a relatively clean poll Siles narrowly wins presidency but Paz
obtains congressional majority —stalemate results in further interim
president—rightist Walter Guevara Arze, to hold new elections in
June 1980. Congress initiates impeachment of Banzer for ‘treason’.

Oct. With constant bickering in Congress Guevara threatening to

prolong his ‘mandat’,
economic measures and

COB announcement of general strike against
O impeachment
Trinidad garrison attempts coup and fails.

of Banzer progressing,

Nov. Guevara overthrown by Col. Alberto Natusch; general strike;
300 killed in street fighting; US cuts $60 million aid; feverish. nego-
tiations between army, politicians and COB leadership Lechin calls
off strike; miners continue. Natusch removed for interim president

Lydia Gueiler {proPaz). Army stages further

‘’passive coup’’ to

ensure Natusch appointees retain posts.

1980

| Jan. Military appointments controlled by ultra-right, conststutlonal
elements sent to distant gamsons.

April. Military right fully in control of army undef Gen. Luus Garcia
—openly attacks civilian rule. Assassination of Luis Espinal, leftist
editor, draws biggest demo since 1952 revolution. lnﬂatlon for first
quarter at 30%, Gueiler seeks to impose IMF pians.

Mav Cross partvltrade union alliance to form CONADE —civil front
in defence of ‘democracy’; to use road blockades and general strike
in event of coup. Lechin (COB) and Garcia {army) sign ‘pact’ to

respect each other.

‘June: Coup led by Garcia forestalled by opposition in lower ranks.

US open warning to military. Assassination attempt made on
Gueiler by chief of her bodyguard. Jaime Paz Zamora, leader of
MIR and vice-presidential candidate for UDP survives sabotage of his
aircraft. Terror squads attack UDP meetings but high command

reluctantly accepts elections (13 June).

"
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and troops amongst Wthh WCre

over 200 spcually-tramcd
Argentine soldiers.

Simon Reyes, leader of the
miners union (FSTMB) and CP
congressman - and Marcclo
Quiroga Santa Cruz, hcad of the
Socialist Party (PS-1), wecre
hauled out, insulted, brutally
beaten and summarily executed.

Juan Lechin, leadcr of the
wounded - and
captured, later to be paraded
ignominiously in front of TV
cameras., Some 20 othcr union

leaders were assassinated. |
The COB and CONADE

called the prepared gencral
strike and blockade of roads and

- Siles urged continued resistance

to the army.

Censorship

Although it is still difficult
to ascertain with
what occurred in the first days,
because of total censorship and
the unreliability of bourgeois
information, it appears that for
the first two working days after
the coup the general strike was
solid in the towns.

However by mid-week after
threats of dismissal,
widespread deployment of
troops and rightist vigilantes,
and without any direcfiion from
their political and union leader-

-ship (either dead, underground

or captured) the urban working
class gradually began. to return
to work. |

Utban resistance became
centred on the students, who
bravely continued to _erect
makeshift barricadezs, snipe at
patrols and sabotafze communi-
cations and water supplies. This
sporadic activity continues.

The prime concern of the
military is, however, outside of
the towns, in tlae countryside
and the all-important mining
camps, the
Bolivian economiy and the home
of the militant vanguard of the
working class.

‘Resilient
- It s here that the strikes
and blockades had the most

immediate impact and proved

The peasants played an
important role in last year’s

~overthrow of Natus:ch by block-
ing the main roads.

confidence

with the

dy namos of the

ThlS was an 1mportant devel-

opment for it gave concrcte

cvidence that important sectors

of the peasantry had broken
from the military-pcasant
alliance ‘which was established
by General Barrientos in the
carly 1960s and became there-

after a critical basc of support

for the army.

Peasant union

Late last year the national

peasant union joincd the COB,
an unprecedented step, and
although these sectors were far
from revolutionary they dis-
played a deep anti-militarism

and showed themselves to have

superceded the provincial
apathy so characteristic of
pcasant masses.

The results of th;s develop-
ment have proved uncven in the
last weck, but within two days
of the coup two Peruvian jour-
nalists counted over- 1,400

lorries stranded in the bleak.

Andean altiplano as a result of
road blocks. .

It is, nevertheless, against the
miners that the army has trad-
itionally directed its vengeance.

Large numbers of troops

were rapidly ferried to besiege

and take the southern camps,

‘particulasrly the major centres of

Huanuni, Catavi-Siglo XX and

Chocalla.

Radio stations

There, the strike was total
and careful preparations for self

defence, based on plant unions

and ‘coordinated through the
union radio stations, were put
into effect. -

Contrary to early reports the
miners are not heavily armed
but almost totally reliant upon
their traditional’ weapon of
dynamite. Nevertheless, herow
resistance leaves the army’s

progress very slow and costly.

Huanuni was defended
vechemently and retaken from a
large occupying force. It is
likely ‘that this battle cost many
lives.

Fierce resistance was als‘o
reported in the mine of Santa

Ana, near Potosi,” where the

arm¥ was held at bay for five

- days..”

However, one by one the
radio staidons have fallen silent

and the Workers completely

........
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surrounded,  have
down the mine{shatts themselves
to avoid the slaughter. This 1s
what occurred in 1942, 1965,
1967 and 1971.

Miners in the Siglo XX mme
facing a threat to bomb the
minc unless they surrendered,
have now laid down their arms.

Latest reports suggest a truce
—it is not yet possible to verify
these. It is, however, clear that
the working class is extremely
badly placed to overthrow the

“dictatorship in the short term.

This is most apparent in the
balance of class forces in simpie
terms of power—unarmed, on
the defensive, without coherent
political leadershlp, the prolet-
ariat has sutfcred a major set-

back.

.. Violation

Garcia, and his fellow
butchers on the ruling junta,
remain at present ostracised by
the US imperialists, who have
cut off aid and withdrawn their
ambassador in protest at the
‘savage  violation of human

Tights’,

They are also isolated from
the countries of the Andean
Pact but they will continue to
derive support from Argentinian
butcher Videla (first and fore-
most) as well as Pinochet.

At first sight the Bolivian
officers appear to have joined
those South American regimes
that are prepared to enter into
partial - conflict with the
imperialist leaders over the form
of policing their neo colonial

states.

They - know, along with
Reagan and the more outspoken
marshals of failing monopoly
capital, that buoyant profits,
guaranteed  investment and
political stability are not in the
least assured in Bolivia or any-
where- else by respect for
“human rights’’.

Luxury

How long Washington can
afford the luxury of its current
verbal opposition to the coup is
uncertain. Carter is afraid to
condone the Bolivian slaughter —
yet his minions are beginning to
realise there is no ‘middle way’.

The small Bolivian bour-
geoisie, totally insignificant in
international terms, has suffered

retreated

y

-Armoured car in peasant dzsmct near La Paz

the full force of the crisis of
imperialist  capital and the
national economy 1is vcrgmg on
bankruptcy.

The Gueiler regime was
engaged in talks with the IMF,
which wants to mmpose savage
terms on rescheduling Bolivia’s
£1.5 billion debts,

- There can be no doubt that
Siles and the UDP would have
been unable to meet such con-

ditions and been obliged to.

implement some form of redis-
tributionist and reflationary
measures which would have
further crippled the state and
the feeble local businesses.

It was fear of this that drove
substantial sectors of the middle
classes to the right in the last
year, further limited the con-
stituency for parliamentartanism
and put unpenahst capital —
whatever Carter’s bleatings—fair
and square behind the coup.

Meanwhile in Bolivia as
workers attempt to regroup and
defend  their  organisations
against further attack, 1t 1is
essential that armed self defence
squads be established in the
proletarian centres. |

At the same time the for-
ward movement of the Bolivian
peasantry against the junta must

Bolivian workers in struggle in 1971

e from front page

" be developed: it is nnportant
that the workerss movement
should champion the demo-
cratic demands of the peasants
and support their struggles for
land, fair prices, and cheap
credit.

A'lliance

But in seeking to develop an
alliance with the peasantry it is
vital that no adaptation is made
to the politics of the petty bour-
geois political formations. |

As we go to press, little news
has emerged of the fate of the
Trotskyist forces in Bolivia. It 1s
clear however that only the

POR, led by Guillermo Lora,
consistently warned the
workers’ movement of the

imminent danger of a coup and
correctly pointed to the fraud-
ulent nature of the elections,
calling for a boycotit and a
struggle for a workers’ and
peasants’ government.

The bitter lessons of the
coup must now be learned and
remembered by all revolution-
aries in the next period as the
reformist and petty bourgeois
politicians and their hangers-on
inevitably secek to mount a
“democratic” opposntlon to the
junta.

The Polish working class
continues to mount a grow-
ing wave of what the Stalin-
ist bureaucracy refers to as
“temporary weakening of
production ~ dynamics”
otherwise known as strikes.

The strikes have now taken
place in virtually. every major
industry and city in Poland.

The demands made in these

‘strikes have rapidly extended

beyond the wage increases
needed to compensate for the
bureaucracy’ s recent meat prlce'
Tises.

Demands have been made
for the right for workers to
organise their own unions.

Assurances .,

in the tractor plant at
Ursus, whose workers played
such an important part in the
uprising of 1976, shop stewards

forced the management to give .

written assurances that there
would be no victimisations.

Also wage demands are
rapidly escalating with each
strike. In the first week of July
5% was the common level of
settlements. In the second week
it had risento 10%.

On July 23 the bureaucracy
was forced to concede a 15%
increase for 30,000 steel
workers.

And by last week railway
repair workers in Ostrow I
western-Poland were on strike in

“support of a demand for 20%.

According  to the KOR—the
Workers® Self Defence Commit-

tee—at least 70 factories have.

now experienced total strikes
since the beginning of July.

At present the situation is
one in which the growing
demands of the workers are }

 becoming increasingly contagi-

ous and are finding a spineless
bureaucracy forced to make
concessions at every turn.,
Having started by attemptmg
to resolve some of its economic
problems by cutting real wages,
the bureaucracy has so far

“arrived at a position in which its

economic problems are
worsened because the working
class is forcing concessions on
real wages.

The bureaucracy must now
be considering an attempt to
stop the erosion of its power by
staging a major confrontation
with the working class. =~

Battle for power

It is a situation which could
very suddenly erupt into a new .
full-scale Dbattle for power
between the Polish working
class and its Stalinist oppressors.

It is no doubt with this in
mind that Polish Stalinist
leader Gierek has gone on a
rapidly arranged “holiday” to
consult w1th fellow Stallmst
leaders in Moscow.

There is little doubt: that

'any serious rising by the Polish

workers that might oust Gierek
could provoke a military inter-
vention by Kremlin troops along
the lines of Hungary in 1956
and Czechoslovakia in 1968 in
order to restore the stability of
bureaucratic rule and forestall
any growth of revolutionary
struggles across the border into
the USSR itself. :

It is precisely in seeking such
a political revolution that
Marxists, while defending the
nationalised property relations
in the USSR, Poland and other
deformed workers states, side
with the workers in their
struggle for the overthrow of
the bureaucracy. ‘

We call in these struggles for
the establishment of workers’
councils to challenge the power

- of the parasitic Stalinist regime,

basis of
states

and form the _
revolutionary workers’
through Eastern Europe.
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The"k-illing of the leader

of the Metal Workers’ Union
and' a founder of DISK,

Kemal Turkler, indicates the
‘depth of the
Turkey.

- .Political killings are running
at nearly ten a day. In the last
two
former Prime Minister, an RPP
depu |
fascist NAP have been killed.

crisis in

‘months a reactionary

ty and a leader of the
This latter killing sparked off

an offensive by - the National
‘Action Party. For centuries the

AR
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Istamic religion in Turkey has
been divided between the Sunni
majority and the Alevi minority
who are a branch of the Shi-ite

sect.

Amb ush

The deputy chairman of the

NAP, Gun Sazak, was killed 1n
an ambush on May 28.

A Sunni shopkeeper in

Corum explained:

“Everything started after

- Sazak was killed. The NAP boys
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decided to teach the

left a

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

were

lesson but they could not raise
popular support. So they
decided to turn it mto a
zglfgous battle They succeed-

In December 1978 a similar
fascist-inspired - sectarian
massacre left over 130 dead but
in Corum the minority areas
armed and organised:
Barricades and

allow. \
The comparative failure in

- Corum provoked the govern-

.......

)
: ,;:;k\f} T o

ment to assert the authority of

SR

- Demuirel
mune” threatened the state. A
dawn curfew was followed by a
house to house search.

automatic
weapons prevented a massacre
the army were prepared to

the state at the Black Sea port

of Fatsa.
A left-wing petty bourgeois

~party, Dev. Yol, has established
control of the town council,
introducing price controls and.

eliminating the black market.
According to Prime Minister
this left-wing ‘‘com-

Over 500 were arrested. No
resistance was put up to this
army operation. Unlike at

Corum, no fascist forces were
- mvolved. ~

G TIE OF VIOIENG._
INST TURKISH WORKERS

The sophisticated combina- : .by the army.

tion of parliamentary tactics
and exfra-parliamentary
violence practiced by the NAP
contrasts starkly with the bank-
ruptcy of Ecevit and the RPP.

Exploiting their relationship

with Demirel to the full, the
NAP are using the support of
the local administration and
police to try to establish con-
trol of towns like Corum.

Where the fascists are unable
to operate, as at Fatsa, the NAP
can rely on the army to restore
“‘law and order’. When the
fascists hold rallies no police are
in sight—the fascists provide
their own security.

When Ecevit and a party of
MPs were stoned recently they
appealed to Demirel-and then to
Chief of Staff Evrun for state
protection!

While fascists escalate the.

crisis in the country they can
look on with satisfaction at the
farce presented by the ‘normal’
bourgeois form of rule in Parlia-
ment. For over four months no
Parliamentary business has been
enacted because, despite over
100 ballots, no President has
been elected. |

Although the candidates
including the RPP’s nominee,
are c¢x-enerals, no one party
can assemble a majority for
their candidate.

Ecevit’s solution to this
deadlock is a coalition of every-
one but the fascists. Demirel
won a vote of confidence at
the beginning of July one week
after Ecevit’s vote of censure

failed.

The reactionary
NSP, who are normally allies of
the RPP, demanded the premier-
ship of any future coalition with
the RPP as a condition for
voting against Demirel. Even
Ecevit could not concede this
condition.

Unresolved ,

The crisis in Turkey 1s far
from resolved. As yet the
military are unwilling to tear

A ~away the veil of Parliamentary

rule,

The fascists, although their
support is far stronger in the
police and local administrations
than in the army, are not strong
enough to move outside the

- activities

January.

rellg_lo us.
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The vote of confidence can
be seen to reflect imperialism’s
judgement on Demirel’s govern-
ment so far. Over the last few

‘'weeks. 33 billion in loans and

rescheduled debts have beem
granted by the IMF/OECD. A
new defence agreement does not
limit imperialist forces to
- within Turkey’s
borders, preparing Turkey as a
bastion which imperialism has

lacked in the area since the fall

of the Shah.

However, this can only be
accompllshed after the crushing
of the Kurdish and Turkish
masses’ resistance to Demirel’s

IMF-inspired policies of free

trade and wage freezes in the
context of inflation over 100%
and 4  devaluations since

v SR q

Turkle.r

As yet the Turkish working
class has not suffered irrevers-
ible defeat. Their ability to
organise and fight was clear at
Izmir earlier this year.

The continued resistance as
in towns like Corum shows why
the fascists as yet ‘‘cannot raise
popular support” and why the
army tries to stay in the back-

groud. |
~ In Turkish Kurdlstan the
army is even less strong and

~only capable of token removal

of barricades and short-lived
occupations of towns. Also,
the failure of the reactionary
[ranian regime’s attempts to
crush the Kurds enhances the

TILC supporters pzcket the Turkzsh E mbassy in protest at the murder of Turkler umbrell Of:ft'a“

- o P | I A statement adopted by the Trotskylst International

" resistance to Turkish oppres-
“sion.

The Kkey to the situation hes
w1th the Turkish working- class
and in particular the question of
its leadership. Without a break
from the pacifist parliamentar-
janism of Ecevit a military-
fascist coup is inevitable.

The questions of the defence
of the working class now allow
of no other answer than that of
socialist revolution.

To this end the first step isa

~united front of workers organis-
ations to build a basis for an
effective workers’ militia, and to
campaign for a workers’ and

Liaison Committee Summer School, July 1980, and signed
by the following organisations: Workers Socialist League
(Britain); Socialist League (Democratic Centralist) (USA
sympathising section); Trotskistisk Arbejder Forbund
(Denmark); Gruppo Bolscevico Leninista (Italy); Liga
Obrera Bolchevique de Chile. N

| . . . | | I _ o peasants’ government  that
*Agalnst state repres- Behind the political crisis of  peasants must now confront a  the increasing drive towatrds civil would eliminate the basis for
sion! Smash' the fascist parliamentary rule, and the ruling class desperate to impose  War. fascism provided by the: bour-

bands!
*Break from the RPP—

For a united front of

workers organisations!

The fascist attacks on the
Turkish working class have
reached a new stage with the

assassination of the MADEN-

strikes by MADEN-IS members,
the DISK leadership’s response
to the outrage was to call a 24-
hour strike. By restricting
through this action any possible
developments of independent
struggle by the working class,
the reformist and Communist

‘Party of Turkey leadership once

more act in vain to protect the
remnants of bourgeois demo-

~cracy and with it their own

heads

stalcmate of the presidential
elections, lie the effects of the
deepening world capitalist crisis

on the ruined Turkish economy.

Astronomic levels of infla-

class further into the arms of
imperialism and  its credit

‘agencies, who exploit this situa-

tion to further their counter-

imperialism to find new gen-
darmes through which it can
maintain its weakened authority
in the region. For NATO,
Turkey’s role today therefore
takes on a greater importance.
In addition, US President
Carter’s new cold war anti-
Soviet policies means the Penta-
gon generals step up their
military collaboration with their
Turkish counterparts.
Turkish workers

and

1ts rule by new means.
Increasingly it is not to
patliament but the police, army
and to the fascist bands on the
streets that the bourgeoisic now

these attacks.
From the barricades built by

TARIS workers in Izmir a few

months ago to the continuing

paralysed Demirel government.
In the East the oppressed
Kurdish people, inspired by

their successes in the armed

struggle for independence in
Iran, remain a major obstacle to
the mnhtary and fascist leaders’
plans for dictatorship.

With whole areas of Turkey
now beyond its control, the

Ankara government’s attempts'
to impose its authority in the

left-wing town of Fatsa confirm

Yet still the fate of the

Turkish masses remain tied to.

bureaucratic  leaders who use
antl-lmperlallst and anti-fascist

demagogy as a cover for main-

*For a workers’ and  tion, t.hrowing the banking turns. taining their class collaboration.

| peasants’ government in system into chaos, and a quarter Yet the working class shows  with an illusory ‘democratic’
, | of the population unemployed, again and again its willingness section of the bourgeoisie. =~
Turkey! has forced the Turkish ruling and ability to defend itself from Under these conditions no

reliance can be placed on, or
strategic alliances tolerated with
Ecevit’s bourgeois Republican
Peoples Party pretenders.

The defence of democratic'

IS metal workers’ union leader  revolutionary strategy in the armed defence of Corum against

Kemal = Turkler, founding Middle East. | ~ fascist provocation today, resis-  rights cannot be separated from

‘member of DISK. The destruction of the tance is strengthening to martial  the struggle for socialist revolu-
- Following spontaneous  Shah’s regime in Iran hasforced law and the increasingly tion itself.

Only through a unlted front
of workers’ organisations and
workers’ militias behind which
can be rallied the Kurds and the
proletariat’s petty  bourgeois
allies, can the reactionary offen-
sive be defeated and the basis
laid for the construction of a

mass revolutionary communist -

party.

geois regime in crisis.

B> \._':
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Turkish police in action
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tion of Wheatley Street

Nursery School in Coventry
has ended.

.No doubt becausc of the
widespread support which the
campaign against the school’s
closure has generated from the
final hours of occupation the
Labour Council lost no time in
obtaining a possession order and
carrying out. the repossession of
the building. -

It should be noted in fact
that the Labour Council moved
to end the occupation more
quickly than any council has in

- other nursery occupations.

The decision by the council
to lock the building a few hours
after the occupation began

should also be brought out for

all workers to know about,

Here was a Labour council —
which only last December held a
fraud of a conference to suppos-
edly plan a co-ordinatcd fight

against the cuts by councils
throughout the country —taking
1 the decision to lock people into
i a building!

Despite appeals for at least,

one door to. be left open as a

fire exit, this Labour Council
locked the doors and simply
visited the occupation every
- morning at 8.00 a.m. to find out

“i anyone wanted to be let
out”
It was decided in advance of
the bailiffs’ arrival to withdraw
from the building "at that point

A row has broken out
over an international con-
spiracy to subvert working
class organiisations.

Today —after an mvestlgatlon

lasting seve:ral minutes—Socialist

Letter from a Mail “supporter”’

and to continue the struggle
from the outside.

A picket of the school was
immediately established in order
to prevent any attempt by the
council to remove the furniture
and other equipment.

‘The campaign has received a -

letter from the Deputy Educa-

- tion Officer giving an under-

taking that no furniture or
equipment will be removed
from the school in advance of a
decision by Secretary of State
Mark Carlisle on the application
for closure made by the Labour
Council.

Support

The letter also states that the
Council would be legally obliged

to re-open the school at the .

start of next term if Carlisle’s

decision has not been made by

that date.

After monfhs.ofaskmg for

such a written statement and
getting no responsc it is clear
that the campaign’s support is
worrying the Council.

However, it is also clear that
Carlisle’s decmon is likely to be

- speeded up ‘and that the cam-

paign must redouble its efforts
to press forward its central
demand of ‘‘recopening the

school at the start of next term

fully staffed and equipped wnh

 no loss of pupil places.

Four hours after the occu-

- piers were ‘evicted, over 100

supporters of the campaign
marched from the school to the

Press exposes the role of one of

the leaders of this conspiracy —

the Daily Mail,

From a grim faced buﬂdmg
in Carmelite Street, London,
strategically placed for a view of
the other side of the street, a

Education offices singing songs’

and chanting slogans.

The high spirits on the
march reflected very strongly
the feeling outlined on a leaflet
distributed alongside the march

that “‘the Council may have won

a battle but they have not won
the war”.

Petition

The campaign’s momentum
has continued and grown since
the eviction took place.

Regular Saturday: sessions in
the city precinct have been
established —where hundreds
have signed a petition to the
council supporting the demand
to re-open the school, calling for
an emergency council meeting
to reverse the decision to close
it, deploring the "eviction and
calling for a public inquiry into
the council’s plans for the
school site.

Alongside this the Nursery
Campaign has launched an inves-
tigation into nursery needs in

‘the City

- It is argued by all those
. involved that part of fighting

the cuts is establishing that the
starting point must be the asser-
tion of what is needed, not
assessing what we can get out of

~ the capitalist state.

The mvestlgatlori is also seen

as an important way of drawing-
- in further

support—both

dlrectly, from . parents of

nursery age children, and from
trade unions, shop stewards

committees, etc., who are being

- asked to help in the enquiry.

From the start NUPE gave
its full support to the occupa-
tion and it is important that
that support is made concrete in
the weeks ahead.

It is no accident that it is

'NUPE which has given the

strongest support statements.

.. The members of this union face

the most savage attacks on jobs
and services launched by the
Tory government and imple-
mented in Coventry by the
Labour council.

It is also important that the
verbal support given to the cam-

- paign by .the NUT and NALGO
before the occupation be made -
| mto a reality. | |
. Wider than these unions, of

course, ‘all unions have a direct
mterest in the fight for nursery,
places and against the cuts.
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cemma TORY ‘MOLES’ EXPOSED!

- Office and duped the publicly-

network of ruthless, highly
trained plotters are sent out

daily to spy on militant
revolutionaries and

workers,
Labour Party members.

The Daily Mail has reglstered '
‘as a newspaper with the Post

ail

subsidised postal service into
allowing it to send out copies
‘newspaper rate’.

In fact, despite the veneer
of cartoon characters, cCross-
words and ‘stars’, the Mail is the

- centre of an international net-

work of subversion of working

class organisations.

This week we spoke to

hundreds of ‘supporters’ of the

Daily Mail.

Although some have been
taking the Mail for years and
repeating its poison in bars and
at cocktail parties and rugby
club stag nights, not one of

them would admit to being a

member.

- *“I just support its pohcles
said 46-year-old accountant

‘Hatchett’ Jones from Buddleigh

Salterton, Devon. He denied

" that the Mails pollcy on the

family was designed to oppress
women and brainwash children.
~As he lectured us for half an
hour on his freshly washed
doorstep on the Yoys of family
life’, his children could be heard

~sobbing from the bedroom
‘where they were locked in, and

his wife was peeling potatoes in
the kitchen—as a punishment
for having ex Igressed an opinion.
- The Mail’s front organisa-
tions range from the ‘Ideal

- Home Exhibition’ (where instru-

ments for women’s oppression
are bought and sold freely) to

show jumping (where members

of the ‘Royal Family’ and
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Co venir nursery fi9|“:
~occupation en
- goes onl

Since the last issue of -
Socialist Press the occupa-

R.ally in ‘s'upport of Wheatley S.treet

~ As we reported in the last
Socialist Press. the occupation
won the support of a wide

~ section. of Coventry’s Labour '_ |

Party and the campaign’s sup-
porters there are deepening their

struggle.
The campaign is demandlng

“that an emergency council meet-
ing be held to reverse the

decision to close. Wheatley

Street and all councillors are
- being urged to take up that call.

In particular the ‘rebel’
councillors . who. defied the
Labour whip in the last council
meeting and voted against
school meal price increases have

a responsibility to. take up this

demand.

Some of the rebels’ gave
their. full support during the
occupation,

As we go to press a lobby is
being held of the Labour Group

of councillors to press forward
the campaign’s demand for a
change of policy.

A major flght is already
taking place in the Labour Party
over ‘the cuts which are belng
implemented.

The Wheatley Street occu-_

.patlon and campaign is one of

the sharp edges in the fight

-against the cuts in Coventry.

Indications immediately

- after the occupation are that the
Coventry Nursery Campaign

(Wheatley Street) can generate
enough support to reverse the
closure and has already laxd a
firm basis for the development
of the struggle over other cuts, - .
- Further details of the cam-
paign can be obtained from:

Coventiry Nursery Campaign
(Wheatley Street), 37 Beacons-
field Road, Coventry. . |

PRESS GANG
SPECIAL

others are invited to whip horses
while crowds pay to watch

. them).

Behind the facade of the
Mail lies a shadowy organisation
known as ‘The .State’.

- Secret

Armed men are dispatched
all over the world—some

openly terrorist organisations -

such as the SAS—and uniformed
‘constables’ patrol the streets.
Were the Mail to succeed in
imposing its full programme, life
would assume some of the
horrors of Pinochet’s Chile.

| The Daily Mail’s direct rela- |
tionship with the State is a

‘closely guarded secret but
extends to providing photo-
graphs of demonstrations in

‘return_for Special Branch infor-

mation.

The Mail’s ‘reporters and
the State’s °‘police’ are almost
indistinguishable.

Mail  staff are apparently
‘licensed to let down tyres’ and
are often to be found carrying
‘tyre levers’. |

Mail ‘supporters’ have infil-

trated the Labour Party, where

they move model resolutions on
‘moderation’, ‘pay control’ and
‘immigration laws

- Pinnacle

By spinning out meetings

with intermmable speeches in:
support of the ruling class they
seek to drive workers out of the
Labour Party.

The pinnacle of the Mail’s

success 1s to succeed in getting |

one of its ‘supporters’ elected
as a Labour prime minister. ‘

Mail ‘chiefs’ are however
worried that their international
plot s failing.  Falling circula-
tion, increasingly angry workers
and a  backlash against their
policies are threatening to

- destroy their power base.

Now supporters have been .
told to work urgently to:
*Break up the trade unions.
* Abolish rights for women.
- *Jail revolutionaries’ - and
strikers.
*Sack militants from then

jobs.
~ TOMORROW

How the Mail turned fny .-
wife into a Maggot, by Prince i
Philip. - 3

. SURVEILLANCE of the
TILC International Summer
School kept some of Britain’s
wonderful police from then‘ ’
holidays.

Special _Branch
struggled to ,keep pace with the
-discussions as they listened in,

The Daily Mail comman-
deered a nearby flat and

patrolled the perimeter of the
school photographing people at
the school and passers-by indis-
criminately. - |

officers . “
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anifesto: a move

to the left?

“Britain needs a new

Government. A Government
determined to get the econ-

omy moving and get infla-
tion _
Government able to rebuild
our industry and create the
jobs we need to restore full
employment -

With these grand words the
Labour Party’s left-wing led
National Executive begin their
- Draft Manifesto—which has
“been |
right wingers ranging from Tory
- I Norman St. John Stevas to
crypto-Tory Dr. David Owen.

Confusion

Yet these very words also
suim up the confusion that
besets the left wing of the
Labour Party as they seek a
parliamentary answer to the
galloping crisis of capitalism.

"How is it possible by a few

adjustments to ‘get the econ-
omy moving” when the capit-
‘alist system on a world scale is
plungmg headlong into reces-
sion, and when it is precisely
its inability to produce an ade-
quate rate of profit which has
brought British industry to the
‘brink of collapse?

"How can the Labour Party—

which refuses to question the :

“right’ of the employing class to
“protect its profits at the expense
of workers’ jobs and living stan-
dards—hope to rearrange the
| existing chaotic system to
“create the jobs we need to
restore full employment’’.

How, without the nationalis-
ation of the major corporations,
the capitalist banks and trusts

under control: a

stridently attacked by

planned,

and the establishment of a
socialist economy
(none of which is proposed in
the new Draft) can the dreamers
on Labour’s NEC hope to
“rebuild our [!] industry’*?

The Draft Manifesto skips
nimbly between these contra-
dictions, offering workers the

illusion of a gradual, parliamen-
tary - evolution towards—well,

not socialism (the word barely

appears in the draft), but a
‘fairer’ kind of capitalism:
“We are seeking nothing less
than a fundamental and irrever-
sible shift in the balance of

- power and wealth in favour of

Benn: peddling confusion and class collaboration

By John Lister

working people and their
families”™. |

In reality of course the
Labourites are seeking nothing
more than a few  piecemeal
reforms within a system whose
anarchy and decay has for the
last decade brought a barrage of
mounting attacks on the
working class at the hands of
capitalist "‘governments run by

Tory and Labour alike.
““Pick up pieces”

The Draft points out that
the first task of a re-elected
Labour government would be
*“to pick. up the pieces” and
“salvage what is left of British
[capitalist] industry”.

The  National Enterprrse
Board would ride again, once
more pouring thousands of
millions of pounds drawn from
taxes on the working and
middle classes into the coffers
of ailing capitalist corporations
—or as the Draft puts it:

“a huge injection of state
finance . . . a tough new
planning framework and a sig-
nificant ' extension . of public
enterprise”’,

The Labourite bid to resusci-
tate floundering employers
would run alongside nationalist
import controls aimed at penal-
ising foreign competitors:

“we are determined not to
allow manufactured imports to
continue to destroy our [!]
industries and jobs”’.

It is of course not imports,
but British employers who are
closing factories and sacking
workers: yet these employers
face a future not of nationalisa-
tion but of generous Labour
cash transfusions:

“Labour’s aim rs to double -
“the level

of manufacturing

*

investment within our first

Parliament™’,
The government’s cash hand-

outs to the employers will take

vartous forms—ranging from ‘‘a
srgmflcant public stake” in such

companies as pharmaceuticals,

medical equipment, micro-elec-
tronics, construction and build-

Musicians must
“reject deal

will be “saved” and enlarged

Whenever there is a dn'ty
deal to be done, especially
in the arts or the media,
Lord Goodman, Harold
Wilson’s legal fixer, is
seldom far away.

It was Goodman who was
the architect of the proposed
agreement in the seven week

| old musicians’ stnke against the

BBC.
The settlement reached last

‘Wednesday between the BBC
and national officials of the
Musicians Union “saves’ three

out of the six orchestras which
the BBC wanted to close.
But the internationally

‘known BBC Scottish Symphony
.Orchestra will be maintained as

a smaller orchestra than before.
The London Studio Players

“will be retained in a new form.

And the BBC Northern
Ireland Symphony Orchestra

ing materials; powers to buy up
individual companies; and ‘‘very
considerable” |
furnished through the NEB.

Pension funds and life assur-
ance schemes would also be
diverted into ‘“‘industrial invest-
ment’’

Yet what form would such
investment take, if not under-
taken within the context of a
socialist planned economy?

“Investment’ at present in
capitalist corporations means

prectsely the introduction of

new equipment and technology

that speed up production and -
~axe jobs - by the

tens of
thousands: without a plan for
work sharing on full pay to

preserve full employment, such

investment can only mean still
further workers on the dole.

Yet private employers will
only invest in order to increase
the exploitation of their work-
force as a basis for increasing
their rate of prefit: creating full
employment plays no part in
their calculations.

The Labourite dream of vast
sums in investment mopping up
unemployment bears no relation
to the workings of capitalism—
as the doubling of unemploy-
ment under the Wilson/Callag-
han government painfully con-
firmed. .

True, the NEC’s new Draft
Manifesto does talk occasionally
about —well, not nationalisation

“as such but “extending pubhc

ownership”.

Among candidates for this
tentative process are parts of
bankihg and insurance, North
Sea oil, the power plant indus-
try, the building materials indus-
try, road haulage, commercial
ports and cargo handhing.

In this respect therefore the

‘new Draft can be seen as a

certain shift to the left by an
NEC under pressure from the
working class.

But not even this piecemeal
and inadequate programme is
ever likely to see the light of
day so long as the right wing
Callaghan/Healey leadership are
allowed to rule the roost within

only by being supported by
“independent financial
sponsors” as well as on the BBC,
whose contribution will be
restricted to £100,000.

- But there is nothmg in the
agreement which will guarantee
these “independent funds”.

And the three other light
music orchestras will close,
though the BBC agrees to offer
freelance “contracts’® to their

~ players for part-time work.

Concessions

The BBC has made conces-

‘sions compared with its earlier

proposals.

" But the new plans fall far
short of the musicians’ demunds
and, despite freelance
“contracts”, will still lzad to 63

- redundancres

MU assistant ,ecretary Stan

)

resources to be

.saying “the entire musical pro-

Page 5

Callaghan

the Party, dictate the terms of
the Manifesto, and determine
the line of any future Labour
government.,

The production of radncal-
sounding if wrongheaded resolu-
tions and Draft Manifestoes by
the NEC ‘lefts’ is thus meaning-
less unless linked up to launch-
ing a struggle within the Party
for the removal of Callaghan/

- Healey and the abandonment of

their policies of class collabora-
tion in Britain and internation-
ally.

That the ‘lefts have no
intention of waging such a
fight is indicated by the Draft’s
specific pledge to world nnper-
ialism that:

“The next Labour Govern-
ment will mamntain 1ts support
for NATO ...”

The Draft calls not for the
unilateral disarmament  of
British imperialism but for the
utopia of “‘multilateral mutual
disarmament”. And even its
pledge to reduce defence spend-
ing is simply to bring the
defence budget ‘into line with
that carried by our 'main
European allies™.

And while notionally sup-

| portmg “the rights of all peoples
-and natlons to self determina-

tion”, the Draft makes no break
from the British imperialist
repression in Ireland or pledge
to withdraw troops.

As a statement of confusion,
diversionary policies and class
collaboration in Britain and on a
world scale, the Draft is useful
evidence of the inability of the
Labour ‘left® to offer any
serious socialist alternative to
the Callaghan leadership. -

Only insofar as it reflects the
forward movement of Labour’s
rank and file and offers an
opportunity for a discussion and
debate on policies within the
party itself does the Draft

- represent a step forward.

In the course of such a
debate, the most advanced
workers will come to see the
folly of attemptmg to reform
the bankrupt’ capitalist system
through Parliamentary tinker-
ing and recognise the necessity
for a revolutionary leadership in
the workers’ movement.

Hibberd the sell-out

pralsed
fession owes Lord Goodman an
enormous debt now and
always™. ~

It remains to be seen what
42,000 MU members, now
voting in a ballot, will think of
it. |

But already the *““saved’ BBC
musicians in Scotland are saying
in a most principled way that
they do not accept the settle-
ment even though it “saves’ one
of their orchestras.

Also MU member in
Northern Ireland have saicl that
they will continue their strike
because the proposals for
Northern Ireland are so vague.

Despite the executive recom-
mendation for acceptance, the
only way to fight ef fectlvely {for
the severely threatened interests
of musicians will be to vote ‘no’
to the Goodman settlement and
to continue the stnke
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‘gramme).

labour

“How are the different
demands and forms of struggle
to be harmonised, even if only

~ within the limits of one city?
- History

has already answered
this question: through soviets.
These will unite the represen-
tatives of all the fighting groups
. . » Soviets are not limited to an

a priori party programme, They
- throw open their doors to all

the exploited . . . All political
currents. of the proletariat can
struggle for leadership of the
soviets on the basis of the

widest democracy. The slogan
- of soviets, therefore, crowns the
- programme  of
“demands”.

(Trotsky, Transitional Pro-

. . v ’ .

~ ““What then are the tasks of
~revolutionaries? |

1) To put forward in the
movement a full
programme for the beginning of
the socialist transformation of
society . .. g |
 2) To crown that programme

‘with the call for the creation of
‘a workers’ government which
will at least fight for the immed-

iate interests of the working
class, breaking with the bour-
geoisic where necessary and to
the extent necessary ...

We agitate and make propa-

ganda for the specific measures
and demands of the action pro-
gramme, fighting to commit the
organisations of- the labour
movement [our emphasis] to
struggle for them . .. -

In Britain there is already in
existence [our emphasis, SP] a

vast network of factory com-

mittees which could expand
their activities and functions to
the point of being dominant
over the organs of the bourgeois
state and, even before creating
soviets, could be the basis of a
decisive struggle. (. . .) the work-
ing class must, in the course of
the struggle, learn confidence in
its own democracy and in the
potential of its own existing
factory  organisations  [our
emphasis, SP] to expand into a
framework of working class self-
rule in the whole of society . ..
We point to the need to

renovate, reorganise and recon-

struct the existing [our empha-
sis, SP] labour movement as an
essential prerequisite: for .a
workers’ government, a govern-
ment essentiallly different from
the bourgeois Labour govern-
ments of the past... |

We pose as a central task of
the period ahead the creation of

unity of the forces of revolu-
tionary Marxism around . this
perspective: of a serious and

realistic orientation to the polit-
ical and trade union wings of
the labo'ar movement, and to
the work of organising the
forces Of Marxism within the
only muass labour movement
which exists [our emphasis, SP}
in this country™.

(Wowrkers Action, articles on
worker:s’ government, No’s 174,

175).

-

“M

There is clearly a yawning
gulf between the formulations
of Trotsky in the Transitional
Programme and the above
quotations taken from a major
series of articles in Workers

transitional

-

Action on the question of the

workers, government.
Trotsky specifically directs

“to the fight to build new, all-

embracing and independent
bodies—soviets—to bring
together the political move-
ments, trade unions and other
various organisations of the
working class in a united
challenge to.the power of the

| capitalist state. -

The Transitional Programme
states that:

“From the. first moment of
their appearance, the Soviets,
acting as a pivot around which
millions of toilers are united in
theic. struggle against the exploi-
texrs, become competitors and
opponents. of local authorities
and of central government,

If the factory committee
creates a dual power in the fac-
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tory, then the soviets initiate
a period of dual power in the

- country.”

Yet the extracts from
Workers Action show a very
different emphasis. Far from
stressing the need for new, inde-
pendent organisations to- unite
and  mobilise ‘the various
struggles of the masses, the per-
spective offered is one of re-
shaping, rearranging and ‘reno-
vating” the existing, limited
organisations of the working
class.

Dual power

Trotsky’s ‘‘crowning call”
for soviets 1is replaced by
Workers Action’s = ‘‘crowning

call” for a ‘“workers’ govern-
‘ment”. |

And the Ttansitional Pro-

gramme’s focus on the question
of dual power is replaced by

- Workers Action’s stress on the

view that “only a central
government can carry the pro-
gramme through”.

The counterposition  of
organs of workers® power to the

centralised authority of the -
capitalist state is.indeed the

crucial element omitted from

the Workers Action perspective

for a workers’ government.

So exactly what kind of
Workers

government  does
Action have in mind?

To answer this question it is
necessary to look more closely
at the Workers Action analysis
of the present stage of develop-

ment of the crisis in the Labour
Party.

In their view, the entire com-
plexion of this 75 year old

pushed through
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reformist party has been funda-
mentally changed by the

' decisions of last year’s Labour

Party conference at Brighton.’

- ¢, ..it wasnecessary ...for
the political wing of the labour
movement to begin (it is as vet
no more) fo change—and to

begin to change sufficiently for

it to be now not fantastic to set

“as a goal its transformation (at

least partially, and on condition
that further changes are pressed
through) into a real instrument
of the working class. |

The decisions of the
Brighton conference, if they are
and consolid-
ated to make the Parliamentary -
Labour Party accountable and
therefore more or less con-
trolled by the Labour and trade
union movement, open up a
new perspective . .. . \ -

,,,,,

Delegates to All Russia Congre

It is not necessary that the
Labour Party becomes a revol- -
utionary =~ party—or that one:
should think it can or will

“become that . .. ~

The Brighton decisions are—

or rather can be made to be—

the beginning of a process of

renovating and reconstructing

the labour movement in all its
wings and sections, from shop

‘stewards’ committees through

to the Parliamentary Labour
Brighton demonstrates that

| " transforming the political wing

of the labour movement is a.
possibility, and thus that it is
possible to raise the transitional-
demand for a workers’ govern-

“ment in Britain, where in the
- initial stages such a government
.- would inevitably have the

Labour Party as its major or

“only component”’,

We will leave aside, for the
purposes of this article, Workers
Action’s extravagant view of the
impact of the Brighton confer-
ence decisions on the Labour
Party, and their conception of
the reformist party betng in
some way ‘‘transformed™ into
“an instrument of the work-
ing class™. ' -

"We do not share their viéws'

on this, and these questions will

be dealt with in a further article.

The point to be made here,
‘however is that everything in
these passages points towards
the fact that the Workers Action

- version of a “workers’ govern-

ment” is essentially little more
than a Labour government
which arises from the struggle
for accountability within the
Labour Party. "

Roundabout

~ Is this not a more rounda-
bout way of calling for a ‘left
Labour government’—in the
time-honoured manner of the
Communist Party and others?

Workers Action of course

denies this, and struggles heroic-

" ally but unsuccessfully to draw

a distinction between their
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‘Colin Morrow and
n Lister

of‘Sbv-iets June 1917

slogan and such a perspective.

| “We avoid like the plague
delusory generalisations like
‘Labour to power with socialist
policies,” ( . . . ) A government
will be a workers’ government
even in a minimal sense, only if
it really fights for these
‘demands [Workers Action’s
Action Programme], going as
 far as necessary in a break with
the bourgeoisie. We explain that

in the light of all experience

such a government would have
to support or perhaps (less

probably) initiate working class

action to disarm the state

forces, or major sections of

them, and to begm
counter to them”, |
But Workers Action fails to

to build a

couple this evasive passage with

any explicit call for the inde-
pendent construction of the
workers defence squads or local-
based” workers’ militias = that
‘would be needed to ‘“‘disarm the
state forces’> though there is
elsewhere a passing reference to
the idea of defence squads in
their. Action Programme.

No exception

Instead, the initiative on this
matter is left in the hands of the
-central government  to
“support” or ‘‘(less probably)
initiate” working class action.
This is no exception: all
three Workers Action articles,
for example, fail to link up the
demand for nationalisation of
basic industry with any call for
workers to organise independent
trade union committees and
"councils of action to coordinate
factory occupations and open
the books of the employers, pre-

paratory to a socialist plan of

production.
They likewise fail to spell

out the kind of independent
organisations and  actions
'needed to halt the public spend-
ing cuts and launch the struggle

for a programme of public

works under workers’ manage-
-ment.
And on mtematlonal ques-

tions, too, the crucial element
of secunng workers’ control
over blacking and solidarity
actions is left out, while the

Action Programme calls vagely

for ‘‘a state monopoly of
foreign ' trade” without in any

~way explaining how workers are

to influence this new state of
affairs.

When the Workers Action
Action Programme declares in
general terms therefore that

“Revolutionaries fight for a

state based on  workers’
councils” —it does so without
offering any suggestion as to
how such councils might actu-
ally emerge in the course of an
intensified class struggle.
Instead, much of the
Workers Action perspective for
a ‘‘workers’ government”  is

based on the supposition that it

would be an elected, Parllamen-
tary government..

“Even if resting on a Parha-i

mentary majority (which is the

‘most probable variant, at the

beginning) [it would base] itself

on the working class, and rely

on. its mobilisations in the
struggle against bourgeois resis-
tance”’.

What tangible form could
such reliance on the working
class take, in the absence of any
organs of workers’ power

‘capable of challenging the

centralised power of the capital-
ist state? Workers Action’s per-
spective hangs in a political
limbo, vehemently denying that
it offers a Parliamentary road,
yet failing to spell out and insist
upon the vital extra-Parliamen-
tary support which alone could
offer an alternative.

:The stormmg of the Wznter Palace 1917

All this is very different

from the approach to the

demand for a workers’ govern-

ment in the Transmonal Pro-
gramme,

Far from suggesting that.

revolutionaries should simply
support such a government and
await its initiatives from above,
Trotsky spells out a dynamic
strategy in which revolutionaries
fight to drive forward the class

struggle under such -a govern-. :
~ment in order to expose the

reformist and Stallmst mis-
leaders:
“Of all parties and orgams—

ations which base themselves on.

the workers and peasants and
speak in their name we demand
that they break politically from
the bourgeoisie and enter upon

~the road -of struggle for the

workers’ and farmers’ govern-
ment, |

On this road we. promise
them full support against
capitalist reaction. At the same
time we- indefatigably develop
agitation around those trans-
itional demands which should in

~our opinion form the pro-
gramme of the ‘workers’ and

farmers’ government”, '

. . . In any case, one thing is
not to0 be doubted: even if this
highly improbable variant some-
where and at some time

becomes a reality and the

workers’ and farmers’ govern-
ment in the above mentioned

- sense is established in fact, it
would represent merely a short |

episode on the road to the
actual dlctatorshlp of the prolet-
t,’ )
But what for Trotsky is a

“‘short episode’ on the strategic

road to proletanan revolution

‘appears to be portrayed by

Workers Action as the end of
the route!

By leaving out the perspec-
tive of developing soviet-type
organs of workers’ power in the
struggles ahead, and leaving out
the question of arming and
organising the workers’ militia,
Workers Action winds up
capably explaining its readiness

to defend a Labour government
against reactionaries but offer-

ing its readers and supporters

hot the slightest hint of how it

would see the process of
political development passing
!)eyond the stage of left reform-
ism.

Theses

The first Workers Action

article for instance quotes from
the Comintern Theses of 1922,
which declare that:
"~ “The most elementary tasks
of a workers’ government must
consist in arming the proletariat
in disarming -the bourgeois
counter-revolutionary organisa-
tions...”

Can Workers Action serious-

ly: enviseage even a totally
“renovated”  Labour = Party
supervising the arming of the

working class? - Is the tragic

example of Chlle already for-
gotten?

If not, what course of action .

do Workers Action propose to
the working class when the
Labourites refuse to carry out
this elementary step?

- The silence on . this—as so
many similar questions—is an

Mass demonstration in Petrograd two weeks before 1917 revolution

eldquent testimony to the fact
that the entire trajectory of the
Workers  Action ‘“workers’

government”’ articles is in fact
towards a leftward-moving
parliamentary government,
which they enviseage being
driven on in spite of itself by
the objective forces of the class
struggle.

Of course it is true that the
1922 Comintern Theses on the

workers® government slogan—-
quoted in  the first of the
‘Workers Action art icles—include

a passage stating that:

“Thus the revolutionaries
are prepared, under certain con-
ditions and with certain guaran-
tees, even to support a merely
ostensible workers’ government
(naturally only insofar as it

_Tepresents. the mterests of the

workers)

But 1t is absolutely clear
from both the Comintern
‘Theses and the Transitional
- Programme: that Marx1sts could

only support such an osten-
sible workers’ government
critically, while maintaining the
struggle for - the independent

development of organs of

workers’ power around a

programme of action.

Co alition

The Comintern indeed
explicitly states that a left
‘Labour government along the
lines ‘implied by  Workers

Action’s “workers’ government””

formulation would be:

“not a  revolutionary
workers’ government, but a
disguised coalition between the

bourgeoisie and anti-revolution-

ary groups.  Such workers’
governments are- tolerated at
critical moments, by the
weakened - bourgeome in order
to dupe the -workers as to the
true class character of the state
or with the aid of the corrupt
leaders to divert the revolution-
ary onslaught of the proletariat

- and to gain time”,
. It 1is obvious that such a

desperate tactic on the part of
the capitalist class in the face of

-workers’ struggles would open
‘up enormous opportunities to

further the revolutionary mobil-

‘1sation of the workers’ move-

ment.,
But such moblhsatlon must

be fought for independently of

the “ostensible workers’ govern-

‘ment” -itself, and by no means

depend on the government’s
willingness to arm the workers!

Inde.pendence |

For revolutionaries the task

-would be to consistently fight

for the political - independence
of the working class around a
programme of class demands
which were counterposed to the
vacillations and comprom.ises of
such - a government; bogged

~down in reformlst ‘parhamen—

tarianism’.
Thus, as WIth the Bolshevrtk

"demand in 1917 that the Men-

sheviks and Social Revolution-
aries should take the power, the
exposure of the ostensible
workers’ government could then
become a means to precipitating

the destruction of bourgeois

power.

Action to spell out any such
independent road for the
working class makes it plain. that
their = conception  is ~ very.

~ different from that of Trotsky'

and the Comintern. -
Overstating

In response to our critique
it is of course possible that
Workers Action might accuse
the Workers Socialist League of
arguing  an  ultralleft  or
maximum programme, .

After all, the Transitional
Programme’s section on Soviets

from which Socialist = Press
quotes extensively in this

article, does declare that:

“Soviets can arise o.nly at the

time when the mass movement
enters into a revolutionary
stage ”. | | ‘

But if anything it is Workers

“Action that is overstating the

development pof the political
situation. The first of the three
articles in question begins with
their stark analysis that:

“A catastrophe threatens the
working people of Britain.. . .

- The ruling
nothing less than a decisive
defeat, perhaps a fundamental
and crushmg defeat of the work-
ing class . ..

The prospect ahead isone of

bitter class struggle. To imagine

that in the next period the class |

struggle will not escalate is to
imagine that the working class

will bow down before the life-

destroying Tory offensive and
accept = defeat  peacefully.
Nothing in the post-war history
of the working class suggests
this is even a possibility ...

It is probable that the 1980s
will - see etther the conquest of
power by the British working

class or the destruction of the_

British labour movement by

the forces of capitalist reac-

tion”,

If these are not conditions
in which revolutionaries should
spell out a perspective for the
emergence of Soviet power in

Britain, and make clear the

centrallty of councils of action

to the fight for What Workers

Action calls “an - immediate

socialist solutlon” then perhaps
Workers Action could mform us
what are?

Yet the failure of Workers_.

class can settle for
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If the hydra head . of
revolution lurks potentialily -

“within the bosom of every

strike . then nothing
expresses this challenge to
the rights of property as
forcefully as a picket line.

The employer trequently
perceives this threat with a far
greater consciousness than the
average trade unionist.

The bought-and-paid-for
-scribblers in Fleet Street and the
licensed wind-bags in West-
minster defending the same
social system. share this alarm
and critical times for employers
-such as today will find these
individuals expending  much
energy and ingenuity in emas-
culating labour’s capacity to
defend itself against the
rapacious, insatiable demands ot
capital.
- The pxcket lme must be a
prime’ target for. such individ-
uals. So it is not surprising that
the press and all the media
unleash a campaign whose
purpose is to inculcate the
impression in the pubhc mind
that the picket line is a site of
violent and wanton destruction.

Threat to life

- With that happy facility that
-the middle classes: possess for
seeing everything upside down,
the picket line is presented as a
murderous threat to life and
limb (not to mention a denial of
the personal  liberty of those
who wish to hurry unimpeded
towards their own exploitation).

The real maiming of body
and soul that daily grinds on
behind those picketed gates and
brought the picket into exist-
ence in the first place intrudes
not at all into the anguished
reflections of these. formidable
freedom fighters.

- For whenever the social
reality ~ behind  capitalism’s
contract with labour comes to
the surface these pen pushing
prostitutes find themselves to be
out of ink. |

‘To gauge the measure of the
attack proposed in Prior’s
Employment Bill it is useful to.
set “up a hypothetlcal situation
in which workers in response to
an attack upon their organisa-
tion by their management retali-
ate with a series of actions that’

are all lawful under the present

legistation.

‘Hypothesis -

Hypothetical situation. The
management at one of Dunlop’s
plants in the Midlands sacks a
shop steward, They allege persis-

tent bad time keepmg but the

shop stewards’ committee know
that her tame keeping is no
better mor worse than other
workers who haven’t received a
first wamning. The committee
feel she has been victimised as
a young militant, a potential
leader in the factory who will
give management plenty of
trouble. Although management
have not followed procedure the

committee decide not to fight it

that way. For some time the
shop stewards committee has
felt that the Dunlop manage-
‘ment badly need a short sharp
shock and the believe that tlus
is  the 1ssue wrth whrch to
administer it. |

Action

Action. They strike ano with

support from fellow trade

Andrew Wiard, 'R'epo__rt
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Current law:

It shall be lawful for one or:
more persons in contemplation
or furtherance of a trade dispute
to attend at or near—

a) a place where another
~ person works or carries out busi-

ness; or
b) any other place where

another person happens to be,

not being a place where he
resides,

- for the purpose only of peace-

fully obtaining or communicat-
ing information or peacefully
persuading any person to work
or abstain from working.

;Y

Jrvaa iy s o

unionists. | |
Virtually all supplies and
movement of goods in and out
are stopped and to prevent
management transferring
production to other plants in
the company they have asked
the union there to black any
extra work. .

Dock workers

For further publicity the
shop stewards send a delegation
down to London to picket the
company’s head office.

But Dunlop have associate
companies all over the world
and the committee hear that

"some UK orders are being met

by exports from an associate
company in Italy.

So the committee approach

‘dock workers to black imported
components that are suspected

of meeting orders usually filled
by the factory in dispute.

The committee also feel that
they 'should perguade the union
in the ¢company receiving com-
ponents from Italy to black
them as well»if they manage to

}
A

Andrew Wiard, Report

R

Prior’s law:

1) It shali "be lawful for a
person in contemplation or
furtherance of a trade dispute to
attend—

a) at or near his own place of
work, or

b) if he is an official of a
trade union, at or near the place

~ of work of a member of that

union. whom he is accompany-
ing, ‘

for the purpose only of peace-

fully persuading any person to
work or abstain from working.

ION STRIKE 4. |
Gfa NERS NI}%\KER -
SAY

2) If a person works or nor-
mally works—

a) otherwise than at any one

place, or

b) at a place the location of
which is such that attendance
there for a purpose mentioned

in sub section (1) above is

impracticable, his place of work

for the purposes of that sub--

section shall be any premises of
his employer from which he
works or from which his work is

administered.

Prime target for Tories: unionisation struggles

get through the docks.
Illegal
Prior’s Bill would have this
to say about the picketing that

- consists

this shop stewards’ committee
at Dunlop’s is organising:

1) the picket at the factory
in dispute -would be illegal —as it
of two groups of

.of goods not

‘against a

workers who according to Prior
have no right ta be there, the
workers from a local plant of
the same company and the local

-trade unionists not employed by

that company who turned up in
solidarity.

2) Let’s suppose this illegal
picket line reduces its numbers
(and therefore its effectiveness)
to bring it in line with the
proposed Tory law. Would it

‘then be legally entitled to stop
‘all supplies and movement of

goods?

The answer 1S no —only
goods directly affected by the
dispute. So even a lawful picket
meeting all Prior’s restrictive
criteria would be ruled unlawful
if its picketing impeded passage
~involved in
dispute.

Too vague

An employer trying to break
a picket line could just throw

. one extra item onto a wagon

‘that was not involved in the dis-
pute and he would have a case
picket line

attempted to stop that wagon.

3) What about blacking extra
work at other plants within the
company? Well you can’t picket
those other plants—so you have
to find other means of commun-

icating with the workers at the
~other plants. -

And just blackmg extra work

18 too vague. Some of that extra

work might not be from the

‘plant in" dispute; and if you en-

couraged the blacking of that,

‘the shop stewards committee

either as a body or individual
members of it could be sued for

damages resulting from unlaw-

fully encouraging the breaking

of contracts of employment!

‘4) The idea of picketing the
company headquarters—which is
no doubt a good way of drawing
attention to the dispute —would

not be allowed in this case, as

the workers are already picket-

- ing their place of work.

They can’t do both.

People who would find it
difficult to picket their place of
work (caretakers in schools oil

Many unions depend on the fzght for hdarzty actzon by fellow worker

- goods.

that:

Prior
rig workers in the North Sea or |

workers who work at more .than |
one place or who don’t work at
a place that is owned by their
employers) can picket the
Council of the local authority
or Wimpeys offices appropriate.

S) A trip to Italy (provided

 the committee can get through’
- customrs) would be legal —but it

would be quite unlawful to ask
Dock workers, railtway workers,
or lorry dnvers to black any'

Can’t ptcket |
Picketing the docks is in any.
case illegal as the Dunlop
workers don’t work there; but
the dockers cannot black the
goods nor can transport workers
refuse to carry them. :
They -are not, accordm to
Prior, directly mvolved in the
drspute they are .concerned

with carriage only! . |

6) If the Dunlop workers
felt that an Italian firm was
supplyingg work they had
previously done to one of their
regular customers, they could

persuade the workers at that

firm to black the Italian expor-
ted components. »

But they couldn’t plcket to
help enforce the blacking; and if
the firm receiving the Italian
goods applied for a court injunc-

‘tion to prevent the blacking the

judge would grant an injunction
to. the employer unles the
Dunlop workers could show: =

. a) a regular contract for this
work existed between the ﬁrm'
and Dunlop; -

b) the purpose of the black-
ing was just to disrupt. that |
regular contract and not !
inspired by any other motlve or
pressure;

c) that the Judge had reason
to feel confident (!!) that by
blacking supplies to this firm
the Dunlop workers were mater-
ially improving their chances of

winning their dispute.

It is not ust one of these
criteria but a}l three tests that
the Dunlop workers must
“pass” before a judge would
decide not to grant an m]unc-

tion to stop the blacking!
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Untapped potential
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By our
- Science
Correspondent

hones

s (a8t night’s
. that unis

These showed that there had |
‘been a dramatic increase in
“tapping” in the last decade.

~in telep

__announced

A .

Financial Times, July 22.

~ Speculation is  rife
amongst computing experts
that British Military Intelli-
gence have developed a
‘computer-based system for
~ transcribing human speech
into typescript.
A series of recent articles in

Computing magazine strongly
suggest that the Home. Office

may be about to use such a

system for. processing tape
recordings of conversations.
The source of these record-

ihgs could be ‘bugged” tele-

O e 7

This is commonly held to be a
result of terrorist activity in

‘Britain. However, the Ebury
Bridge' Road centre was appar-

ently planned in the late ’60s—

- well before the onset of terros-

ist activities in the *70s.
Further cause for concern

-lies in the fact that the number

of Home Office warrants to
intercept ’phone calls includes
many ‘general” warrants which
allow all calls to be intercepted
from an address, such as
Congress House, the TUC head-
quarters, or the offices of a
political party. Also, several
government secret agencies are
not covered by the Home Office

‘phone calls. However, in answer
" to a recent Parliamentary ques-

~ figures. ~
" tion, the Home Office Minister, |

The Ebury Bridge Road

Leon Brittan, has flatly denied
that his department has bought

centre seems to use only 10% of
its capacity for the police, the

'a computer capable of tran- rest being used by the security

scribing the human voice. u
Advanced work

Until a few months ago a
human voice {ranscriber was
thought to be a vision of the
next decade. In April, however,
IBM announced details of
advanced work on an automatic
dictation = machine that has
already been refined to the
point where it can transcribe the
vast majority of English
. language words from continu-

- ously spoken input.

- . IBM’s efforts are aimed at

- speeding-up office work. But,
- the implications of this tech-
nical achievement for telephone
: “tapping” are enormous.
- The - interception of
telephone - conversations has
been limited to date by the
labour-intensive  process  of
- listening to each tape recorded
“conversation
information.
-~ However,
exchanges can be rigged so that
tape recorders are only switched
on when a suspect number calls
another suspect number.

- According to the New
Statesman such a “‘tapping”
centre exists at 93 Ebury Bridge

- Road, London SW1, with the

~In the grip of an ever
deepening economic reces-

sion the French govern-

‘'ment has now unleashed
anotheér vicious attack on
the democratic rights of the
working class.
Along with the Berger law
dismantling social services, the
- imbart law on education and
the Bonnet law on immigration,
Giscard’s government has armed
itself with another powerful
weapon: the Peyrefitte law.
- After a ten-day debate in
Parliament—and thanks to the
cooperation. of Communist and
Socialist Party deputies who
walked out of the house before
‘a vote in protest against the use
of reactionary procedure by the
Speaker, the law was passed by

a comfortable majority on 21
June, | '

This law bears many similar-

ities with the Tory Employment
Bill.

Various categories of trade
union struggles are now declared
illegal, and the law is designed
to reduce to the bare minimum
if not totally undermine the
efficiency of trade union
struggles.

'For instance, the traditional
‘tactic of  occupation of rail

for ' significant

new telephone '

capacity to ‘“tap” 1,000 lines
simultaneously.

With the newly available
transcribers, the recordings ob-
tained could be analysed by
computers to yield essential

information, resynthesized and

output in some intelligible form,
such as a typescript.

Computers

This could be scanned

- quickly by a human operator

information.

for significant ma
transcribed

Better still, the

. recordings could be scanned by

computers for key words or

French railway corporation
SNCF could now lead to an
imprisonment of between three
months and two years.

The law gives the police

carte blanche to harass and

imprison workers in struggle.

- Another aspect of it is that
damage to a bosses’ property
during a trade union dispute is
now covered by stringent
criminal legislation and incurs
the same penalties. |

The Peyrefitte law also goes
far beyond simply attacking

‘trade union immunities, extend-
ing various aspects of criminal

legislation in order to strengthen
the arm of the law.

1) A second offender will

receive at least a doubling of
normal sentences for the same
crime, In the past one needed
to commit the same crime more

than twice before any increase
sentence is

of the average
imposed.

- This provision would also
limit considerably the ability of
workers to argue mitigating cir-
cumstances.

2} Sentences without privil-
eges (leave, conditional dis-
charge, open prison, etc) will be
extended to cover all important
crimes and offences. It will
automatically operate . for

h a

-tracks durihg a dispute with the

""""
“avuarey

B®Y/S I'M SO GLAD
=" WE WERE ABLE TO
%7/ HANG ON TO THE SUS LAW

phrases that have some signific-
ance for the Security Forces.

Transcribing telephone
conversations is much more
difficult than transcribing a
dictated message. -

But it would not matter
greatly if the. transcriber was
not 100% accurate as useful
information could be obtained

~with even a low level of com-

‘prehension, . ,
Computing magazine claims

that the secret British Joint
Speech Research Unit has a
system that is able to produce

intelligible printed versions of at

least 30% of phone conversa-
tions ‘“bugged” by the Post
Office. |

This unit is believed to be
based in the Post Office’s
Martlesham Heath Centre and to

be run by the Post Office and
- the British Security Services. |

The unit 1s thought to be

headed by John Bridle, widely

acknowledged as the leading
world authority on voice tran-
scription, but who has not

published any sienificant work
for five or six years. Presumably
all ‘his work 1is classified as
secret. |
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The Home Office’s denial of
being involved in computer-
based voice transcription 1is
belied by the revelation in
Computing that they have just
ordered, and perhaps received,
an American number-crunching
device that is -ideally suited to
the processing of speech record-
ings. |

In April, the Home Secretary
was forced to give in the

Commons official figures for the
"number of warrants issued for

‘phone tapping’ for the first

~time in 23 years.

forces, such as MIS.

No Act

‘There does not seem to be
an Act of Parliament that
confers on the state the legal
power to intercept communi-
cations. The various relevant
Acts merely recognise - the
practice of interception by the

- state. |

‘The House of Commons was

_told by William Whitelaw - in

April that a continuous indepen-
dent check on “‘tapping” would
in future be made by a senior

- member of the judiciary.

In view of the enormous
increase in the level of ’phone
“bugging’’ that is possible with
the new computer-based tech-
niques, the watchdog’s efforts

* will be laughable. Moreover, the

reports of the watchdog, apart
from the first, won’t even be

published!

The new ’phone “tapping”
technology = and Whitelaw’s
attempts to hide the extent and
significance of Interceptions
represent a new and ominous
enhancement of the state’s .
illegal and reactionary surveill-
ance of individuals and organis-
ations.

By Jim Fields

sentences of more than five
years, \

3) “’Conspiracy to commit a
crime’” has been more broadly
defined, and the sentence
incurred has been increased.

New powers
4) Other measures relating to

the procedure of defence have.

been changed, giving new

powers to courts to speed up
trials if, in the eyes of the prose-
cution, there is enough evidence
to proceed—leaving offenders

French CP Zeéder Marchais

with little time to prepare an

- adequate defence.

5) The last clause epitomizes
the anti-working class character

of all these procedures and

could pave the way to the estab-
lishment of a police state:

A refusal to produce iden-

tity papers when requested by
the forces of the State is a crim-
inal offence and will carry a

sentence of 10 days to three

months imprisonment.”
While the  Berger law on
social security was met with

hostility by a determined work-

ing class, the Peyrefitte law was

introduced in a hurry without

any of the reformist or Stalinist
leaders attempting to mobilise
the working class.

Quibbles
On the

ural quibbles in Parliament,

Giscard’s bosses’ government

will continue its onslaught on

- the working class and encour-
aged by the lack of CP or SP
opposition, is already preparing
another faw to limit and under-

mine the right to strike.

) contrary - their
divisive tactics bogged down the
whole issue in endless proced-

A

- -‘. n..
. o
'RV LS N

. S % . A o’ I e

b S . 4 e SRV
BT SRR o o e S S S S SO ,
'\ . . - . By . Oy

e

L et
e, B -'v',‘-’-‘-. ot .
e i B, = S SR TSt N S ,-:v--‘
. IO e IO Gt et PR A
’1‘2‘ . .9} gl s -_r\.(~ .

Giscard With Thatch(:r




el e me, g i

- s et el . .

o .

W =¥ .
- comta sy plens mljen 16 5 mtS SNaER

— .
— — . - v

wvdl = = g = slirile SrPlgy o, ST -t -
: - — v —— v Tt o revi A n 3
oet et L] . . - . U . .
- BRI . L . .
. . . - ) . - . . ‘
- * . .

) —— PR, A -

Ay T

Page 10

INDUSTRIAL NEWS

- 4 -
~emmnrenetll
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Tory vultures are hover-
ing over the most profitable
sectors of the nationalised
industries.

They are waiting for the

fruits of the labours of
Thatcher’s . assct-sirippers and
axemen. - o

And they are getting
impatient at the initial caution
of the moves towards handing
over the richest pickings to the
cxploitation of ‘‘private enter-
prise’’.

Assault

Important though they arc
as an assault on thc state scctor,
the Tory. moves so far
announced
designed to test out the

~ responsc of ‘union leaders than
to fully implement Thatcher’s

plans to hand over whole arcas

of the public scrvrces to private
| oapltalrsts

In electricity supply, for
examplo the EETPU leadership

~is verbally committed to defend-

arc clcarly more-

.‘#"-

State sector carve-u
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poly. |
bnergy Secretary  David
Howecll has challenged this by
announcing thc intention of
ending thc monopoly regula-

tions which ban firms from

producing and sclling clectricity.
as a main business.

Subsidiary

At present, firms—such as
chemical firms—can produce
their own power and scll any
excess, so long as it is only a
subsidiary part of their business.

There is no known qucue of
privat¢ businessmen wishing to
sct up their own powcer stations:
it would bec a risky, highly
cxpensive and dubiously profit-
able venture.

But there is no limit to the

number of businessmen who
would like a slice of the colossal

 profits made by the state-owned

electricity boards.
If the right wing EETPU
leadership do nothing to oppose

the attack on the Board’s mono-

C_—D
O

ing thc 71-year old state mono-

poly, there is little doubt that.

JOIN THE
WSL!

Returned to office after five years of Labour betrayals
the Tory govermment has immediately begun wreldmg a
sharpened axe om jobs; conditions and social services. Trade
union rights face.imminent legal attack. Prnces are already
rocketing upwards. |

Plum scctors of statec industry will be handed to the Tories’
-profiteering big brusiness backers; and the pay rises to police and
armed forces mark only the prelude to increased state violence
against pickets amd anti-fascists and an mtensitied army crackdown

- in the occupied North of Ircland.

"The Callaghiin-Healey leadership has made it clear that it will
opposc any pers;pective other than settling down and meckly accept-

ing five years of Tory dcvastation.

And, thougrh thcy have oncc more dusted off therr near-
forgotten ‘‘socialist™ speeches, Labour’s ‘left wing’ MPs have .
continued to d.uck away from any fight to remove Callaghan.

TUC leaders, too, have set out to establish a basis for collabora-
tion with Thatcher and the Tory cabinet, paralleling their .mtr-.
working class alliance with Wilson and then Callaghan.

- But the working class has experienced. and overcome such
betrayals beflore—to topple Heath’s union-bashing government in
1974, and sinash through Callaghan’s reactionary Phase 4 of wage
controls in ‘a series of monumcmal pay -batties in the winter of
1978. ‘

These ex.periences are not dcad They point to the way that jobs
social servic:es and hard-won union rights can be defended against
renewed Torxy attacks.

But a principled, revolutionary leadership is needed if the

Labour tra.itors, the TUC collaborators and their hangers-on in the
Communis;t Party are to be exposed and pushed asrde ‘and the mass
struggles 1mobilised that can defeat and remove the Tory govern-
ment.

Such a; leadershlp must fight day in and day out for a programmc
of transit ional demands which, starting from today’s conditions and

today’s consciousness within "the working class, lead workers to

grasp the: necessity for socialist revolution.

And in taking up democratic demands—such as an end to racial
and sexiaal discrimination, it must show the crucial role that must be
played by the working class as the only consistently revolutionary

class capable of leading the struggle for the emancnpatlon of

mankrr d.

Ang it must fight on an international basrs-mobrhsmg solidarity
for an ti-imperialist and anti-capitalist struggles—whether in Ireland,

South Africa or elsewhere throughout the world, and drawrlg
streng th and political lessons from revolutronary upheavals such as
that vwhich ousted the hated Shah in Iran. This means fighting for
the re:conistruction of the Trotskyist Fourth International.

To this end, the Workers Socialist League is affiliated to the

- Trotukyist International Liaison Comnmpittee which fights to reaffirm

and develiop the method and principles of the 1938 Transitional
Progirammee, and for full -discussion in the world Trotskyrst move-
ment.
. The next period will see ‘major class struggles in Bntaln. A
principled Marxist leadership is essential Our movement though
strong in pirogramme is small in numbers. |

JOIN U:S and take forward the struggle for socrallsm'

the next step will be towards

selling shares in the existing
state electricity supply industry.

This is already the case in
the docks: the Tories plan to
change thc British Transport
Docks Board into a company —

~and sell shares in it to their

fricnds, the bankers and specu-
lators. |

Elsewhere, the Tories are
focussing their attention on
forcing in the thin end of the
wedge—a comparatively small
initial breach of existing state
monopolics—as a prelude to a
tull scale strategy for. the
“hiving off” of the most lucra-
tive sectors.

Telecommunications

Thus in telecommunications,

Sir Keith Joseph has announced
plans to breach the monopoly -

on the supply and maintenance
of equipment,
private firms to offer services
such as data processing usmg
Post Office circuits.

“Initially’® these would be

allowed only where they did not

compete with the Post Office;
but this condition will quickly
be dropped..

One problem Joseph faces in

implementing this policy is the

prospect of unleashing a massive

flood of imported high technol-

ogy equipment which British

‘telecommunication firms are at

present incapable of producing
at. competitive prices.

“Embarrassment

It is this embarrassment

which explains the period of -

delay before the Tory plans are
implemented: even the most
rigorous monetarist must quail
simply handing over the
potentral profits of telecom-
munication supply to rival elec-
tronics firms in the USA, Ger-
many, Japan and the Far East.
Things are rather simpler on

"and to  allow

the postal side: the Tory objec-
tive here is to create the clbow
room both for profitable private
enterprise to move in and for
the axing of the least profitable
SErvices.

The immediate complrance
of UCW leader Tom Jackson in
these schemes will no doubt en-

courage Joseph and his hench-

men in their next moves.

But a growing body of
opposition to  hiving off
proposals in two other ficlds—
British Rall’s non-rail subsidiar-
ies and the British National Oil
Corporation—has forced an
unexpected Tory climbdown.

British Rail is to have 100%
ownership of a new company to
cover its non-rail activities—and

plans for private -investment

SCCILALIST PRESS, Wednesday 30 July 1980

HoWéZl

have been deferred.

And the long awaited plan
to sell shares in the BNOC has
also been aborted by Energy
Secretary Howell, who is now
proposing to leave BNOC .intact
and to sell not shares but bonds
—to the annoyance of Tory
right wingers.

Meanwhile elsewhere in the
public sector the Tories are
investigating ways of bringing
in contract firms to carry out
laundry, catering, cleaning,
butlding and estate management
in the National Health Service.

But with NHS ancillary

- workers’ wages at poverty level

already, it is hard to see how
private enterprise could hope to
undercut the present cost of

these services—unless a supple-

T osh |

woday *¥oorm3s uyopr :O0LOHJ

Jackson |

mentary charge was levied on

‘patients for clean sheets and
food.

- The Tory offensive on the
state sector 1s only beginning:
but as rationalisation strips
away much of the traditional
industrial base of British capital-
ism it is obvious that bankers
and investors are now looking

for lucrative areas in which their

capital can be used for the
direct exploitation of new sec-
tions of workers. - |

These attacks can be stopped
—by mass action by workers in
the public and private sectors to
bring down the Tories, and
demand the Labour leaders
implement their - promise to
renationalise ‘‘hived off”’ sectors
with no compensatron
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repeatedly denied strikers the r

‘make the strike offici

e

- SOCIALIST PRESS, Wednesday 30 July 198

The logic of the Tories’
Education Bill is now work-
ing. through with a
vengeance in the county of
Dorset—giving a preview of
the things to come else-
where in the country.

Using their new discretion- .

ary powers to vary the price and
provision of school meals--
powers which less than 12
months ago seemed a mere sick
joke in the minds of a few

e

“School medls
axed!

Encouraged by the com-
plete refusal of the TUC
leaders to mount any
struggle to prevent the
passage of James Prior’s
anti-union * “Employment”’
Bill, the Tories are sticking
the boot in.” .

It has been announced that

the Bill will be supplemented by
a code of practice limiting any

- picket line to a maximum of six
people. ;

Page 11

It is forcing the TUC leaders

“to choose between either fight-
ing for the removal of the Tory -

government or acting even more
openly as defenders of a bank-
rupt and vicious’ capitalist class
m a ruthless drive for profits.

Agenda

But a good indicator of the
path the TUC leaders have
chosen can be seen in the
agenda for this year’s TUC

: : : - - - congress. | :
extreme right wing Tories—the & &~ A S This proposal will not be While » .
< : assed through Parliament—but le a record 48 motions
Dorset County  Councillors b 5 blast out heated anti-Tory

agreed on Thursday to end
school meals for all primary and

will simply be enforced by the .

police, |
Coming over and above the

rhetoric, there are unmistake-
able moves towards a new wage-

ggi‘((il}neg Scygg 1 ggﬁlggn 1:11:;? e legal restrictions on picketing - cutting “social contract” with
workers. | contained in the Employment ‘the Labour leadership.
| Bill, this new move is designed There is no hint of action to
. | to complete a full-scale scabs’ challenge or defy the Tory anti-
Police charter. union laws--and general calls to
_ » ti‘fight the cuts” are detached
' : ' W ' rom any practical proposals on
The demonstration mounted Mass strength action to be taken.

- by parents and trade unionists

against this horrendous decision
was met by police who cleared
petitioners out of the Counci

chamber.
The total lack of fight

nationally by the major trade

change the Education Act it was
not its intention to sece the
school meals service collapse”.

Dunn is totally wrong. For

ERVRRELE & B Bk Ceepn Y

many reasons, this is precisely
what the Tories do want.
A complete end to the ‘wel-

strategy to divide and weaken

the working class. |
Fory determination must be

met with the determination of

B ;:.‘:'

Bt

g A e

A protest picket was staged last week outside the COurt, Where the cases of 24 pickets

NUPE leader Fisher

the trade union movement, lead-
ing parents and other commun-

ity groups.

and voluntary redundancy, the
Tories will viciously proceed
‘with their plans to end the
whole state welfare system.

........

e e e

. cem A R L
.........

arrested outside the Adwest Engineering plant at Reading were due to be heard.
The pickets were seized on the July Day of Action

by police, who have now
ight even to approach workers going into the plant in

defiance of the three-month strike against victimisation. The TGWU is still refusing to

al, and funds are dangerously low. Donations are urgently needed:

they should be made payable to J. Dhoot and rushed to Danny Broderick, 46, Berkley

Avenue, Reading.

- reconciled to

But the Tories know that in
restricting the size and scope of
picket lines they have the tacit
support of many trade union
leaders, who hate nothing more
than the working class feeling

officials during the marathon
unionisation struggle at Garners
Steak Houses in London struck

~a secret deal with the police to

limit picket lines to six strong.

The only way TUC leaders
are likely to be driven into even
verbal opposition to this latest

Tory attack is through annoy-

ance at the prospect of it being

unemployment would lead, to:
“soctal disturbance [!] and

_ youngsters having resentment

created in their minds as a way
of life”. h

Above all the right wing
TUC and Labour leaders want
to forestall any rise in class con-
sciousness—particularly among
the youth, who are by no means
the miserable
future planned for them by
Thatcher and Callaghan.

Destruction

Yet there is no solution to
unemployment without an all-
out struggle for the overthrow
of the crisis-ridden capitalist
system in which the pursuit of
profit now entails the vandal-
istic destruction of whole
sectors of industry and social
services, and the utilisation of

the vast pool of unemployed .

Basnett

defied by their members in mass
action. -
Indeed it is largely the pros-

requiring an 80% ballot vote for
‘them to continue. | |
GMWU leader Basnett com-

plained that ‘this would de-

stabilise industrial relations™.
Indeed the Tories’ course of

- confrontation does disrupt the

cosy collaboration established

. between .employers and union

bureaucrats over recent decades.

workers as a lever to force down
wages and divide the labour
movement. | '

Socialist

y

The struggle for full employ- |

ment in a planned, socialist
economy requires  the fullest
mobilisation of the working
class to remove the Tory govern-
ment and establish a new, social-
ist leadership in the labour
movement.

But it can and must begin
with a fight in today’s condi-
tions to: .
 *Stop the sackings! Occupy
threatened plants; fight for sup-
porting strikes and blacking

action. Demand work-sharing on

full pay to preserve all jobs.

- ¥Open the books of industry
to elected trade union commit-
tees, to show the need to
nationalise basic industry and
the banks without compensa-
tion under workers’ manage-

HEY O’FISHALL—LOOK AT THESE UNEMPLOYMENT
FIGURES — D g MiLtioN AND STILL RISING !

\_

( 'VE NEVER SEEN HIM SO SMUG/ SURELY
HE MUST )NOW THAT NOW THE DAMN PHONE

WON'T STOP RINGING FOR WEEKS... WHAT
SHALL | TELL THE MEMBERS ? -

OFISHALL-DON'T YoU REALISE ? THE ToRIES ARE

| DENATIONALISING EVERY THING, EVEN
THE POST OFFICE — THERE'L]L BE

- Only the Bakers Union calls
for a campaign “‘to bring down.
the Tory government and bring
to office a Labour government
pledged to socialist policies con-
tained in Clause 4 Part 4 of the
Labour Party constitution.

the Bakers Union motion is
destined for Len
waste-paper basket. -

.

The struggle against the Tory =

anti-union laws, like the struggle
against any of the present
barrage of attacks on the work-
ing class, requires a new, revolu-
tionary leadership in the trade

~unions and labour movement.

2 mi"ion oo .from buck. page

workers denied the right to a
job. Murray whined that mass -

ment. .

*Organise the unemployed!
Full union rights for unem-
ployed workers and youth!
Force the union leadess to fight
Tory attacks on dole and other

- benefits!

*Build councils of action!
Fight to defend and extend
occupations and strikes through
local bodies drawing delegates

“from all labour movement
-Oorganisations.

*Prepare to bring down the
Tories! Demand union leaders
in the public and private sectors
prepare for a general strike to
drive out the Thatcher govern-
ment, '

*Kick out the Callaghan/

Healey leadership! Demand the

Labour ‘left’ begin a fight to
remove the right wing and spell

out a socialist internationalist -

programnme (see page 5).

*Build a  revolutionary
leadership in the workers’ move-
ment!

Murray’s

union involved—.NI.JPE—was fare state’ with individual family- As lqng. as the trade upion and using its mass strength pect of an upsurge in the class

reflected by the. plaintive cry of  ynits taking full responsibility leaders—including Alar!. Fisher against the class enemy. struggle  that enrages TUC Waste-basket

the local 0fﬁc1a], Paul Dlll’ll’l, for all care of children, the Sle of NUP.E_avoid or dissipate the The 'LabOUI'/TUC Concordat leaders over Prior’s second aste-Das

when he bleated: and the elderly, placing women  fight with half hearted ‘work to  ¢oncluded by the Callaghan  proposed code—to introduce a And with last year’s TUC as i
“When  the = government  firmly back in the home is a  rule’ sanctions and allow jobs 0 government proposed restric- - periodic review of existing a sorry example; it takes little |

announced its intention to central plank of the Tory be lost through ‘natural wastage’ tjons on picketing: and TGWU  closed  shop arrangements,  imagination to predict that .~

-
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+«.THEY¥E IMPLEMENTED OUJR GARNERS STRIKE POL.ICY—
NO MORE THAN 6 PICKETS AT ANY DISPUTE ///

FORGET ALL THAT—THIS IS A GREAT DAY FOR
THE LABOUR MOVEMENT. THE T.(.C. IS HOLDI

A PARTY —WANNA COME ? ‘
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AT LAST THE
‘TORIES HAVE STARTED To LISTEN TO US...
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| Thatcher
In line with Tory policy,

unemployment  is

at any time simce 1948.
Redundancies are running at
1,000 every day.

"For the Thatcher .
ment, this growing

govern-

strategy to boost the profits of
private Industry and thus line

~ the pockets of the ruling class.

“To force: British employers

' to carry through a frontal attack
~on their workforce, Thatcher

has decreed a policy of sky-high
interest rates and to expose

~them to the tull rigours of inter-

national competition she has
insiste:d on mamtammg a strong
pound.

~ This means that while British
manufacturers find themselves

-outpriced and squeezed out of

markets by international com-
pe:titors at home and abroad,

The strike action that

has erupted all over Poland
“against
price
‘again the determination of
the Polish working class that
they will not allow their
living standards to be driven
down.

the government’s
increases shows vyet

At each point of its cris'is,

the Polish bureaucracy has tried
to raise prices and the working
class has resisted, particularly in
1970
resistanice developed quickly to
violent forms of struggle such
as block:ing railroads.
On iboth these occasions the |
bureaucrracy was
" retreat. The form of the retreat
was to
throughi international loans.

and 1976 when

forced to

defuse the struggle

These have now reached

£8,000 million. The cost of
servicirig these loans is rising all
the tinne with the rise in inter-
national interest rates. A great
part of
“Natioryal Product is simply used
for riepaying capitalist money
lend'e:rs.

the Polish Gross

now-
higher, and rising faster than

tide of
- human misery is all part of their

the

.. throughout cities,

c¢xisting plant and stocks of
matcrials are constantly rising.

The Thatcherite theory 1is
that employers will draw from
this situation the nced to take
firm action—and ram through a
combined programme of ration-
alisation and closurec of less

YW &
v"}t!“’.&

The result of peaceful co-

existence is the attack on the
Polish working class. The
capitalist crisis goes alongside
the bureaucracy’s inability to
involve the masses in planning.

The 1980 mass strikes have
developed in a similar violent
manner to their predecessors.
But their demands have gone
further; the workers of Lublin
not only blocked the railroads
‘but only returned to normal
work on the bdsis of a 10% wage
rise and further discussion of
their democratic demand of the
right to strike, which of neces-
sity means mdependent trade
unions.

This demand hits right at the
base of the power of the bureau-
cracy. it cannot allow any form

of expression to the masses, the

most basic form of which is the
right to strike. Once workers are
allowed to act independently of
the bureaucracy then all the
privileges of the bureaucracy
will be challenged.

Once workers begin to strike
regions and
even the whole of Poland, then
the basis for the formation of
Soviets is laid. The most likely
time for s‘uch a formation is in a

SCR

“their costs in sustaining their

establish

profitable plants, combined
with speed-up and cuts in real
wages for the remaining work-
force.

With eager Tory approval,

British Leyland management has
- taken the lead in this—with the

axing of 13 plants, 25,000 jobs,

dlrect confrontatuon with the -

bureaucracy

This is the danger that the
bureaucracy sees; this is why
they have great fear of the
working class. Despite appear-
ances, they ’are extremely
unstabie
- We salute the Poiish workers.
They are in the forefront of the
struggle of the proletariat of the
whole of Eastern Europe.

- Reports of strikes in the Soviet

Union show they are not alone.

Soviet democracy

The Fourth International s

 less union leadess.

- a viclous package of attacks on

R

dancies and ,attaCks,

shop floor agreements, and a

miserable 5% pay increase rail-

roaded in with the aid of spme-

British - Steel Corporation
and British Shipbuilders
management are followmg on
with their package of redun-
together

R \N / \/%

™~ 8, .

programme . of 1938 spoke of

the struggie for freedom of the
trade union and factory com-
mittees unfolding in the struggle
for Soviet democracy.

The Polish' workers have
never ruled through Soviets as
Russian workers did in- 1917.
These are the only forms of

power that can lead the ‘revol-

utionary uprismg of  the

‘oppressed masses’’ to a political

revolution to overthrow the
bureaucracy inside Poland and
an undeformed

workers state,
This will not be ted by a
“reforming’’ section of the

bureaucracy such as Dubcek in

Czechoslovakia. Polish workers
must -be on guard against false
leaders who try to direct their
struggle so that it is contained
within a continuing bureaucratic

Poland. .

Only under the leadershlp of
a Trotskyist party will the
future soviets lead the political
revolution.

. This means also defence of
the nationalised property rela-
tions in Poland and the USSR
against imperialism.

*Salute the Pohsh workers'
struggles!

*For genuine independent
‘trade unions and the right to
strike!

*For
Soviets!

*For the political revolution
to overthrow the Polish bureau-
cracy!

- *Against intervention from
the USSR!

*For the building of a
Trotskyist party in Poland! =

*For the defence of Poland
and the USSR against imperial-
ist intervention! |

the formation of

with Chrysler/Talbot and Lucas.
- But elsewhere, smaller or
weaker firms are anmply going to
the wall—at the rate of 120
liquidations a week. In every
cas¢ the measures sought by the
Tories mean more sackings,
more closures, less vacancies and
thus a contmued ris€ in unem-
ployment, -
While the prlvate sector in
respons¢ to  the international
slump and the Tory recession,

throws workers by the tens of’

thousand onto the dole queues,
the public sector, too, is axing

- jobs as part of Thatcher s savage

programme of cuts.

Many of these lost jobs fail
to show up in the official unem-
ployment statistics, since the
first workers sacked are part-
timers—many of them married
women ineligible for benefits
who therefore do not register as
unemployed.

If these *“‘invisible™
along with the 200, 000 involved
in various phony government

‘“job creation” schemes, it is
clear that the Thatcher govern-

~ ment has already created a pool

of over 2% million unemployed.
Yet not in one single
instance have trade wunion

leaders in- either the public or

private sectors lifted a finger in
serious ‘action to prevent the

Pul: lished by Folrose Ltd for the Workers So cm,hst League, BM Box 5277, London wWClV 6XX Printed by Mormng thho Printers Ltd., London.
Re: sistered as a newspaper at the Post Ofﬁce §1gned articles do not necessanly reflect the views of the Workers Soclahst League.

H
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Tory onslaught on jobs.

‘There has been no officmlly '

led occupation to prevent the
closure of a single factory: there

~have been no preparations even
for blacking action to prevent

the transfer of work that
generally accompames “ratlonal-
1sation’’.
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unemployment figures.

No challenge

It is therefore the height of .
‘hypocrisy for union leaders,
TUC - leader Len
to make angry state-
ments denouncing the latest -

Neither under Labour noi -

under Thatcher have they even
challenge the - i
of the employers ‘to .
their profits at the -
-expense of the workforce. ‘

attempted to
‘right’
Increase

Indeed the union Ieaders -'
make it clear. they are more

afraid of the possibility that * -
anger over unemployment will
threaten their peaceful coexis-

-tence with the Tories than . -
genuinely concerned about the
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Statement on the strike wave in Polalid ‘ade'pted by the Trotskyist Inte'r;
~national Liaison Committee Summer School on J uly 27 and signed by 1ts
affiliated and sympathlsmg sections.

Polish workers’ upi'ising!. 1970
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