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““NOT MERELY a recession,
but another great depress-
ion”’. That’s the forecast,
not just from socialists, but
from conservative econom-
ists, people who think the
capitalist system is basically
all right.

Manufacturing output —
they predict — will fall
162 % over the next couple
of years. That’s the equi-
valent of one factory in six
closing down.

Already this March manu-
facturing output was 2%
below the slump level of’
1975, and 9% down from its
most recent high.

Unemployment will be
2% or 3 million by 1981 or
1982 — and no-one will pre-
dict if or when it will drop
again.

Bankruptcies are multiply-
ing — 1,500 firms so far this
year. Major sections of in-
dustry, like steel and cars,
are cutting back drastically
— almost collapsing. Basic
public services are collaps-
ing even faster.

Even the bosses’ organisa-
tions and the bosses’ papers
(like the Economist and the
Financial Times) now see
disaster ahead, and are
appealing for some change or
other in Government policy.

The Bank of England
wants pay to be kept 5%
behind the cost of living.
Tory ministers are be-
ginning to talk about Govern-
ment pay curbs, at least for
the public sector. So they
might cushion the crisis a bit
for the bosses — but only
make it worse for the work-
ing class.

The US, too, is sliding into
slump. The rest of the capi-
talist world is not far behind.

The Tories did not create
the crisis. But their policies
are calculated to make it
worse. They see the crisis
as a law of nature. But they
believe — partly out of eco-
nomic superstition, partly
because they just can’t see
what else to believe — that
all the Government should or
can do is control the money
supply, cut its own spending,
pump money into the pockets
of the profiteers, and wait for
the mystic ‘invisible hand’ of
free enterprise to bring pros-
perity. _

In truth the crisis is not a
law of nature but a law of
capitalism. In times of boom,
the drive for profit spurs

competitors on to huge in-
vestments. But the economic
law of the capitalist rat-
race is the law of the jungle.
There is no planned relation-
ship between the growth of
investment and the consequ-
ent growth of production,
and the growth of the
market.

Eventually the wild drive
for profit runs up against the
limits of the capitalist market
— especially at a time like
now, when the world monet-
ary and trading set-up is in

chaos. Too little is produced .

in relation to human needs,
but too much in relation to
the market. Under capital-
ism, there is no necessary
correlation between needs,
effective demand, and pro-
duction.

Profits falter, inyestment
slumps, bankruptcy and un-
employment spread from
sector to sector, and the cap-
italist economy spirals into
slump. _

There is a way out: to
establish a direct relation
between production and hu-
man needs, by taking the
means of production into
common ownership and es-
tablishing rational, democra-
tic working-class control and
planning.

But the right-wing leaders
of the labour movement think
like the Tories. Even if they
have some vague socialist
phrases for use on speech
days, in practice they see
capitalist crisis as a law of
nature. They cin only think
of plans to soften the crisis.
Their current best idea is...
incomes policy! Their way of
‘fighting the Tories’ .is to
beg the Government to be
more sensible and ‘change
course’, 7

The right-wing outlook
is no good for fighting the
Tories, still less for giving
positive answers to the cri-
sis. They used to be able to
con us with the promise that
things would go forward,
slowly perhaps but surely,
if we waited, voted Labour at
the right times, and patiently
accepted their slow dribble
of social reform.

But there is no steady pro-
gress to be had now. The
right-wingers can promise us
nothing to wait for. We have
to mobilise the labour move-
ment now to kick the Tories
out and make sure the labour
movement’s policies for nat-
jonalisation and workers’
control are put into prac-
tice, not just left as good
intentions.

We: need to fight the
Tories now with direct ac-
tion, breaking the law if
necessary. At the same time
we must fight to transform
our movement, to make it
an effective positive alter-
native to the Tories. We
must fight for socialist poli-
cies and at the same time for
the democratic - reforms
which the right-wing lead-
ers are so desperately trying
to fend off: for a labour
movement under the control
of the rank and file, which
can create a government
accountable to and based on
the rank and file — a work-
ers’ government.

Steel towns like Consett [above] face devastation
now. And within a year there could be three

million on the dole.
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Racist swoop in N.London

FORTY POLICE with dogs
and 15 Home Office offi-
cials swooped on a North
London factory on Friday
June 20, looking for ‘illegal
immigrants’.

Thirty one people were

' arrested, though eleven were

soon released,and one is still
being held ‘for questioning’.
Twelve are — to use the pol-
ite language of racist offic-
jaldom — ‘in the care of the
Home Office’.

When they arrived at the
Main gas appliances factory
in Edmonton, police and im-

migration officers demanded
to see the company’s pay-
roll. According to the em-
ployers, Thorm-EMI, ‘The
first we knew about it was
when the police arrived’’.

While the Home Office
people went into the pay off-
ice, the police, with dogs,
patrolled site and the
nearby railway line.

There were a few scuffles
as black workers — many of
them West Africans — were
held. Some mamaged to
escape and crossed the rail-

way line despite the dogs.

This is not the first of such
raids in the area. As before,
the police and Home Office
obtain warrants which do not
name anybody — they’re just
out to net as many blacks as
possible.

The Joint Council for the
Welfare of Immigrants pro-
tested at this ‘fishing exped-
ition in which it is necessary
for people to prove that they
are innocent’. The JCWI
also expressed doubt wheth-
er such raids were even law-
ful.

Whatever the legality of
it, the workers’ movement
should have a clear policy.

No cops in the factory! No
victimisation of blacks! No
immigration controls!

Both Enfield and Haringey
Trades Councils are taking
the matter up. Pressure
should also be put on the
officials of the NUSMW-
CH&DE, the main union at
the factory, to defend those
arrested — irrespective of
whether they are judged to
be ‘illegal immigrants’.
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AUEW: Organising t

LEFT-WING engineers are
meeting _,this = Saturday
(28th) at a time when the
AUEW- faces one of the worst
crises in its history.

We face the twin scissors
of the Duffy-Boyd leader-
ship on one side and the
bosses on the other. The
bosses are out to cut living
standards, the top AUEW
leaders are helping them by
trying to crush and isolate
left-wing opposition in - the.
union.

Engineering - is  being

- slaughtered. Since January

8,000 jobs have gone down
the river in Manchester
alone, and only one factory,
Stone Platts in Oldham, has
attempted to fight redund-
ancy. Everywhere else there
is a rush to take voluntary
redundancy. Workers are
leaving an industry which

'ten years ago was seen to be

a good job and now is reck-
oned to be low-paid and .in-
secure. :

Much of the blame must
‘lie with the union Execu-
tive Committee (EC). Lack
of . leadership and divisive
claims at national level have
meant that bargaining has
taken place mainly at factory
and local level.

This has taken the focus
away from unifying, across
the board claims which are
especially necessary in a
period of slumps and crises.
The bosses’ hand has been
strengthened with productiv-
ity dealing and measured
day work.

To fight this fragmenta-
tion, we need demands
which unify us — demands
like 35 hours now, across the
board claims for substantial
increases, - and automatic
protection of wages against
inflation.

‘But Duffy and Boyd are

putting theg boot in against

correspondence from th

militants. Earlier this year Engineers’ Charter.

two union officials were sack-
ed for doing research for
Bob Wright in their own
time. Proposals on the table
for full-time branch secret-
aries on the model of the
EETPU can only hasten the
day of amalgamation with
Franco. Chapple’s union.
Already AUEW branch secr-
etaries have been circulated
with a letter from union
headdharters in Peckham
Road warning them about

During the strikes in sup-

-port of the national claim

last .year, Charter was the
main force trying to organise
on the ground for an all-
out strike. As well.as that,
the Charter’'s support for
the no-confidence motion

on the EC after the Derek "

Robinson fiasco has marked
it out as a major enemy for
the bureaucrats.

The slogan of the Charter June,

conferénce on Saturday -—

he left |

Stop the Rot, Kick. out the
Right — needs to be given
immediate  substance. If
every joh is to be defended,
and is to be worth defending,
we need to build a. powerful
movement -of the rank and
file, based on stewards’
committees and the strength
of the shop floor.

MICK WOODS

* Engineers’ Charter con-
ference: 1lam, Saturday 28
at Holborn Ljbrary
Hall, Theobalds Rd, London.
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Teachers: a shift
to theleft

THE ‘RANK and File’ teach-
from

ers’ 0 grown
500 tom ) members over the
last year.

100 delegates attending the
‘Rank and File’ annual confer-
ence last weekend (21st-22nd)
reported increased support
in the teachers’ unions for
socialist policies, and the
conference made steps for-
ward on several issues. .

On Saturday the conference
worked out model resolutions
to push for the NUT (National
Union of Teachers) confer-
ence. The main political de-
bate came over an amendment
from Workers’ Action sup-
porters for R&F to argue for
a clause in the pay claim
guaranteeing monthly pay n-
creases to compensate for in-
flation. ]

The amendment was de-
feated. Cham_t ie 'Bosed txﬁl;:rgt,
opposing I, argued 1
would put our pay into the
hands of the bureaucrats and
stifle militancy. .

As Workers’ Action sup-
porter Cheung Siu Ming point-
ed out, our pay negotiations
are very much in the hands of
the bureaucrats at present!

ut inflation-protection

ot be won and defended with-
out a constant fight.

_On Saturday the -confer-
ence also heard a lively report
from a Nottingham delegate
about the ht to re-
instate Eileen Crosbie, a nurs-
ery teacher sacked for refus-
ing. on official union advice,

,more lively

to take responsibility for a
class of 40 under-5s with the
assistance of only one nursery
nurse.

The NUT has backtracked
on action in defence of Cros-
bie. The National Executive’s
proposals for action are less
now than when she was only
suspended, despite the fact
that the branches concerned

have voted for indefinite strike
_action.
Meanwhile, Eileen Cros-

bie’s husband, a policeman,
has been interviewed in Lon-
don about his possible Com-
munist leanings. .. ’

On Sunday there was much
ebate.

A motion from Lambeth
R&F calling on R&F to sup-
port affiliation of the NUT to
the Labour Party, in order to
assist the struggle to demo-
cratise the arty, was
amended to read simply that
R&F ‘will not oppose, but crit-

ically support tion,
while not campaigning forit’.
The supporters of the

amendment saw only one reas-
on for not ogggsmg affilia-
tion was that R&F should not
line up with the right wing in
the union. WA supporters
arﬁed that the fight in the
Labour Party is important both
in terms of the cuts fight and
general politic*. But others
said that the fight over Labour
Party democracy is past its
peak, that it would be a divers-
ion from the struggle, and that
affiliation of the NUT would

simply mean... the addition
of one more right-wing block
vote to those already support-
ing Callaghan. (A strange
argument from militants com-
mitted to democratising the
union and breaking the hold of
the right-wing bureaucracy!)

In another debate, some
R&F supporters also felt that
support for, or work with, the
Women in the NUT group,
could be a ‘diversion’.

Leeds R&F submitted a re-
solution calling for stess to
unification of R&F and the

other major left-wing grouping
in the NUT — the Socialist
Teachers’ Alliance, politically
dominated by the International
Marxist Group.

This motion was amended so
that it simply welcomed  the
increased cooperation -be-
tween the two groups. How-
ever, an amendment from WA
supporters was carried, call-
ing for a bulletin to be produc-
ed by the two groups, outlin-
ing and explaining their diff-
erences.

This gives grounds for hope
about progress towards unity.

Conference also agreed to
support the ‘Charter 80’
campaign for political prison-
ers’ rights in Northern Ire-
land, and to campaign for
Troops Out.

Although marked by the pol-
itical domination of the Social-
ist Workers’ Party, with its
belief that almost anything
beyond direct union issues and
building R&F is a ‘diversion’,
the conference showed that
some vital questions are at
least being discussed.

PETE FIRMIN

trade unionists.

The cuts have pushed many teachers into fighting back as

at this year's

MINERS’

IVOTE

COULD

BE
CRUCIAL

CHANGES IN VOTING on
democracy by some of the
larger unions at the Labour
Party Conference in October
may enable the Left to win its

democratic reforms on re-

selection of MPs, election of
Party leader and control of
the Manifesto. _

The outcome of this week’s
NUM conference, - whose
quarter of a million votes were
last year cast in favour of the
status quo by Joe Gormley,
could a very important
part in chantging the balance
of forces: the ing Left
in the union is determined to
Chmiie p:rh: poeiﬁ«::, and
poss ng enough.

UCATT members, at their
conference early in
voted to cast their block vote
in favour of the reforms which
last year, and
CoHSE has changed its vote
to support the proposal for
an electoral college for the
election of leader.

The NUR conference in
July will be a battlefield be-
tween the executive, in favour
of mandatory reselection,
and the general secretary Sid
Weighell, who op; 8 it.
ASTMS and AT also
have .major differences be-
tween the ' membership and
the general secretaries, Clive
Jenkins and Bill Keys.

Lack of democracy in such
unions, and lack of control over
the delegates to conference,
many of whom have consider-.
able powers of discretion in
casting their unions’ votes,
is a major block at present to
a decisive vote for the reforms
conference.
But with an estimated 90%
of the constituencies support-
ing the Left, it seems that the

| Right will have to fight to -

ain ground before T
it is not to lose much of its
hold on the Party.

N

Backing democratic reforms:

TGWU 1,250,000
NUPE 500,000
UCATT 200,000
ASTMS 147,000
TASS[AUEW] 94,000
Agricultural workers 75,000
| Dyers and bleachers . 60,000
NGA 60,600
Sheetmetal workers 53,000
SOGAT 50,000
Furniture and Allied
Trades 42,000
Bakers 37,000
ASLEF 27,000
FBU 16,000
NATSOPA 16.000
2,627,000
Backing reform of election of
Leader: .
CoHSE 105,000
Uncertain: S
NUM 250,000
NUR 180,000
Tailor and garment
workers : 105,000
Foundry workers . 42,000
Seamen 25,000
Agnin‘:’t democratic reforms:
GMWU ,
USDAW 429,000
EETPU 260,000
UPW 187,000
APEX . - 109,000
ISTC 85,000
POEU 79,000
Boilermakers 75,000
TSSA 60.000
2,861,000

NATIONAL Executive Com-
mittee ‘'members . on the
Commission of Inquiry were
called upon last night to
write a minority report opp-

‘osing . the Commission’s
findings on the Electoral
College and the Party

Manifesto, and to present
that minority report to Lab-
our Party Conference in
October. The call came from

the Rank and File Mobil-

ising Committee for Labour
Democracy which held an
emergency meeting in the
House of Commons yester-
da_i'_ evening (17th June).

he Committee demanded
an Electoral College based
on re-weighted voting at
Labour Party Conference
to give every constituency
party, every Member of
Parliament  and Party
candidate and every affil-
iated organisation a vote.
The Committee rejected the
proposal put forward by the
Commission of Inquiry and
demanded that there should
be no connection bétween
the Electoral College and
the Manifesto. Every con-
stituency party and all.
members and affiliates of
the Committee’s supporting
organisations are to be sent
immediately a letter. It
urges constituency parties to
table a motion to this year’s
Conference. which ‘‘would
give the political and indus-
trial wings of the movement
an equal say; 25% of the
votes would be ¢ast by con-
stituency parties and 25%
would be cast by MPs or
Prospective  Parliamentary
Candidates, and the other
half by affiliated organ-
isations’’. -

At the meeting were
representatives from Cam-
paign for Labour Party
Democracy, Clause IV,
Independent Labour Public-
ations, Institute for Workers’
Control, Labour Co-ordin-
ating Committee, Labour
Party Young  Socialists,
Militant, National Organis-
ation of Labour Students,
and Socialist Campaign for
Labour Victory. NEC mem-
bers present at the meeting
gave a report of the Comm-
ission’s proceedings and left
after a brief discussion.

On the Labour Commission of
Inquiry, the decisive views and
votes . belong to  two trade
union leaders — Moss Evans
and Clive Jenkins. Both of
them argued against their
own union policy. ]

Jenkins came to the decisive
session of the lno?llry fresh
from a conference of his union,
ASTMS, which had voted for
mandatory re-selection and
NEC control of the manifesto,
and specifically * Jenk-.
ins to use his ition on the
Inquiry to promote these
measures. :

But Jenkins voted AGAINST
mandatory re-selection [which
nonetheless scr: through
the Inquiry, with Moss Evans’
vote], and AGAINST NEC con-
trol of the manifesto. -

ASTMS no.8 division
council, meeting on Saturday
21st, responded. promptly by
passing this resolution.

‘“This Divisional Council
views with disma&ethe report-
ed fact that the General Sec-
retary voted contrary to AS-
TMS policy....on the Labour

_Party Commission of Inquiry...

In the light of this we emphas-
ise the need for ASTMS policy
to be put forward at the
coming ur Party confer-
ence and for our delegates to
vote accordingly”’.

Other divisional councils
and branches should pass sim-
ilar resolution — and press for
suplmm to be given to the Rank
& File Mobilising Committee
for Labour Democracy.




LABOUR

by COLIN FOSTER

MEETING ON Tuesday
17th, the Rank and File
Mobilising Committee for

bour Democracy decided
to come out strongly ag-
ainst the report of Labour’s
Inquiry. .

The Inquiry — by a
narrow majority — is re-
commending the election
of Party leader by an
electoral college (% MPs,
% unions, % CLPs and
socialist societies), and
control of the Manifesto
by the electoral college
too. It also reaffirms
mandatory reselection.

The RFMC will soon be
producing a special insert
for its broadsheet, Mob-
ilise for Labour Democ-
racy, criticising the 'In-

quiry. majority report and .

calling for election of
Leader by a broader elec-
toral college and NEC
control of the Manifesto.
The Inquiry minority —
the five NEC nominees and
Party Treasurer Norman

“Atkinson — have announ-

ced that they will produce
a minority report and try
to get the NEC to back it.

" The RFMC backs  this

move but criticises the
Inquiry minority’s choice
of a %:%:% formula for
the electoral college to

LABOUR PARTY STRUCTURE

Mobilising Committee

condemns Inquiry report

choose the Leader. (One
third MPs and candidates,
one third CLPs, one third
unions: in the Inquiry
minority’s view, this
electoral college would be
solely for Leadership elec-
tipns, and not for control
of the Manifesto, which
should belong to the NEC).

The RFMC' says the
Inquiry - minority and the
NEC should instead go for
the Ya:VYa: % electoral
college, which has a small-
er weighting for MPs and
which has the "strongest
support in the Party
rank and file. This %:%:%
formula is put forward in
a Campaign for Labour
Party Democracy model
resolution this year.

Dennis  Skinner and
Joan Maynard have

said that they will propose
the %:%:% formula on the
NEC.

Grass roots support for
the RFMC’s demand was
shown at the East Midlands
Labour Party Conference
last weekend (21st). The
CLPD's proposals for
electing the leader -were
carried by a margin of
2500 to 1700, after a debate
which made clear that this
meant rejection of the In-
quiry’s report. A well-

attended RFMC fringe'

meeting was addressed by
Audrey Wise, Michael
Meacher and John Bloxam.

On the Labour Party
demonstration against
Cruise missiles on Sunday
22nd, both the RFMC
broadsheet and the new
‘Mobilise for Labour

Democracy’ badge sold
well.
. When the Inquiry report
first came out, some on
the Left may have been
influenced by complacent
and timid attitudes like
that of the Communist
Party’s  Morning  Star.
Always eager to keep in
with the trade union lead-
ers, the Star hailed the
Inquiry  conclusions as
‘‘great steps ‘to more
democracy’’ (June 17th).
On June 18th the Star
warned that ‘‘some left
elements were over-

reacting considerably to "~

the compromises reached
by the commission on the
electoral college and the

Manifesto’’. Despite the

growing outcry from Lab-
our’s rank and file, on the

19th the Star was still
saying: ‘‘some left MPs
are believed to be ready
to support the report as
a step in the right direct-
ion”’.

After = the ‘peaceful
road to socialism’... the
peaceful road to Labour
democracy! But the Star’s
vision of endless gradual,
cautious progress has been
battered by events.

The Inquiry compromise
has very little solid support
and is so botched-up that it
may not even be practically
workable. No-one yet
knows how the %:%:%
ele_ctoral college is actually
goung to be chosen. (The

FMC advocates that an
electoral college should be
formed simply by re-
weighting the votes of

CLPs and dnions at annual
conference, and adding the

votes of MPs and candid-

ates).

_ At the same time, the
right wing is furiously on
the offensive. MP Neville
Sandelson has explicitly
called for a split in the
Party. William Rodgers’
Campaign for  Labour
Victory has threatened a
split and roundly denoun-
ced the Inquiry report as a
"‘total sellout’’.

The main Party leaders,
James  Callaghan and
Dennis Healey, have kept
quiet. But the public
outcry from the Right
gives them cover to man-
oeuvre privately.

hat is going on in
the Labour Party is not a
quiet  inevitable slide
towards democracy, but-a
bitter struggle between
Left and Right — or, more
fundamentally, between
rank and file workers and
activists, - and self-serving
pro-capitalist MPs and
bureaucrats. If the Left
does not organise and go
all out to win this struggle
now, then we will lose the
initiative to the Right —
and the Right will go on the
offensive against us.

With British capitalism
crashing into deeper and
deeper crisis, and the
Tories on the rampage,
we cannot afford to lose.

The Electoral College: whereit
‘comes from, how it has been twisted

IN ITS recent report, -

the Labour Party Comm-
ission of Inquiry has
taken the idea of a Party
‘electoral college’ —
originally floated by the
Left as a formula for
more democratic elec-
tion of the Party Leader
— and turned it into a
way of protecting the
Front Bench and MPs
against accountability.
The Inquiry proposes

. that the Leader should

be elected by a college
made up 50% of MPs,
25% of trade union
representatives, and
25% of constituency
and socialist society
representatives.

The final say on the
Manifesto' would - also
belong to this electoral
college — rather than

to the National Executive

[NEC], as last year's
Labour Conference de-
cided.

So MPs would still
rule the roost — and,
given the power of

" patronage, the Front

Bench would still rule
the roost among MPs.

MARTIN THOMAS
reviews the different
‘electoral college’
proposals and where
they come from.

AFTER THE Inquiry’s re-

port, many Labour activists

are concluding that it was
a mistake ever to get in-
volved in arguments about
an electoral college. We
should  have stuck to the
simpler and better princ-
iple of the leader being
elected by conference. The
leader should be controlled
by the body that controls
policy. )
Now the Left is caught up

“in a 'struggle where we

appear to be haggling over
details of how the elec-
toral college is formed,
not. the principle of demo-
cracy. For 1980 confer-
ence, we have no choice but
to rally behind the pro-
posals for a broad elec-

toral college and explain the
issues as best we can. But
it is useful to review the
development of the debate.

In 1976, Harold Wilson
resigned as leader and the
MPs elected James Calla-
ghan — though most
Labour activists would
clearly have preferred Tony
Benn. Four CLPs put
resolutions to  Labour
Party Conference that year
calling for the leader to be
elected by Conference
(two of them) or by the CLPs
(the other two). But the
Conference passed another
CLP resolution, for the
National Executive (NEC)
to set up a Working Party on
how to elect the leader.

The submissions to the
Working Party showed a
growing mood for demo-
cracy — but no consensus
on the best democratic
method for electing the
leader.

45 CLPs supported the
status quo, 80 wanted
democratic reform. The
preferences of the 80
differed widely. The most
popular ideas were.election
by CLPs (15) or by the indiv-
idual membership (18);
election jointly by MPs and
the CLPs (15); and election
by Conference (18). The
electoral college idea lagged
behind, with 11 CLPs

supporting it.

But the unions showed
no supgert for reform at

all. o
The Working Party’s
report — accepted by the
1977 Conference — said
that three proposals should
be put to 1978 Confer-
ence: status quo, election

by Conference, and elector-
al college. For the electoral
college, it proposed a
Y3:Y5:Ys formula — Y
MPs and prospective cand-
idates, ¥5 CLP delegates,
Y3 unions.

The electoral college
proposal was a compro-
mise between different
strands of thought.

MPs wanted still to have

~a say in the choice of

leader.

For many constituency

‘activists, the first idea,
. prompted by the choice of

Callaghan against Benn in

1976, was election by const- -

ituencies alone. They soon
recognised that the unions
would never accept that:
but they opted for the
electoral college as better
than conference, where
trade unions have 90%
of the votes.

‘And’ it turned out that
many trade union leaders,
too, preferred the electoral
college. They did not want
the responsibility of decis-
ive voice in choosing the
leader.

In 1978, the newly-
formed Labour Coordinat-.
ing Committee backed the
electoral college, while the
Campaign for Labour Party
Democracy went for election
by = Conference. But the
status quo was approved
by a big majority — 4.4
million to 1.9 million.
The trade unions still did

' not want change.

Within months the sit-
uation altered. In 1979,
the LCC’s newsletter re-
ported: ‘‘The  majority
of trade union votes were
swung last time behind the

status quo. We now know
what they got in return:
a wages policy last winter
which publicly divided the
labour movement... .

*‘There are signs that the
unions. and their leaders
want to increase the lead-

- ership’s accountability to

the movement.”’

One sign was the 1979
NUPE Conference, where a
debate on the Labour
government’s cuts and the
‘“‘low pay”’ strike of early
1979 led to a decision to
support democratic reform
in the Labour Party.

The NEC waived the
‘‘three year rule” and
allowed another debate ‘on
the election of.leader at
the = 1979 Labour Conf-.
erence. Slowly, terribly
slowly, - the - labour move-
ment was drawing political
conclusions fro the
experience of the industrial
battles against the Labour
government.

Not only the unions had

shifted. 24 CLPs put in
resolutions or amendments
for election of leader.
15 backed various forms
of electoral college (7 the:
Y3:Y3:%  formula, S a
Ya:ls:Y2  formula) and$
election by Conference.
Three composites were
put to the vote: for election
by Conference (lost heav-
ily), for the %:%:% form-
ula (lost heavily), and for
the electoral college in
principle (lost very narrow-
ly). .
That vote rallied most of
the Left behind the electoral
college idea. This year the
CLPD is ©backing the
Ya:%:%2 formula, and so
is the LCC (though in 1979

Now the electoral college idea has been twisted into a plan

Jor a new governing council of Labour dominated by a few .

MPs and union tops.
they backed V3:Va:!4).
The CLPD .argues that
Y4:%4:% actually represents
S0% for the unions and
50% for the  constituen-
cies — each constituency
has two delegates, of which
one is their MP or candid-
ate — though in fact there
is no way the constituen-
cies can directly control the
MPs, or even the candid-
ates. .
Other details of the
electoral college formula
are also important apart
from the make-up of the
college: the best proposals
argue that the Leader
should be elected or re-
elected yearly, and that the
election should be at
Conference, with the Con-
ference transformed  into
the electoral college simply
by re-weighting the union
and CLP votes and adding
the MPs and candidates’
votes.

The left wing proposals
for an electoral college also
differ from the Inquiry’s
formula in being much
broader — they would
have from 1700 to 2400
votes, rather than maybe
100 in the Inquiry’s college.

THERE WAS always a dan-
ger that the electoral college
proposal would bog us down
in a fight over fractions —
trench-warfare over who
would get a half or who
would have a third.

Now an even bigger
danger is clear. By trying to
give the electoral college
responsibility for the Mani-
festo, the Inquiry has
launched an attack on both
the NEC and Conference.

In reality this electoral
college is what the GMWU
submission called a National
Councll of Labour.

This offspring of Basnett’s
obsessively bureaucratic
brain would create a new tier
of authority in the Labour
Party, dominated by MPs
but effectively standing
above the NEC and Con-
ference.

By giving the electoral
college both elective and

policy-making  roles, the .

Commission’s right wing —

.and that includes Moss .

Evans in this case — are pro-
posing not a very limited
version of reform but a
full-scale attack on even
the present level of Labour
Party democracy.

=




DR WALTER RODNEY, an

intellectual of international

‘repute and a revolutionary

black militant, has .been

.'assassinated by the Forbes

Burnham government in

" Guyana.

According to a statement

- by Walter’s brother, Donald

Rodney, on Friday June
13th  the two of ' them
were in a car in Guyana’s
capital, Georgetown, testing
a walkie-talkie.. The set
had been made for them by
Sergeant " Gregoryw Smith of
the Guyana Defence Force,
who claimed to be sympa-
thetic to the Working Peo-
ple’s Alliance, the new party
of which the Rodneys were
leading figures.

" The walkie-talkie concealed
a small bomb which blew

up, killing Walter instantly.
Donald ‘escaped death and
is now in hiding. According
to Leland Da Cambra, a
WPA militant who add-

ressed packed London public

meetings on two evenings
last week, the plan was to
blow - up Walter Rodney
outside the Georgetown
jail in order to be able to
claim that he had = died
trying to blow up the jail
in an attempt to free 17 WPA
members who were arrested
on June 2nd on treason
charges. :

The murder took place
while Walter himself was on

bail. He was one of five WPA M

militants arrested in July
last year in connection with
the burning down of a mini-
stry building in Georgetown.
The five were obviously be-’

ing ‘fitted up’ for a Guyan-
.ese version of the Reichstag
fire. Three of the five —
Walter Rodney, Dr Omawale
and Dr Roopnaraine, were
charged with arson.

Despite the seriousness of
the charge, the case was sent
before a magistrate whose
stiffest penalty could be a
three year sentence... in ord-
er to ensure there would be
no jury.

N\,

The  assassination -~ of
Rodney is only the latest
in a long series of attacks on
WPA members since the
party was set up in April
1979 and made big inroads
in' the support for the Peo-
ple’s Progressive Party of

Cheddi Jagan, until now the
main  opposition  party.
What  probably  worried

Burnham most was the
‘WPA’s success in reversing
the trend of racial politics
in Guyana. The WPA in-
cluded both main ethnic
groups, the Indo-Guyanese
(traditionally represented by
the . PPP), and the Afro-
Guyanese (traditionally the
base of the Burnham-led
Peopie’s Natiogal Congtress).
The racial split was conn-
ived at by British and US
imperialism, worried by the
Jimited radicalism and pro-
oscow  sympathies . of
Cheddi Jagan, leader ' of
the PPP, the party that ruled
Guyana after independence
in 1953. It was they who
created Burnham’s PNC.

Burnham’s" government,
elected by dubious means in
1968, should have declared
elections in 1973 but did not.
Not only has it held on to
power illegally, but it is
now trying to change the
constitution to give Burnham
even greater powers. '

Where constitutional
sleight-of-hand and ballot
rigging won’t work, . other
tougheér measures are used.
The - murder of Rodney,
other murders, stopping
opposition papers from gett-
ing paper and so closing
them down, and a big in-
crease in ‘the number of
police — all these meas-
ures, the PNC hopes, will
smash ~ down »
In addition, the governt
ment uses the right wing
gangs -of the House of
Israel, led by ‘Rabbi Wash-
ington’.

The House of  Israel is
used both as an assault
force (sometimes  their
thugs are given police
uniforms) and as a. strike-
breaking force. They were
used against the sugar
workers’ strike in 1977,
against picketing bauxite
workers last July/August,
and against members of
three unions involved in
a joint strike also last Aug-
ust.

At independence, there
was only one policeman to
every 300 civilians. Now the
ratio is one to 35. Recently
Burnham, despite the econ-
omic ‘chaos, bought US $2
million worth of equipment
for electronic surveillance.

opposition. ,

Walter
Rodney:
killed for

his fight
lagainst
capitalism

“WALTER RODNEY was g
great Pan-Africanist, a living
link between the continent

-of Africa and the Americas’’.

That was how black historian

«L.R.James described the
late Walter Rodney at a public
commemoration in London’s
Conway Hall last week. B

Rodney was born in George-
town, Guyana [then British
Guiana] 38 years ago, the son
of poor workers who struggled
hard to get him through prim-
ary school.

He went on to study first
at the University of the West
Indies, then, for his doctorate,
in London. In London he wrote
his ‘‘History of the Upper
Guinea Coast, 1545-1800"°.

In London he helped oni%an-
est

ise a study group of
dians and Africans who

e&dmired the work of C.L.R.

James. From London he went

~ to teach in Tanzania, and from

there he returned to the West
Indies to teach history in
Jamaica.

There he had an influence
on the Rastafarian move-
ment, publishing - reflections
on his discussions with them in
“G,r,oundings with my Broth-
ers”,

His work in Jamaica was
cut short when the Shearer
government refused him re-

entry after he had attended
a Black Writers’ Conference.

in Montreal in 1968. Again
Rodney went to Tanzania,
where he developed close
links with both anti-imperial-
ists in mainland Southern
Africa and the anti-imperial-
ist movement in Zanzibar. It
was in- this period that he
wrote his best known work,
‘‘How Europe Underdevelop-
ed Africa’.

He left Tanzania to take up
a professorship at the Uni-
versity of Guyana, but this
appointment was blocked by
Prime Minister Burnham.

In Guyana he did what he -
had done elsewhere -—  he -

refused to focus exclusively on
academic work and took a
leading part in political agit-
ation and organisation. In
1979 he emerged as one of the
leading figures in the newly
formed Working People’s
Alliance, the : successor of
the suppressed Movement
Against ression.

It was above all as a political
militant that he inspired the
Burnham government - with
hatred and fear. They hated
his having revealed them as
neo-colonialist stooges; they
hated his organisation of the
poor; and they hated his
militancy.

Rodney’s socialism was not
the same as ours, His was
g -Africanist and populist.

ut he was bitterly opposed
to the neo-colonialists who
have continued the most opp-
ressive capitalist rule in
Guyana, and many African
countries, using national-
ism as a cover. He died
because he was a fighter
against oppression,
imperialism and
capitalism.

against

Forbes Burnham

against

thef

JO THWAITES

reports on the

Women’s Fightback

conference.

OPENING the second Fight-
back conference in Birming-
ham last Saturday, 21st,
Rachel Lever outlined what
the campaign had set out
to do when it was launched
late last year.

““We felt what was needed
was not so much one more
single-issue campaign, but
something that could co-
ordinate and focus a united
response, a -fightback, in
the face of a Tory assault on
women..., an -assault < that
amounted to an attempted
regression... a  backlash
that would not only hit mill-
ions of women as individuals,
but also set back by decades
our whole struggle for equal
rights and independence’’.

And to take up that chall-
enge we have to organise in
the labour movement, too.

The purpose of the Birm-
ingham conference was to
make policy and set up Fight-
back as a structured cam-
paign.

Over 200 women attended

‘the conference from all over

Britain, and about half were
from Labour Parties and wo-
men’s sections. ‘

In the morning, a draft
policy statement was pre-
sented from the . Planning
Committee. The aim of the

" draft was not to have a whole

shopping list of demands
covering everything "under
the sun, but to state simply
what our tasks are — so that
anyone who picks up a paper "
or sees a leaflet for the first

time can see what we are

about and what we aim to do.
There were two proposed
amendments. =~ Workers
Power argued for a different
policy -statement altogether,
amounting to the political
programme of WP on how to
fight the cuts and attacks
on women’s rights. It pro-
posed that Fightback should
make propaganda for a
general strike, for commit-
tees of trade unionists and
housewives to work out a cost
of living index, for a sliding-
scale of wages, for no recog-
nition of the provisions of the

- Employment Bill, etc. !

Workers® Action support-
ers agree with most of these
objectives. But we argued
against the comrades of
Workers’ Power that the
function of Fightback is not
to make propaganda for this

sort of programme, and its
condition of membership
should not be agreement
with that programme.

The International Marxist
Group (IMG) wanted to de-
lete criticisms of those who

sell out and hold back our-:

fight, and to have instead a
bland sentence saying that
we are in favour of demo-
cracy.

~

They also wanted to de-
lete section 5 of the draft
statement: ““‘We are for di-
rect action, solidarity as wo-
men and as workers, and for
maximum mobilisation for
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- to defend women’s right to

work — by highlighting the -

threat to maternity rights in
the  Employment Bill, by
arguing against any . att-
empts to push women or
part-timers out of work first,
and by educating the labour
movement as te. why wo-
men'’s right to work is central
to women being able to fun-
ction as equals in all areas of
social and political life.

Fightback also plans to
organise a lobby and rally at
the TUC conference in the
autumn. Motions from GLC
Nalgo and the Birmingham
Fightback group ' put
emphasis on the fight ag-
ainst the Employment Bill,
and a motion from Central
Islington Labour Party wo-
men’s section called for a
fight against cuts — and ag-
ainst rate rises too.

A motion to support the
National Abortion Cam-
paign was also passed in the
Action section of the agenda,
.and the Steering Committee
will plan out how all these
decisions will be  imple-
mented.

Unfortunately the discuss-
ion on the Fightback news-
paper was left to the very end
of the conference. But a
workshop on the paper was
held at lunchtime.

The workshop discussed
a proposal put forward by
Women in Action (a jour-
nal for women in the unions,
produced mostly by the IMG)
for fusion with Women's
Fightback. The fusion was
approved by conference, and
the Fightback steering com-
mittee will meet the Women
in Action EB to discuss the
practicalities.

We will be aiming for a
newspaper which is open to
the specialist single issue
campaigns, and to women
who want to write about their
expériences at work, on their
estates, or in their unions —
but also a paper that gives a
unifying lead... a paper that
working-class women can
identify as their own.

It was a lively confer-
ence, with many disagree-
ments — but we felt that
reflected the - success of
the Fightback campaign in
bringing together forces in
the labour movement and the
women’s movement that
would not normally meet.
And - the conference gave
Fightback a sound footing
for campaigns in the coming
months.

As one woman said:
**Women are in the front line
for attacks from the Tories.
We in Fightback must make
sure that women are in the
front line in the overall
fightback against the Tories’’
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Women’s Fightback — latest issue. Single copies Sp plus
10p postage; bundles of 20, £1 post free. ‘ :

FIGHTBACK'S POLICY
1. We aim to build a mass campaign of action against the
major attacks being mounted on women's rights, such as the
right to control our fertility, the right to health and childcare
facilities, the right to work, the right to live in this country with
the partner of our choice, the right to maternity leave and job
security for mothers, the right to wages, benefits and legal
status independent of a man, the right to organise as trade
unionists and as women. S

These rights and others, many not yet won or consolidated,
must be defended and extended in face of the onslaught against
women by this government.

2. Such a mass campaign has to be part of a labour movement
response to the Tory attacks. We aim to provide a focus for
united action by women already organised in the labour move-
ment and. in campaigns and groups of the women’s movement,
and to involve women who do not yet relate to any of these
movements.

3. We aim to strengthen the position of women in the labour
movement, and fight for it to take our needs as a prijority--We
will encourage and aid the organisation and ousness of
women as women . in the labour movement, and fight for the
aims and demands of the women's move.mgx{t in the uniens and
labour organisations.

We fight to change the sexist atmosphere in the labour move-
ment, and for positive discrimination and changes in arrange-
ments and practices to enable women to play a full part at all
levels. We fight for the implementation of the TUC Charter for
women in the unions. We fight against the laboyr movement
reflecting in any way the oppressive ideas about a woman’s
role, which can undermine women'’s ability to fight back, and
dangerously divide the movement. :

We, ally with all those fighting for rank and file control,
demoCracy and accountability, against those who hold back and
sell our fight. Never again a ‘Labour’ government that ignores
party decisions, serves the bosses and bankers, and beats down

workers’ standards and struggles. )

4. We aim-to coordinate and assist those women in the Labour,
Party who are fighting for these aims. :

5. We are for direct action, solidarity as women and as work-
ers, and for maximum mobilisation for all actions against the

capitalist system that exploits and oppresses us.

JUNE 22: 27,000 march
against the Bomb

‘27,000 WERE THERE, de-
spite pouring rain, on the

Labour Party’'s June 22
demonstration against
Cruise nuclear missiles.
William  Rodgers, Sha-
dow Defence minister and
leading - Labour- right-
winger, must have been as
sick as a parrot. He had
demanded that the demon-
stration should affirm that
Labour . supports NATO
and opposes unilateral
disarmament. But the pla-
cards, the slogans and the
banners showed that the
rank and file think differ-
ent. '
Even

some platform

speakers came out for uni-
lateral disarmament.

But the Tories are still’
going ahead with the siting

of Cruise missiles in Bri-
tain. The US war hawks
are still going ahead with
their ‘first strike strategy’,
based on using nuclear
weapons . BEFORE the
USSR in any clash.

. There must be three
rznzain; priorities after June

* Commit trade union
branches, Labour  Parties,
and the whole labour move-
ment to clear, decisive
opposition to the war drive:
unilateral  nuclear disarm-
ament and withdrawal
from NATO.

* Keep up the demon-
strations and protests ag-
ainst the Cruise missiles.
Make sure not a single one
can be sited here without
a huge outcry.

* Fight for democracy
and accountability in the
labour movement, so that
the leaders have to carry
out the movement’s poli-
cies: no Cruise missiles
and no successor to Polaris.

The last Labour govern-
ment spent £1,000 million
SECRETLY on  updating
Polaris, and in Parliament
Callaghan and Rodgers

have BACKED - THE
TORIES on Cruise and Po-
laris — even threatening

to sack Shadow Cabinet
members who supported
Party policy. The move-
ment must win control over
our leaders, and the power
to kick out leaders who
betray and. misrepresent
us.
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INTERNATIONAL

by MIKE FOLEY

“] THINK THERE’S a lot of

things happen here have
been deliberately kept from

| the British people”.. This

was the view of one of the
residents of the Creggan
estaté, speaking on Thames
Television on Tuesday June
18th. ; '

Creggan is a large working
class estate in Derry. Last
year ‘Mary  Holland inter-
viewed some people on
the estate about ten years of
British troops on their
streets. Holland was Irish
correspondent  for - The
Observer for many years
until its present editor,
Conor  Cruise  O’Brien,
decided that one of her
articles — on the same
theme as the.TV programme
— provided propaganda for
the Provisionals.

Holland ‘left’ The Obser-
ver, or, more accurately,
she was effectively forced
out.

The TV broadcast allow-
ed us to hear some of the
ordinary Nationalist popul-
ation, views which O’Brien
would prefer to brand as
IRA propaganda.

The programme was made

TV tells

the

truth onIreland
-foronce

a ygar ago, but has not been
shown until now because of
last year’s TV dispute.
Relatively little has changed
over the year. ‘

The British troops are
still there, although their
numbers have been reduced
to their lowest level since
just before the internment
swoop of 1971. In the mean-
while, the RUC numbers
have risen to over 7,000.

In the border "areas the
RUC has been strengthened
with the formation of ten
Divisional Mobile Support
Units. The Ulster Defence
Regiment is also being
groomed to replace the
British army in more and
more areas.

Sir = Maurice  Oldfield,
former chief of M16, and now
security co-ordinator in the
North, has stepped up cross-

border = cooperation. His
efforts, together with a’
team of NIO officials and
RUC and British Army
officers has been mainly
directed at intelligence
gathering, devising tactical
initiatives and achieving a
co-ordinated 32-County
campaign against the Pro-
visionals. . :

Among the more sophis-
ticated secret surveillance
equipment now in use in
the North is Radio Erequency
(RF) flooding. This system
was used by the SAS during
the Iranian Embassy siege
in London, according to the
Dublin-based magazine
Hibernia.’ RF allows a tele-
phone to be used as a spy
microphone even when the
handset is on the hook and
the instrument not in use.

Some of the information
gleaned from such equip- |
ment is supplied by the army
to the Loyalist paramilitaries.
For example: two weeks
ago, the nephew of a former
IRA Chief of Staff was
seriously wounded by Loy-
alists. He was lured to a
neighbour’s house by a
telephone call.

He had no phone in his -

own home and took calls

from a neighbour’s house. ks ]

Few people apart from the.

security forces would have
such details.

Most of the inhabitants
of the Creggan know, or

-are relatives of, the casual-

ties-of the war in Northern
Ireland. The fact that Re-
publican prisoners are not
regarded as political prison-
ers by the European Comm-
ission of Human Rights
changes the situation

relatively little for them.
As one of the women inter-

viewed pointedly - asked:
‘“Do English working class
mothers understand what
their sons are doing over
here?”’

The short answer of course
is no, if they rely on the
British media. Considering
that 28 programmes on
Ireland have been censored,
banned or delayed in the
1970-78 period, ‘Creggan’
was a welcome break in the
wall of media silence on
Ireland. :

AND SOME YEARS
LATER, , TORTURED IN
A POLICE CELL -

|
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New strike wave

by LAWRENCE
WELCH

JUNE 16TH, this year, the
fourth anniversary of the
Soweto uprising, was the
start of a four day wave of
protest by the black work-

ing class which shook the’

whole of Southern Africa.

At least 42 Coloureds
(people of mixed racial
origin) have been killed in
the townships around Cape
Town, and hundreds injured.
The damage to property
ran to millions of pounds.

Despite a ban on meetings
of a ‘political nature’, which
included all church services
and meetings to commemor-
ate Soweto, 400 people gath-
ered on Sunday 15th outside
the Regina Mundi church
in Soweto. Police ordered
them to disperse and then
attacked them with tear
‘gas, batons, dogs and a
new ‘sneeze machine’
which pours out a noxious

gas. On. Monday, buckshot
and ‘plastic bullets were
used, leaving 35 injured.
Similar incidents took
place in Bloemfontein and

in Port Elizabeth, and"
Durban...

In Elsies River, Cape
Town, a message from

headquarters ordered police
to ‘‘Shoot to kill”’, as people
built barricades across roads
and attacked supermarkets
and businesses which had
not closed. )

The police public relations
officer, Lt-Col Leon Mellet,
voiced the government’s
view of the situation: *‘I
wish agitators "would stop
using children as their
pawns. 1 caf see no way
that these children could
have been shot by police.”’

Two. weeks earlier, the
police  killed two school
children in the same area
and wounded six others.
One child’s mother gave
her view of the events.

“‘Once these police

shakes S. Africa

have a gun in their hands
they go wild. They always
say agitators are responsible
for protests. Why should we
need agitators to tell us what
is wrong?

‘““Any 18 year old white
person gets the vote but a
Coloured professor does

Another witness saw an

Four years after Soweto [liove],‘the Cape revolts

11 year old fall dead: *‘It
made me sick to see a child
that young shot before my
eyes. It was shocking and
I cried’’, he said.

Like 1976, the Soweto
uprising, these events come
in the wake of a two month
boycott of schools by school
students. What s new is
that the boycott was started

by Coloured schoolchildren
protesting about the dis-
parity in the amount of
money spent by the State
on educating the different
races (£450 per white child,
£100 per Coloured, and
£50 per black).

The boycott spread only
slowly to the black school
children — although black
schoolchildren in the less
militant area of Bloemfontein
(in the conservative Orange

Free State) boycotted classes .

nearly a month ago. By the
end of May it had been taken
up in black townships in
Johannesburg, Durban
and Port Elizabeth.

Major strikes have inten-

= T

“sified the struggle: the meat

workers of the Cape, backed
by the militant Western
Province General Workers’
Union, have organised an
industry-wide strike, includ-
ing a meat boycott by black
townships. Some 6,000
textile workers in Durban
have come out.

The bombings of two
major oil-from-coal plants
by the ANC have no doubt
also boosted the confidence
of the black working class.
And two journalists who
accompanied soldiers on
South Africa’s recent raid
into Angola have reported
that  “‘after their initial
surprise, guerillas of the
South West Africa People’s
Organisation, SWAPO,
fought tenaciously. Their
morale was described as
extremely high.”’

The grip of the apartheid
state - has once more been
shaken. The . Coloured
working class has now been
drawn’ decisively into the
struggle alongside the black
working class. As the white’

4 ruling class runs .out of its

short term solutions, so the
black working class - is,
as last week’s events show,
learning to organise in a way
that will bind these °‘solut-
ions’ into a rope which will
hang the apartheid state.

USA: the anti-

Cuba campaign
turns sour

TWO MONTHS ago the press
and TV were full of fury about
the thousands of refugees who
wanted to leave Cuba. :
Now those thousands have
left Cuba and many of them
have gone to the US. And
there is hardly a word from the
ress about the fact that the
YIS government is shutting the

Cubans . up in prison-type
camps, arresting people who
try to get more Cubans inte

the US, and even deporting

some of the Cubans.
In April, the media were

- eager to moralise. The fact

that people wanted to leave
Cuba showed it was a grim
tyranny. (Not a word about the
fact that a vicious US blockade
has caused inevitable econom-
ic difficulties in. Cuba. Of
course many Cubans find the
richest country in the world,
only a few miles from their
shores, ‘attracﬁ\{e ).

The media were full of right-
eous anger about the would-
be refugees. being cooped. up
in the Peruvian Embassy- in
Havana — not mentjoning that
the refugees were waiting
for other countries to let them

in, not Cuba to let them out.

Now the refugees are coop-
ed up again — waiting for the
US government to let them
out. They are held under arm-
ed ard, ‘processed’ at a
snail’s ‘pace, :let out only if
they can find a sponsor or rela-
tive and pass security checks
— and deported otherwise.
Some have already been
deported.

On June 1st, several hun-
dred Cubans made an attempt
to break eut of Fort Chaffee
camp, Arkansas. They were

and military police. .
Later the same day, 300
made another escape attgmpt.
Troops opened fire, injuring
70, and used tear-gas and
clubs.
2,000 troops have been sta-

tioned” at Fort Chaffee.
Where’s. the grim tyranny
now?

Also, since May 14th, the
US has put a ban on private
boats bringing more Cuban
refugees into the country. -

On June 3rd, a freighter

. carrying 731 Cubans to the
US was seized. The owner and
crew were arrested, and so
were some relatives of the re-
fugees, and the Cubans were
senttoacamp. - )

In April, the Cuban refugees
must have thovoht thre b- Tt

" reportedly asked everyone,

- theirs — they thought.

beaten back by armed soldiers °

“to flee from the US from the

made. As they arrived in the
US, greeted as heroes, they

‘Do you have a car? Do you
have a TV?’ The cars, the TVs
and all the other benefits of
US prosperity would soon be

Now the US government and
the media curse them as cri-
minals, mentally ill, and social
scum. They have no cars, no
TVs, no jobs, no homes.

_They are at the bottom of the
Keap of US society, along with
most other refugees... and
only marginally better off than .
the Haitians.

Thousands of Haitians try

vicious Duvalier dictatorship.
These are political refugees,
not economic ‘refugees’ like
most of those from Cuba or
Mexico.

- Since 1972 only 58 Haitians
have * been anted refuge.
5,000 current%; face deporta-
tion proceedings. 600 were
deported- between 1974 and
1979. .

A former member of the
dreaded Tonton Macoutes
secret police and a former
Haitian army official have both
testified that there are stand-
ing orders to arrest any refug-
ees sent back.

MARTIN THOMAS
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by DAVE
SPENCER

ON A RECENT ‘Any Ques-
tions’  programme, Lord
Kearton of British National
0il Corporation " told of
introducing a ‘Texas oil
millionaire to a minister in
the last Labour government
for talks on North Sea oil.
The Texan commented
afterwards, “If that man’s
a socialist, my name’s Peter
the Rabbit”’. .

Activists in the Labour
Party will know what he
means. No need for names;
the Party is full of them,
bootlickers of the bourge-
oisie, slaves to their own
careers. Even the boss
class has little respect for
them. The fact is that this
tension between the activists
and the Parliamentarians
has been a more or less
permanent feature of the
Labour Party from its be-
ginning.

Most of the 129 delegates
who formed the Labour
Representation  Committee
in 1900 were not in fact
_socialists at all — they were
radical liberals. The reason
for this was. quite simply
that they were mainly trade
union-leaders who had been
bought off by the British
ruling class in the heady
days when the British
Empire ruled the waves.

Wining and dining of
the trade union leaders was
quite common, and these
leaders were often conspic-
uous at workers’ meetings
by their top hats and stiff
white collars.

=

Social climbing and knrife-‘

and-forkism were rife. It

was only when Germany .

and the USA challenged
British domination of world
trade that the British govern-
ment . and bosses moved in
very heavily on the trade
unions, culminating in the
famous Taff Vale decision of
1901. It was felt by. the
TUC at that time that it
needed a more effective
voice in Parliament than the
Liberals and that was the
origin of the Labour Party.
As a result, the Labour
Party was very different from
the continental Social Demo-
cratic Parties, which were
explicitly Marxist and which
had created their own trade
unions. Instead, the Labour
Party was a creation of the
unions, most of which had
been hand in hand with the
Liberals since the 1860s.
Even then, the famous
'Keir Hardie, whose portrait
adorns the wall of many a
Labour Party headquarters,
and who was one of the lead-
ers of the Independent Lab-

our Party and the Labour
Representation Committee,
made secret electoral pacts
with the Liberals. He himself
became the first Labour
MP because he was unopp-
osed by thé Liberal Party.

A little later, in 1908,
Churchill. became Liberal
MP for Dundee because he
was unopposed by the Lab-
our Party. In 1903, the
Labour Leader, Keir Hardie,
had urged Lloyd Geotge to
leave the Liberals and to

lead a new party of ‘‘the gen- -

uine reformers’’. At the
same time he denounced
Marxism, saying that ‘‘the
propaganda of class hatred
is not one that can take root

" in this country”’.

As a result of this coop-
eration with the bosses’
party — which coincided
with a period of falling living
standards — many workers

‘turned away from electoral

or political struggle towards
industrial direct action.
There were a number of
movements for union demo-

s

JOHN BULL—"CREDENTIALS EXCELLENT!
JUST THE MAN | WANT.

Cabinet that shot the leaders
of the 1916 Easter rising.

It is true that Keir Hardie,
Ramsay MacDonald and
other ILPers opposed the
war, but they did so on the
grounds of pacifism, not
internationalism. Through-
out this period, the Labour
MPs record in Parliament
on all issues is tame and
feeble, but in particular on
burning - topics such as
Ireland and votes for women.

. The war and the Russian
Revolution caused a vast
radicalisation in the working
class. Trade union member-
ship shot up and as the war
dragged on there were more
and more strikes. The num-
ber of trade unionists
affiliated to the Labour
Party more than doubled
to 3%2 million in 1919, and
4,300,000 in 1920.

The Labour vote also rose
dramatically in 1918.

The Russian Revolution
had a huge impact on work-
ers tired of war and looking
for a way out of the ‘morass

' GENERAL

MANAGER
WANTED

ONE WHO CAN RUN A

LARGE CONCERN -
IN THE

PUBLIC INTEREST

APPLY

HN BULL L~

One election postér that Labourleaders like Ramsay Mac-
donald lin poster] took seriously...

cracy, and industrial union-
ism and a series of bitterly-
fought strikes.

The culmination of this
class collaboration was in
the 1914-18 war, when most
Labour Party members were
urged by their leaders to
join up to fight for the nation,
and trade #nion officials
became .recruiting officers
and progress chasers for the
state. Arthur Henderson,
a prominent Labour MP,
went so ‘far as to join the
War Cabinet — the same

.uich capitalism had led
them into. )
All this brought consid-

erable presure on to the

Labour leaders to adapt or
to run the risk of being swept
aside. They managed to
adapt. For example, in 1917
at the Leeds Congress,
called to discuss the Russian
Revolution and " the war,
Ramsay MacDonald called
for the Soviet system in
Britain. As part of this
adaptaticn, in 1918 the Lab-
our Party bruac it open

. assment to the national

: Labour Party leadership.

, - The British Socialist Party,
an explicitly -Marxist party,

was able to affiliate to the

" Labour Party even as late

_as 1916. Communists were

: elected as Labour MPs in

collaboration with the
Liberals, left the govern-
ment and committed itself
clearly to socialism for the
first time.

The February 1918 Con-
ference of the Labour Party
adopted a new Constitution,
including the famous Clause
IV. It was drafted by the
Fabian Sidney Webb, who
had previously been a lead-
ing ‘Lib-Lab’ _theorist and
who was an exponent of the
most slavish gradualism.

Clause IV was and still is
a sop to the Left, made under
pressure of direct activity.
It could be all things to all
men: a commitment to ideals
for the future, while the
practical day-to-day betray-
als would goon.

The NEC had no commit-
ment to: implement Clause
1V. It was seen merely as an
ultimate aim. The adoption
of Clause IV also took away
from the Left, i.e. from the
ILP, its main object and

impetus: the commitment of .

the Labour Party to social-

ism.

The new constituiion also
restructured the  Labour
Party for mainly  electoral
purposes. The Party became
centralised with its own in-
dividual members, organised

on the basis of local elec- .

toral constituencies’ and
wards, all subject to central
Party discipline.

Before 1918, the Party had
been organised very differ-
ently. There were no indiv-
idual members:. only mem-
bers of affiliated organis-
ations - — the Socialist
Societies  (Fabians, ILP,
etc) and the unions.

In World ar I

The .

constituency =~ organisation
was in some areas the local

ILP branch, in others the

Trades Council. A separate
CLP organisation was a

-rarity.

- Local organisations had a
lot more - autonomy. For
example, in 1902, many
ILP branches urged the
Dewsbury ILP to support
Harry Quelch, the Marxist
Social Democratic Feder-
ation candidate, against the
advice. of the ILP and LRC
leadership.

Again, in 1967, Victor
Grayson became an Indepen-
dent Labour and Socialist
MP in the Colne Valley with
the support of the local
ILP, causing great embarr-

the early "20s.
After 1918, this indepen-
dence was far more difficult,

and Parliamentarism ruled..

The central organisation
cracked down on any constit-
uency rocking the boat.
The Communist  Party,

which succeeded the BSP in

Keir Hardie

tdney
1920, had its - application for
affiliation turned down and
in ‘1925, membership of the
CP was made incompatible
with Labour Party member-
ship.

The contempt with which
the Labour leadership has
seen and still sees local

e top Labour leaders became recruiting sergeants

Jor imperialism — just like today.

activists is evident in the
remarks of Sidney Webb,
who described. CLPs as
*frequently - unrepresent-
ative groups of nonentities
dominated by fanatics,
cranks and extremists’’.
They neéded the trade
union bloc vote as a counter.
he thought®

Another aspect of the new
1918 constitution was .the
greater power given to
trade unions, who were
mostly right wing. Their
contribution to party funds:
was also very much in-
creased.

The affiliated Socialist
Societies had previously
elected their own three
reps on to the old NEC,
the trade unions having 11
seats,Under the 1918 constit-
ution, there were 23 NEC
members, 13 from national
affiliated organisations
(including Socialist Societ-
ies and trade unions), five
from local Labour Parties,
and four reserved for wom-
en.

Despite -Clause IV, the
policy document adopted
at the 1918 conference,
‘Labour and the New Social
Order’, was nothing more
than a Fabian blueprint.

Throughout the ~ 1920s,
this craving for respectab-

ility, this electoral and
Parliamentary ~ emphasis,
dominated  the  Labour

Party at the expense of all

direct action. The Labour

leaders  denounced the

miners striking for the

natidbnalisation of the mines °
and denounced the dockers

refusing to load arms for the

British  troops’ invasion

of Russia in 1920.

The 1924 Labour govern-
ment, an alliance with the
Liberals, did nothing for the
working class:

This policy brought about
the worst defeat in the
history of the British working
class, the defeat of the
general strike in 1926.

In some. respects, little
has changed since 1918.
The Party leaders still rely
on alliances with right
wing union leaders to
provide them with a base
inside the Party. They still
steer to the Left when the’
pressure from below gets too

great, only to stab in the
back the hopes they have

' raised.

And they have.done all

J this under the same constit-

ution, written by Webb in
1918.

Today the fight to renovate
the structures of the Labour
Party is the fight against
the same right wing policies,
contempt for the Party mem-
bership and domination of
the Party by careerists and
bureaucrats.




WORKERY’ ACT

ON JUNE 13th, ten thousand
CPSA members took strike
action 4h support of two
sacked  Departmént  of
Employment activists, Rich-
ard Cleverly and Phil Cordd-
ell. Since then, the Defence
Campaign has agreed on a
number of initiatives which
are designed to continue the
rank and file struggle for
trade union rights and to
win reinstatement on CPSA
terms.

The rally which followed
a march of 500 CPSA and
labour ‘'movement - activists
through Lambeth on the 13th
heard first-hand the reasons
why such rank and file init-
iatives are necessary. '

CPSA Deputy Genera
Secretary, Alistair Graham,
attempted to explain the
decision of the Disputes
Committee, which rejected
serious  industrial action.
He met with a cool response
from a growing number of
members who realise that
strike action is almost cer-

DOLE VICTIMISATION

- Rank and file action
is the way to win

formal appeal procedure will,
if allowed to rule unchall-
enged, lead to a defeat.
Only a small number of
appeals before the Civil
Service  Appeals = Board
have led to reinstatement —
irrespective of the Board's
judgement. Even fewer
cases are successful through
industrial tribunals.

And the initial appeal may
not be heard until- Sept-
ember.

The experience of Derek
Robinson of British Leyland
should demonstrate that pur-

tainly the only way to win.

The dependence of the
on

union’s  bureaucracy

suing official channels, at
the expense of rank and file
action, will ultimately ham-

string strike calls .in the
event of an unfavourable
result.

The dismissals and the
employers’ justifications are
so outrageous that many

members found # difficult

to believe other ‘“‘offences’”
were not committed. In res-
ponse a factsheet, repro-
ducing dismissal notices
and - tribunal statistics,
is to be produced for national
circulation.

More importantly, the
campaign has agreed to
organise regular collections
throughout the country and
to finance continued un-

official actions at
dole (where Corddell
Cleverly worked), if
members

erly’s dismissal
effective. -

This action is not only
the clear course for the
struggle against the Tory

attacks, -but is also the
first step in the campaign
against the right wing
bureaucracy in the CPSA,
whose stranglehold over the
official machinery is quickly
proving to be a brake on
the ability to defend mem-

Brixton
and
the
there agree to
extend. their official three
day strike beyond June 27th
— the day Richard Clev-
becomes

bers’ interests.

The  continued  strike
would initially be unofficial,
but pressure will be brought
to bear on the bureaucracy
to respond to the initiative
and give full backing and
financial support.

Whatever the result of
this pressure, it is essential
that the action is continued

and the campaign built
in all areas — inside and
outside the CPSA. ~The

battle for the jobs of com-
rades Corddell and Cleverly
is now very much an issue
within the overall struggle
to defend trade union rights
in the face of vicious Tory
attacks designed to immobil-
ise the working class.

We must answer these

attacks by proving conclus-
ively that the rank and file
has the independent strength
to defend its own interests.

Information from and don-
ations to:

Brixton UBO Defence
Campaign, 16 Knowlton
House, Cowley Road Est-

ate, London SW9.
PHIL YEWDALL

Small ads are free for labour
movement events. Paid ads
(including ads for publications)
8p per word, £5 per column
inch — payment in advance.
Send copy to Events, PO Box
135, London N1 0DD, to arrive
by Friday for inclusion in the
following week’s paper.

MASS PICKET AT AD-
WEST, READING: 6am,
Wednesday 2 July, at
Headley Rd, Woodleigh,
near Reading.

FRIDAY 27 JUNE. Lambeth
Labour Left all-London public
meeting: No Cuts, No Rate and
Rent Increases. Speakers:
Vanessa Wiseman, Neil Turn-
er, Carol Turner. 7.30pm, at
If%nbeth Town Hall, Room

SATURDAY 28 JUNE. Trib-
une group national conference.
10.30am, Institute of Educa-
tion, Bedford Way, London
WC1. Open to Labour Party
members and labour move-
ment delegates. Delegates’
credentials: Reg Race MP,
133 Grierson Rd, London SE23

THURSDAY 3 JULY. Mobilise’

Sacked sparks
fight back

G.E.C. HAVE sacked 150
electricians they sub-contract
to - Metro-Cammell,
wood Heath, Birmingham.

That happened six weeks
ago.~The other 1500 workers
have been laid off for four days-
a week ever since.

The EETPU has refused to
back the sacked electricians.
Worse, it has threatened to
bring scab labour to replace

them.

The Joint Shop Stewards
Committee inside Metro Cam-
mell have. given no support,
and have even said they will
work with any scabs the
EETPU send in. T&GWU off-
icials have sent out a circular
instructing lorry drivers ‘to
cross the electricians’ picket
line — but most lorry drivers
are ignoring the instruction
1aind respecting the picket

ne. .
The sparks had asked for
a 20% pay increase, a better
lay-off agreement; and a re-
dundancy eement. The
bosses offered a rise — to be
financed by a bonus scheme
that would mean a 25% re-
duction in their workforce.

The electricians refused this
and were sacked immediately.

These workers need our
backing urgently. Messages of
support and donations to
B.W.Squeich, 33 Hereford
Close, Birmingham B45 0BQ.

Wash- |

SINCE THE success of the
anti-fascist demonstration ‘a
fortnight ago (June 7th),
the police have been out in
force around the Moss Side
area of Manchester.

It is now impossible to go
into the ‘Western’ pub on
the Alex Park Estate without
tripping over detectives.
It is common to have five or
six leaning on:the bar every
night and dinner time.

In Moss Side, the ‘West-
ern’ is one of the few pubs
where youth can go in with-

After St Pauls labove), the police are being reful in Moss Side

MOSS SIDE UNDER HEAVY MANNERS

out being hassled to buy
drinks, where they can meet
and play on the machines.
That’s gone now.

One improvement is the
attitude of the police towards
black youth — dead friendly
now... apart from the ‘fath-
erly advice’ not to listen to
white ‘trouble-makers’,
which is being ignored.

It’s a shame the police
weren’t as friendly on the
7th, when they used the anti-
fascist demonstration as an
excuse to settle old scores.
They set a dog on a man who

refused to leave his wife
while she was having an epi-
leptic fit. Quite a few people
were snatched and assault-
ed by our brothers in blue.
Moss™ Side has only just
started to fight. The youth,
who face 40% unemploy-
ment, have had enough of
having the coppers on their
backs. : .
The youth have their own
demands: places to meet
free from police harassment,
an end to that harassment on
the streets, an end to beat-
ings in the cells, an end to

unemploym.e\nt.,
It is essential that the lab-
our movement opens its

doors to the youth and stands
by them. Moss Side Consti-
tuency Labour Party has
been isolated from local
youth for too long.

The YS in Hulme ward

. have won the ward’s support

for the Defence Campaign
set up after the 7th. It is
now essential that this work
is taken forward, to organ-
ise the youth and win them to
socialism.

for Labour Democracy: rally
in Islington. Speakers: Audrey
Wise, Bob Wright, "Rachel
Lever. 7.45pm, ntral Lib-
rary, Holloway Road.

SATURDAY 5 JULY. London
Labour Briefing Local govern-
ment  conference. 10am,
Hampstead Town Hall, Haver-
stock Hill, London NW3. Open
to all Labour Party members
and trade union delegates.
Delegate fee £1, to 155 Green
Lanes, London N16.

FRIDAY 4 JULY - FRIDAY 11
JULY. ‘Marxism into the 80s’,
organised by Socialist Worker
Student rganisation. At
North London Poly, Prince of
Wales Rd, London NWS5.
£9 in advance, from SWSO,
PO Box 82, London E2 8DN.
£10onthedoor.

MONDAY 14 JULY. Mobilise

for Labour Democracy: rally

in Lambeth. Speakers: Re

Race, Graham Norwood, an

(}J{hﬁrs. 8pm, Lambeth Town
all.

SATURDAY 26 JULY - SAT-
URDAY 2 AUGUST. Labour
Party Young Socialists sum-
mer camp. Bracelands camp
site, near Coleford, ‘Glouc-
estershire. Booking fee £5
(cheques to ‘LPYS Summer
Camp Fund’), to LPYS, 144
Walworth Rd, London SE17.:
Cost for full week £35.

Published by Workers’' Ac-
tion, PO Box 135, London N1
0DD, and printed by Anvil
Press [TU]. Registered as a
newspaper at the GPQO.

ON MONDAY 23rd June,
strikers at Harshaw Chemic-
als 'in Glasgow returned to
work®after winning an eight
week strike for the reinstate-
ment of their convenor,
Gerry Haughey, sacked in
December 1979.

WA talked to Gerry

Haughey about the strike —

and argued with him about
the role we think women
workers and wives could
have played in the strike.

Gerry Haughey told us:

Management called a
meeting for 1.30pm on Mon-
day [23rd). The meeting was
over by half-three and was
Just about tying up the loose
ends, like when we should
go back to work.

A new disputes procedure
is to be drawn up, but I was

never happy with the old one

anyway. The new procedure
will have to be agreed to
by both us and management.
I've been reinstated, uncon-
ditionally. The section where
I used to work has been
closed . down for the time
being. Until it reopens I'll
be on another job, probab-
Iy a better one. We won't
stand for any messing
around.
It’s a total victory.

Victory at Harshaws

We asked how much help
the strikers had got from the
TGWU. '

We've had more financial
support from the AUEW
than from the TGWU in the
strike and that just about
sums it up. Last December
the region passed a motion
saying that if I was not re-
instated, all branches in
Scotland would be circulated
about the strike, but it was
never done.

As far as financial help
was concerned, we've had to
go and get it ourselves,
and a lot more could have
been done.

The T ra(fs Council
were good end¥gh to give us
a room in the TU Centre
for nothing and our delegate
kept them informed of what
was going on. PBut the
Trades Council didn't do
very well. We had to go and
get things done ourselves.

ihat’s where the wuuns let
us down, particularly our
own.
- And the local
Party? we asked.
I'm in Dalmarnock branch,
but haven't been near it
since the dispute began.
I just haven't had the time.
The branch has not done
anything. We're probably
one of the strongest Labour
Party wards in Britain but
the branch meetings are
always very poorly attended.
Over on the Clydeside,
people are solid and strike
together, but here in the East
End they crack up too easily.
BB What are the main
lessons to be drawn from the
strike? ; o
The lesson s very simpie,
said Gerry Haughey: don't
bother your arse with ACAS.
Let workers stick together
and fight. Our workers were
solid, we stuck together, and
that's why we won.

Labour

forward -in union

3

o ws We never. Saw  any
women on the picket lines.
Were any women workers
involved in the strike?

There are two part-timers
and three full-timers who are
women. We had support

from, two of them, but the

others were against it. We
told the women they did not
need to come on the picket
line — the men were there
and that was enough.
W W Isn’t that discrimin-
ation? -
We're all for equal rights

for women. This factory was

one of the first to win equal
rights for women. We won
them even before the Act
was passed. Women are en-
titled to equal rights.

But women won't come
affairs.
I used to work in a factory
in Grims!hy. The women wer
the . most militunt but they
nevei came to hrwich meet-
ings.

The women here do come
to branch meetings. But the
workers here are a rough and
ready lot. There might be

" trouble on the picket lines.

You can rely on a man to
keep his mouth shut, but
awoman won't.

B W Was anything done to
involve the wives of strikers?
*Willy Queen [the local
TGWU full timer] received
a _letter which supposedly
came from a wife of one of
the strikers. It said that
the wives wanted us to go
back to work and that 1
was a troublemaker. The
letter was anonymous and I
don't even believe it was

from a woman. One of the

shop stewards is a tout for
management. We'll deal
with him when we get back.
BB But getting the wives
together would have made
sure the strikers got support
froin them at home.

The mei got backing from

their wives. There were
moans and groans, but that's
only natural. It's hard on
the wives, especially. if
they 're married to the shop
stewards or me. But my wife .
agreed with me on not
accepting compensation.
Compensation is bribery and
corruption, only it's legal.

B B Do you see the attempt
to victimise you as part of
a general offensive by the
bosses and the Tory govern-
ment?

This is it! I forecast this
before I went back after I
was sick, and had the branch
ready for action. It's quite
clear management is taking
advantage of the Tory
government.

As soon as they got in,
they started to’ squeeze us.
But mind you, I thought the
last ~ Labour cabinet was
really a Tory cabinet.

M W Is there anything else
you want to say about the
strike?

I want to mention the
workers in the squad. They
worked particularly  hard
during the strike. And the
main lesson is: stick togeth-
er. It's the only way we'll

ever win.
STAN CROOKE




