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s vital,

“Adequate

unequal rewards,
profitability.” This is the

competition,

cure for the chronic sick-

of

the

Keith Joseph, the monet-

arist guru of the Tory

Party.

Already, in four
short weeks of Tory
government, we have
begun to see what it
means in practice:
higher prices, more
unemployment, even
more drastic educa-
tion and health ser-
vice cuts, and meas-
ures designed to
make the rich even
richer.

Unions must
fight

In an unprecedented
move, the Tories are to
cut 22,000 Civil Service
jobs. They have an-
nounced a three-month
freeze omn civil service
recruitment. Coming at a
time when thousands will
be leaving schools and
colleges, and looking for
their first jobs, this
move will mean youth
unemployment of stag-
gering levels.

The effect on services
provided by the civil
service could alse be de-
vastating. Ken Thomas,
General Secretary of
the Civil and Public
Services Association,
commented that it was a
“crude wielding of the
butcher’s axe, when we
could have expected the
surgeon’s scalpel. I
believe it’s a political
gimmick that will re-
bound on them.

“The figures just don’t
add up. My union is
going to fight them.” A
united fight by the civil
service unions against
_this freeze on recruitment
as part of the
action that must be
orgamsed by the trade
union movement to pro-
tect jobs and services.

By Peter

Lush

and

British
economy offered by Sir
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22,000 CIVIL SERVIGE JOBS-

133,000 LOCAL AUTHORITY JOBS
THREATENED WITH THE GHOP

The Tories have also
gone on the offensive
against local authority
expenditure. In the de-
bate on the Queen’s
Speech, Chancellor Sir
Geoffrey Howe revealed
that the government in-
tends to make substantial
cuts in local authority
subsidies. All local auth-
orities, he said, should
stop recruiting new staff.

“Natural
wastage”’

Michael Heseltine,

Secretary for the En-
vironment, commented
that local authorities,

through ‘‘natural wast-
age” should plan for a
5% cut in jobs every year.
In other words, a loss of
133,000 jobs.

Services the Tories are
aiming to cut first -of all
include education, bus
services, social services
and housing. Prime tar-
gets, too, are direct
labour, and planners for
the Community Land

CONTINUED
ON BACK PAGE

OILGIANTS
PROFIT
FROM GRISIS

For the first
time, petrol
was being
sold at £1 a
gallon in so-
me garages
last week.

This followed
pump-price in-
creases of between
4p and SY2p and
the restriction of

supplies by most
of the big petrol
companies.

By Eileen Short

This not only hits
motorists, of course, but
because of higher trans-
port costs will soon work
its way through (o the
price of goods and ser-
vices generally.

The immediate reasons
for the shortages are not
yet entirely clear.

Despite the reduced
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supply from lran, world
supplies are reported to
be running at a slightly
higher level than last
year. But the British and
other governments are
thought to be insisting on
strategic petrol stocks
being maintained, or
even built up—a clear
indication of fears ot

MICRO-
CHIPS
threat_en jobs

page 5
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International
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international

another
petrol crisis as bad or

even worse than the
OPEC embargo which
followed the 1973 Arab-
Israeli war.

A few of the relatively
small oil producers, like
Algeria, have been put-
ting up their prices. Key
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Mililant HEALTH SERVICE CUTS
THREATEN LIVES

The capitalist news
media have given
great prominence to
Jim Callaghan’s sta-
tement at last week's
meeting of Labour’s
National Executive,
that ‘‘neither he nor
the Party would be
prepared to support
a trade union which
took action for pure-
Iy political reasons.”

But in taking this
position, Jim Callaghan
does not speak Yor the
Party.

Just as Labour’'s rank
and file have already
rejected the right-wing's
attempt to continue with
the policies that led the
last Labour government
to defeat, so they will
repudiate any attempt to
build an artiticial wall
between trade union and
political action.

Jim has forgotten, it
seems, that the Labour
Party itself was built, not
just through parliamentary
campaigns, but through
vears of strike action and
mass mobilisation.

“We live in a democ-
racy”, Callaghan is reported
to have said—as if trade
union action on vital issues
was undemocratic!

Last week it was undoubt-
edly the threat by NUPE to
boycott private beds in the

NHS from January Ist
which was foremost in
Callaghan's mind. But

NUPE is rightly threatening
action against Tory meas-
ures which gave the rich the
right to buy privileged
treatment and workers the
“right™ to die in a depleted
NHS. Are such measures
democratic?

A glance at history,
moreover, will show that
every major democratic

right—the right to a free
press, to assembly, to form
trade unions and go on
strike, and even the right to
vote itself—was won not
primarily through parliam-
entary debate but through
mass action.

If the trade union move-
ment had followed Jim’s
advice under the 1970-74
Heath government, the Tor-
ies' reactionary Industrial
Relations Act would have
been successfully used to
fetter the trade unions and
fine and imprison rank and
file activists. The way would
have been cleared for at-
tacks on living standards
far more savage than those
Heath managed to imple-
ment.

‘‘Responsible"”, parlia-
mentary opposition played
little part in curbing the
effects of the Act. It was
mass action by millions of
trade unionists, including
one-day political strikes and
the threat of a 24-hour
general strike, which stop-
ped the Tories in their
tracks.

Was that action “‘undem-
ocratic’’ as the Tory press—
and now Jim himself—
would have us believe? On
the contrary! Mass, extra-
parliamentary action by the
labour movement was vital
to the defence of genuine
democracy.

In every case where the
trade unions have been
smashed, whether in Hitler’s
Germany or Pinochet’s
Chile, this has been followed
by the elimination of every

<A

other democratic right, and
the grinding down of work-
ers' living standards -t
barbaric poverty levels.

The present Tory govern-
ment, like the last one, has
an  economic programme
which, fundamentally, aims
to increase the profits of big
business and enhance the
wealth of the rich minor-
ity—at the expense of the
working class |and sections
of the middle class as well|.
To achieve their aims, they
have to undermine and
eventually break the resist-
ence of the organised labour
movement. No one should
be taken in by the present
diplomacy of Thatcher and
especially Prior towards the
trade union leaders.

*The Tories have got a
majority™ said Callaghan,
arguing that the Party had a
duty to behave as a respon-
sible parliamentary Oppos-
ition.

But what was the attitude
of the Tories to the last
Labour government? With
only 28% of the electorate
behind Labour, they claim-
ed. the government had *‘no
mandate” to implement the
radical policies in Lab-
our's 1974 Manifesto. Yet
with an only slightly larger
share of the total electorate
now—just over a third—the
Tories claim they have a
*clear mandate' for savage

=]

attacks on the working
class.

As for the allegedly
*undemocratic’’ character

of extra-parliamentary op-
position, the Tories are
completely hypocritical.
Throughout the Labour
government, the national
and local press, overwhelm-
ingly owned by big business,
kept up a daily campaign to
discredit and weaken both
the government and the
Labour Party.

Not only that, but big
business, which controls
80% of production, most of
the service sector, and 100%
of finance, felt no com-
punction in using a strike of
capital and other economic
sactions to block or sabot-
age Labour measures which
were not to its liking.

And where is the demo-
cratic control over big
business? They are owned
and controlled by a tiny
handful, less than 2% of the
population, and are answer-
able to no one but them-
selves. The power of the
trade unions is, in reality,
the only democratic check
on the economic power of
the big monopolies.

The whole history of the
labour movement demon-
strates that industrial and
political action can never be
separated. The Labour Par-
ty was created because the
trade unions learned thr-
ough experience that they
needed a political arm.

And so long as we live in a
capitalist society, it will
remain vital for the Party to
support battles on the
industrial front—and at-
tempt to given them polit-
ical aims.

A programme for the
socialist transformation of
society is the key to uniting
the working class—to abel-
ish the never-ending cap-
italist cycle of wage-rise and
inflation, reform and coun-
ter-reform, and establish a
planned economy and a
democratic state in which
the material and cultural
needs of all the people will
be amply catered for.

The already bat-
tered health ser-
in

London are
receive even further
from new
‘economy’ meas-

vices

blows

ures.

The City and East
London Area Health
Authority will -almost
certainly be wunder-
funded to the tume of
some £15m.

Management have
found in recent years
that no sooner have
they drawn up one set
than they
have to ditch some
schemes to pay for
others. With the sort
needed

of plans,

of cuts
balance the books
now, the whole idea of
planning is made a
mockery.

Shop

stewards

East
to

to

were

never convinced by argu-

ments. p

ut

forward

to

justity the run-down and
change of use at Bethnal
Green Hospital. The com-
plete change of plans now
contemplated means that
this hospital could after all
have remained a thriving
general hospital.

A new round of economy
measures will mean:

* Dramatic reduction in

patient

services,

‘acute’ services.
* Losses of hundreds of
jobs through extensive non-
replacement of staff.
* Standstill
reduction in Community Ser-
vices (despite current policy to

expand).

* Statutory Health

especially

or even a

and

Safety measures not imple-

mented.

* Dramatic increase in the
waiting lists.
* Speed-up of hospital

closures.

* Fewer casualty units.
* Hundreds of beds will

be lost.

Is- there any need to spell
out what impact these meas-

ures will have? Past
have more

omies"’

*‘econ-
than

“taken up the slack”, as one
senior administrator put it

three years ago.

LABOUR CANDIDATE SHOT AT

Terry Harrison, the
Labour candidate tor
Liverpool in the Eur-
opean elections, was

shot

middle
poster.

at

paigning
last week.
Terry was touring the
Lea Park estate in a car
with a loudspeaker. When
the car stopped and he
started speaking, the rear
side window was shattered,
and a hole appeared in the

of

while cam-
in Garston

the election

Our £15m estimated under--

funding is made up as
follows:
* To maintain existing

services in the Area would
require approximately £2m.

* Essential maintenance
expenditure: additional -nurs-
ing requirements due to
General Nursing Council and
EEC directives; and legal
requirements on fire and
health and safety would
require in total about £10m.

* Pay settlements and
inflation above that allowed
for in the cash limits could
require an additional £3m.

Staff account for 75% of
the District running costs.
Further reductions of staff
and their wages must be
uppermost in the minds of
management.

Already, in one of the three
Health Districts, Tower
Hamlets, they plan by non-
replacement of staff (£250,-
000), cutting of ‘super-
numerary’ posts (£50,000)
and by economies through
bonus schemes and overtime
(£226,000) to save £526.000.

In another of the Districts.
City and Hackney, extensive
revision of plans has been
made, bringing forward some
of the closure plans by ten
years!

Cuts can kill! Cutting back
on the levels of staff and
increasing workloads will
have a disastrous effect on
vital services.

Other. more tragic cuts are

Terry dialled 999 from a
nearby house. The police had
not appeared on the spot even
45 minutes later, and Terry
and the driver decided to call
at the nearest police station
only a quarter of a mile away.

The desk sergeant claimed
he had heard nothing of the
shooting. Ten minutes later
the police arrived at the flats
where the shooting took
place. The police calmly told
them that people were shot at
from the tower blocks “quite
regularly”.

The shooting may have

Protest at closure of Bethnal Green Hospital last year

nolw contemplated.

Every week there are four
pacemaker and four heart-
valve operations performed at
the London Hospital. Here,
management have proposed
to cut back £100.000. That

represent at least a year's
worth of those sort of
operations.

Any campaign against the
cuts. as was shown through
the experiences over Bethnal
Green Hospital, must be on a
District or Area basis rather
than just over individual
hospitals.

Trades councils and Lab-
our Parties should give the

lead by bringing all sections

of the labour movement
together in a campaign ag-
ainst the cuts and for a
socialist health service. The
trades councils and trade
union movement in South
Wales have shown that such
campaigns can be successful
in preventing closures.

Already, District Manage-
ment Teams are proposing
the formation of ‘joint’ com-
mittees involving represent-
atives from the union to
discuss the “‘priorities’ in the
District. By sitting on such a
committee. however, in the
guise of participation, the
stewards would merely be
deciding what was to be cut.
It would be like a condemned
man building his own scaffold
for the hangman!

But.that such an offer is
being made. demonstrates the

been political, or just the
work of a nutcase. But the
casual approach of the police
and the silence of the press at
an attack on a Labour can-
didate is in marked contrast

Phi -
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extreme difficulties manage-
ment are facing. For the
moment. confusion reigis
supreme. The trades councils
must seriously begin to mob-
ilise now. Every section of thz
movement must be brough
into this struggle. The LPYS
particularly has a full part to
play in such a campaign.

Many representatives of the
labour movement have over
the years become completely
remote from the membership.
Some councillors even adopt
an arrogant attitude to the
Party and members they are
supposed to represent.

“Many of these so-called
representatives of the working
class serve on the Health
Authorities, rubber-stamping
the closure plans and not
considering themselves ac-
countable to anyone. It is
time to sweep these attitudes
away.

But to achieve this. the
campaign must ensure mass-
ive involvement of the ranks
of hospital workers and the
general population in all the
organisations of the working
class, to regenerate these
organisations into bodies cap-
able of reversing the decline
in our great NHS, and taking
us forward to socialism.

Dave Hollis

(Secretary, Nﬁorth East
London medical branch,
ASTMS)

to the uproar there would
have been if some Tory
notable had been at the end of
a potentially lethal pot-shot
on a Liverpool housing estate.

DON'’T FORGET

This weekend, June 2nd-3rd, support Terry Harrison in

the LPYS mass canvass,
Liverpool.

demonstration and rally in

Details of the action and of travel arrangements from
your LPYS National Committee member or Josie Atiman

(051-220 4602) in Liverpool.




SPANISH

SOGIALIST
PARTY

MEMBERS

to provide the answer.

REAFFIRM
MARXIST
HERITAGE

The resignation of Felipe
Gonzales as leader of the
Spanish Socialist Workers’

Party [PSOE], the major
party of the Spanish work-

ing class,

is

the most

important event in Spain
since Franco’s death.

The workers
have struck and
demonstrated in
their millions, but
on the political
arena their voice
has been stifled by
the policies of their
leaders, Gonzales
and Carrillo [the
‘Eurocommunist’].

These leaders threw
the full weight of their
authority behind the
‘““democratic’’ King
Juan Carlos, his “lib-
eral” Prime Minister
Suarez, and his bona-
partist constitution.

Last week’s PSOE
Congress marks the
- end of the protracted
first stage of the
revolution, and her-
alds a new stage in
which the workers’
pent-up militancy will
burst asunder the
gentlemanly accord
between the leaders of
the political parties.

PSOE has reaffirmed its
Marxist heritage, and defying
the threats of Gonzales, who

By Roger
Silverman

retains personal popularity
among the more inert masses
of Party supporters.

In the long years of
clandestine struggle, the
hard-core Party militants suf-
fered victimisation, jail, tor-
ture and death to rebuild the
Party afresh out of its Marxist
traditions. If Franco’s but-
chers could not destroy their
convictions, Gonzales never
can.

As early as 1972, the
militants from the interior
vomited out the fossilised
emigre leadership of Llopis
and elected Pablo Castellano
leader. Then in 1974, inspired
by the Portuguese revolution,
they took a further step to the
left and replaced him with the
supposed Marxist ‘‘enfant
terrible” Felipe Gonzales.

It is ironic that Gonzales
today has placed himself far
to the right not only of his
predecesor Castellano but
even of Professor Tierno
Galvan who only recently
rejoined PSOE after leading a
right-wing breakaway party,
the PSP.

Gonzales’ right-wing pol-
icies since 1975 have imposed
intolerable strains on the
Party. They led to brazen

repression of internal debate,
a frenzied witch-hunt, the
expulsion of thousands of
Party veterans, the disaffil-
iation of entire federations.

Thronging with jubilant
youth only three years ago,
the Party branches rotted into
mere handfuls of stalwarts.
Gonzales’ henchmen even
justified this by praising the
advantages of a “‘cadre’ over
a mass Party.

The PSOE, like the British
Labour Party, has learned
that where the vanguard are
disillusioned, the masses can-
not be enthused into electoral
support. In the recent elect-
ions, in which PSOE put
forward a programme hardly
distinguishable from the lib-
eral UDC govrnment, it
obtained only 29.2% of the
votes and 122 seats, com-
pared to a combined PSOE/
PSP vote of 33.6% and 124
seats in 1976.

At a time of widespread
cynicism about the pretens-
ions of the UDC, this result
was a cruel disappointment.

It was the proletarian
delegations—from the Bas-
que Country, Madrid, and
also Gonzales’ former base
Andalusia. and above all the
Asturias with its rich tradit-
ions—which led resistance.

Marxism for Gonzales—
like Clause Four for Gait-
skell —was never more than
words. But Asturian miners
died in their tens of thousands
for it.

Above: Working class in action in Barcelona 1976. Now they demand
political solutions to their problems.
Below: Gonzales and PSOE leadership moving to the right, are unable

Congress carried by a
two-to-one majority, the
Asturian resolution, reassert-
ing that PSOE is a ‘“mass
class Party based on Marx-
ism, democracy and federal-
ism”.

It was the- relentless pres-
sure of the Socialist Internat-
ional led by the German
SPD—and lurking behind
them the CIA—which im-
pelled Gonzales into this
hopeless suicide mission. One
right-wing PSOE leader was
in contact with the US

PSOE workers
that Marxism

International.

All the capitalist Press,
including Fraga’'s ultra-right
“ABC"” and the Fascists “El
Imparcial” are idolising Gon-
zales. Support from such
dubious sources will not
exactly smooth his path back.

More seasoned and wilier
bureaucrats from the Socialist
International were sadly
shaking their heads.

An SPD representative
urged some compromise, -and
Portuguese SP leader Soares
(representing the SI) declared
that he couldn’t understand
what all the fuss was about:
In the Portuguese SP there
was room for all currents,
including ‘“Marxists like him-
self”’!

If the left wing had been
organised and prepared, a
new EC would have been
elected reflecting the Party’s
Marxist outlook.

Congress accepted this
proposal, made by a delegate
from Alava who had won an
ovation for his rebuttal of
Gonzales’ arguments.

But owing to the thorough
purge of Marxists, the leader-
ship of the left fell into the
hands of people like Llorente
and even Galvan, who readily
responded to pressure in the
corridors to accept the elec-
tion of an interim five-man
steering committee to prepare
an Extraordinary Congress
within six months.

Already once before Gon-
zales had proposed dropping
PSOE’s commitment to
Marxism but immediately
retreated on testing rank-and
file reaction. This time, he
waited until a week before the
Congress, presumably hoping
to push it through quickly
without alerting the ranks.

In vain! Within days,
resolutions flooded in, fed-

realise
is now

more relevant than ever.

Embassy during the Con-
gress!

They understand that the
Suarez government cannot
withstand intact the coming
social storms and are looking
ahead to PSOE’s entry into a
coalition. What better oppor-
tunity to water down its
programme than now, when
Party morale was apparently
at its lowest ebb?

Gonzales staked his prestige
in a desperate gamble, hoping
to cow the delegates. Once his
bluff was called, he was
shattered.

His impulsive resignation
has alarmed both the Spanish
ruling class and the Socialist

BOOK NOW FOR THE MILITANT
MARXIST WEEKEND SCHOOL

erations recalled and replaced
their delegates, or imposed
binding mandates against
Gonzales’ proposal. The Con-
gress convened in angry
mood.

A leading right-winger was
defeated in elections both for
Chairman and Vice-Chair-
man. The EC report—nor-
mally a formality—was ap-
proved by only 58% of the
votes. 12% voted against it
despite a warning that this
meant “‘a vote for insurrect-
ion™"!

Galvan bewailed the resig-
nation, predicting every kind
of horror including the tanks
back on the streets and even

—SEE PAGE 13
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the cutting off of fun~s from
the Socialist International!

The delegates were stunned
by the resignation and gave
Gonzales a standing ovation
despite rejecting his policies.
This is due to the confusion
and timidity of the centrist
leadership which placed itself
at their head.

The return of Gonzales
after some ambiguous for-
mula has been concocted
cannot be excluded. Never-
theless his authority within
the Party is badly tarnished.

If on the other hand the
Right is defeated again, it
could well split away and thus
help PSOE transform itself
into a genuine Marxist party.
In any case the Congress has
already injected new life into
the Party.

Sections of the UGT (the
Socialist trade union federat-
ion) have begun to mobilise
their members into the Party.
The witch-hunt of Marxists
cannot be tolerated any
longer after Congress’ decis-
ion. If it means anything,
then all those Marxists un-
constitutionally expelled oug-
ht to be reinstated.

Gonzales himself recently
admitted that it was only the
pressure of the Marxist
tendency around ‘‘Nuevo
Claridad” that had stayed his
hand in entering Suarez’
Cabinet.

The “New Statesman’’ re-
ported that ““Nuevo Claridad”
summed up the unhappiness
of the Party rank and filein a
pre-Congress issue that gave a
far clearer idea of what was in
store than the Party’s official
paper ‘El Socialista’.” In
reality, the Marxist tendency
far more accurately reflects
the aspirations of PSOE
workers than does the Gon-
zales clique.

And this is not surprising.
Suarez’ savage deflationary
policies have aggravated the
slump in textiles, steel and
construction, and pushed
unemployment up to 1%
million (some 10%).

Inflation is raging at nearly
15%. Gonzales' support for
“austerity”” stands in sharp
contrast to the vital needs of
the workers. PSOE workers
understand that Marxism is
more relevant today than ever.
before.

All the democratic gains
grudgingly wrested out of the
capitalists’ hands by heroic
struggle will be undermined if
capitalism remains. Gon-
zales’ utopian reformist del-
usions can never win a base in
the conditions of a sick
capitalist society. Any leader
who stands in the way of the
workers’ struggle for a new
society will inevitably be
swept aside.
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NATIONAL EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

Clash on Future of Labour Party

The clash between left
and right within the
Labour Party deep-
ened at last week’s
meeting of the Nati-
onal Executive Com-
mittee [NEC].

The main discus-
sion was on the elec-
tion defeat and it
brought all the argu-
ments for more social-
ist policies and control
over party leaders to
the fore and provided
a glimpse of the
discussion which “will
take place at party
conference later this
year.

The meeting reportedly
concentrated on the les-
sons of the last five vears
and the future direction
the Party needs to take in
order to fight the Tories
and ensure that a Labour
government is returned to
power.

*...study the past and
learn the lessons of what

people did to the Labour
government,'' was how

Tony Benn opened his
contribution to the meet-
ing.

Warning of the power of
big business. Tony Benn
spoke of “‘the tremendous
economic pressures to
which a Labour govern-
ment is. subjected. and
which effectively turn them
into instruments to enact
the harsh realities of cap-
italism."”

Joan Maynard pointed
out that ‘‘the crisis of
developing

capitalism is

I rang the bell, and when
the woman came to the
door, with my ‘“‘abomin-
able’” American accent I
said to her, *‘I am from the
Labour Party. Can we rely
on your vote?’"

She replied, “I've always-

voted Labour, but I'm not
voting for the Labour Party
this time. Mind you, I’ll not
vote for Maggie Thatcher, I
hate her guts, so I'll not vote
at all.”

I asked, “Would you mind
telling me why not?” Her
answer was, ‘‘There’s no
difference between the par-
ties. They make promises and
never keep them.

“Everything’s going down
the drain. There's just no
leadership in England, so I
won’t vote. I've thought it
through well.”

“You're a working-class
woman,”’ I said to her, “and
there’s no one who is going to
hand you something on a
silver platter.

“We're going through a
crisis in this capitalist system,
and the whole burden of it is
falling on your back and the
backs of all the workers. You

feel defeated because you're

standing by yourself.
“What you have said is true,
I am with you 100 per cent.
There is no real leadership
from the political parties.
““Maggie Thatcher's party

e

Tony Benn and Jim Callaghan had sharp differences on the EEC

rapidly in Britain. which
no longer has an empire
to fall back on. It will
mean a disaster for the
working people unless
socialist policies are adop-
ted.”

Speaking on why Lab-
our had lost the election
she thought that the
Labour Party had “lost its
crusading spirit and ap-
peal to youth. We have
allowed public ownership
to become a dirty word and
tried to compete with the
Tories rather than chal-
lenge them.” This was
made worse by “‘leaders in
the Cabinet attacking our
own people.”

The discussion, how-
ever, didn't simply dwell
on the election defeat, but

on the way forward for the
Labour Party.

“Four tasks now face
the NEC.

“To build a mass party
firmly based on the fac-
tories, to reaffirm the
party’s commitment to
socialism as outlined in
clause four, part four, and
ensuring that the rank and
file have full control over
the parliamentary leader-
ship through re-selection
and election of the party
leader at national con-
ference, and leading a

. fight against the anti-

working class programme
of this Tory government,”
was how LPYS represen-
tative Tony Saunois spelt
out the lessons for the
Labour Party.

is the enemy of your class, but
you need a party of the
working class to represent
your interests, and the only
one you've got is the Labour
Party.

“If it is not operating the
way it should be you've got to
enter that party, and together
with others who are trying to
push the leadership into
action, you've got to make it
live up to the promises.

“Because you’ve no place
else to go, and you just don't
lie down and die, you've got to
put up a fight, because you're
a worker.”

Her answer: ‘“You've con-
vinced me, luv, I'll come out
to vote.” ‘“And. join the
party!” was my last word to
her.

Free enterprise

At another door, where I
canvassed with Pauline Dun-
lop (candidate for the council
of that area) a young man
home from his college opened
the door and spotted the
‘Militant’ under my arm.

“Oh I know that paper,”
he said, “It’s sold at my
school and I even bought a
copy.”

“Well then, will you vote
Labour?” ““To tell the truth,”
he replied, “I'm in favour of
the free enterprise system.”

“Since you mention that,”

Soci

I said, ““I'd like to make a few
comments on that system.

“Unless you're a Lord in
England, or a coupon-clipper
in Wall Street in America
from where I come, a man has
to earn his living and provide
for his family by way of a job.

“But to get that job he
must depend on a second
man, who has the money
bags, to invest his money in
business and thus create the
jobs.

“What if he doesn’t want
to? What if he feels he would
make big enough profits and
decide to just sit on his money
bags?

“Under your free enterprise
system he can’t be forced to
invest. Is it fair that the man
with the money should have
so much power over the man
who desperately needs a job to
survive?

“Right here in Liverpool the
Dunlop company has just
closed up and fired 2,000 men
because it felt there was not
enough profit in the busi-
ness.

“One of the sacked men
went home, put a rope around
his neck, and committed
suicide.

Referring to previous
contributions he said that
the “‘crisis of capitalism
could only be overcome in

the interests of workers
through the carrying out of
clause 1V, part 4. It must
be fought for by the party
explaining that this was
the only way to solve the
day-to-day problems fac-
ing workers and their
families.

It is the key to the
creation of a Socialist
Democracy and this is the
lesson of the past five
years. The party must
learn it.”

Most contributions crit-
icised the government for
“failing to listen to the

rank and file during the-

past five years.”

Ame

Neil Kinnock demanded
that the party should
declare that a future
Labour government would
re-nationalise any industry
or part of one which was
hived off by the Tories and
without compensation.

The need for party
policy to be campaigned
for in future was undoub-
tedly what most of those
who spoke at the meeting
were demanding.

Labour’s right wing,
subdued in mood after
their defeat, offered no
explanation for the defeat,
other than to blame the
trade unions, for it, and
that “the Tories got 3
million more votes™!

Shirley Williams was
reported as saying that last

ican

ist Style

“Is it fair that the very life
of a man should depend upon
the will of another man or
group of men formed as a
company? That's why I am
for a socialist system where
every man has a job.”

“1I'll buy that paper, he
said. ‘““And come to the
meeting at the school next
Tuesday,”” said Pauline,
handing him the leaflet on the
meeting. “I’ll come,” he said.

Listening

As the canvassing of the

- area progressed, and I looked

at the returns I said to
Pauline, *“You're in, my girl.”

“Don’t be so optimistic,”

was her answer. “At least
one-third of them won’t come
out to vote. They told you
‘yes’ because they were trying
to get rid of you and were
merely being polite.”

It makes me very happy to
say that she was wrong. They
did come out to vote, and
today Pauline Dunlop. is a
councillor of that district in
Liverpool.

What I learned from that
experience in Liverpool is that

time must be given during the
period of canvassing to just

" listen to people.

If you show the potential
voter that you are genuinely
interested in him/her and
their problems, he/she will
respond. One woman asked
me to come into her house
where she showed me the
leaking, mouldy toilet in the
back of the house that she
had to live with.

By Roger

Shrives

winter's strikes “‘were fer-
mented by people who
were no friends of Lab-
our.”

Whilst some left wingers
spoke of the labour move-
ment having to prepare
itself for the attacks of the
Tories, Tony Saunois poin-
ted out that Jim Callaghan
was effectively ‘‘asking
workers to be left defence-
less against the Tories and
employers” when Calla-
ghan said they “must be
fought in Parliament and
only in Parliament.”

The second major item
for discussion was on the
EEC campaign, during
which a sharp exchange
between Jim Callaghan
and Tony Benn developed.

The NEC having drawn
up the manifesto was
threatened with having the
campaign taken out of its
hands and being dictated
to by the leader of the
party, who tried to prevent
Tony Benn appearing at
the press conference to
launch the manifesto.

Last week's NEC ush-
ered in the key questions
now facing the LP—the
need for a socialist pro-
gramme, control over par-
liamentary leaders and the
need for a mass member-
ship. Activists must now
demand that the NEC
campaign for these to
ensure the defeat of the
Tories. Resolutions will
undoubtedly be flooding in
to demand that this action
is now taken by the NEC.

By Betty Traun

Canvassing also discloses
desperate cases that need
immediate help.

In the Crosby area, a
desperate woman, aged be-
yond her years, talked of a
husband out of work for eight
years, four small children
sleeping in one bed in a
cubbyhole of a bedroom in
her council flat for which the
Tory council was raising her
rent over one and a half
pounds to £11.50 a week.

I helped to set the wheels in
motion by summoning Tony
Mulhearn, candidate for
Crosby, who immediately
took action in the Labour
Office to get her into a decent
flat.

The point is:
must be paid.

attention

HISTORY OF THE
LABOUR PARTY

Articles reprinted from ‘Militant’ on:

e Predecessors: the role of the Social
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e Formation of the Labour Party
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of the Party
¢ First Labour government
® 1945 Labour government

Price 40p (inc p&p) from World Books,
1 Mentmore Terrace, London E8 3PN
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“Tell him to stop!”

The ‘Spectator’ is a strongly pro-Tory
weekly. But even they cam’t think of
anything good to say about Sir Keith
Joseph, the mad monetarist at the
Department of Industry. In a Profile
entitled “A deeply impractical man’’ [19th
May|, they say: ‘*Among people who know
him well...there is a broad agreement that
he sometimes displays a sort of unworldly
callousness. This is ascribed to his
apparent lack of knowledge about the
concerns of people less rich or exalted than
himself.”

Joseph was born rich: his family owned
the big building firm, Bovis. So rich, it
seems, that he tends to become embarras-
sed when crude money matters—like the
pay of Conservative Policy Centre staff—
are raised with him. ‘“He would prefer
that someone else sort out these matters.
This sits ill on the famed advocate of the
price mechanism.”

Even some Tory ministers—at least in
private—are fearful of what Mrs That-
cher’s Guru will do if given his head.
Adam Butler, says the ‘Spectator’, was put
in as Joseph’s second-in-command to
“find out what Keith is up to and tell him
to stop!”’ But when workers move to stop
Joseph policies which threaten millions of
jobs, these hypocrites will be mouthing
the same laissez-faire ideas and sancti-
moniously denouncing workers fighting to
protect their livelihood.

Richer, and more
successful

One “‘worker’’ facing redundancy will have
no worries for his future. Peter Jay,
ditched by Mrs Thatcher as Britain’s
ambassador in Washington, will receive at
least £50,000 for a book about the British
and American economies. But this carries
on the tradition for ambassadors to
Washington, who are usually said to be
rich or successful before they go and richer
and more successful when they leave.

Other past ambassadors spared from
queueing at the dole office include Lord
Harlech, who became Chairman of
Harlech Television, John Freeman, Chair-
man of London Weekend Television, and
Lord Cromer, former Governor of the
Bank of England, back in 1974 to tax exile
in a £232,000 luxury home in Jersey.

Thatcher’s working class victims will,
we fear, not be so well protected.

The Epilogue

Worrried about what to do if nuclear war
breaks out? In America, the US Civil
Defence Department have paid Leonard

Reiffel £25,000 to make a TV programme -

about what to do in case of a nuclear war.
Reiffel said: ‘“We didn’t have to use any
slick production techniques because if the
show ever has to be used seriously, we
won’'t have to worry about getting the
viewer’s attention.”

The film would regrettably be no use in
the event of a surprise attack. Reiffel
would then lose his chance to be the star of
the last TV show on earth.

1978 was the year
Politicians and press waxed eloquent.
Yesterday’s science fiction had become

today’s reality.

Micro-processors, by con-
densing the power of an
old-fashioned computer into a
small, cheaply-produced sili-
con chip, are capable of
revolutionising production
and communication.

In industry, old machines
can be operated more effici-
ently with robots—electronic-
ally controlled ‘arms’ and
‘hands’—and new plant and
processes built for use with
micro-processors have un-
dreamed of potential.

But will this potential be
realised? Who will benefit?
What will be the conse-
quences?

The government and the
bosses have assured us that
the British economy will now
soar phoenix-like from the
ashes of recession. We are
promised a glorious, work-
free, trouble-free future. The
new technology has been
promoted as both inevitable
and beneficial.

These rosy claims are chal-
lenged by Counter Infor-
mation Services. In thir
latest, well-researched report,
‘The New Technology’, they
examine the effects of micro-
processors in the real world;
dominated by capitalist re-
cession. .

Development of electronics
is largely controlled by giant
multinational corporations
who are out to exploit chips,
like any other product, for
profit.

CIS examines the argu-
ments put forward by White-
hall and finds they are non-
sense. While millions of
pounds are spent promoting
new technology, the prospect
of possibly 4 million unem-
ployed by 1985 is being
completely ignored.

The report looks at what'’s
been happening in offices and
typing pools up and down the
country, and finds that the
threat to women'’s jobs is very
real and growing daily.

Between January 1976 and
September 1978, while the
number of unemployed men
rose 2%, the number of
unemployed women rose by
67%. Companies are being
encouraged by government
subsidy and massive adver-
tising to introduce word-
‘processors and cut their office
staff.

THE K

The Social Security budget
will without doubt be slashed
in public spending cuts
causing concern to many,
especially pensioners. The
Tories’ only worry, though, is
how to get away with it.

In a revealing article in the
‘Guardian’ (18.5.79) Mal-
colm Dean callously and
candidly discusses the options
open to Jenkin.

The article points out that
under the Act of 1974 the
Conservatives are obliged to
index pensions to the rise in
earnings, though they fought
against this when the Bill was
being passed.

Had pensions been linked
to prices instead of earnings

JLIBI290 | MICRO-PROCESSORS
A threat or a pr

of the ‘chip’.
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Post Office workers threatened by capitalist control of new technology

Inside the Post Office, the
effects of new technology are
equally worrying to the work-
force.

Counter-Information Ser-
vices details the modernisa-
tion plans using System X,
and reveals controversial Post
Office figures projecting staff-
ing levels in the new electronic
exchanges. Just how many
jobs will be lost?

Lucrative
market

One section of the report
looks at the development of
international computer links.
Through electronic exchanges
using chips, computers could
be used to control production
processes on a world-wide
basis, and facilitate instan-
taneous, paper-free commun-
ications.

The “global village” is in
sight, the possibilities of
world-wide economic plan-
ning are tremendous. But
under the present order of
things, the parish council

NDEST

since 1973 (earnings rose
faster than prices, according
to the government’s version of
statistics) ‘‘the present mar-
ried couples’ rate of £31.20
would have only been £26.20
today,” the article points
out—a saving of £1,500
million on the Social Security
budget. If the pension “‘had
only been price-protected
since 1948 it would be worth
only £11.40.”

What huge savings we
could be making! Never mind
the hardship and suffering,
never mind the deaths
through hypothermia because
pensioners can’t afford to
keep the heating on!

But; says the ‘Guardian’.

remains firmly in the hands of
the big multinationals, moti-
vated by power and profit.

Even in the computer
industry jobs are declining.
Growth rates would have to
be unprecedented before the
growth in new jobs will
compensate for the massive
growth in unemployment.

Yet the market for the new
technology is booming and
giant electronics companies
are jockeying for position.
The report reveals the strat-
egies of the British and
European companies as they
attempt to fight off American
and Japanese global giants
like IBM and Nippon.

The European electronics
market is the most lucrative
prize for years. Yet while the
NEB pours money into a
‘British Industry’, big mono-
polies like GEC, by linking up
with US multinationals, are
paving the way for American
domination.

CIS rightly argues that
working people have to con-
trol the way the technology is
used in the workplace. The
benefits, the report says, must

GUT !

ammunition

“Imagine the
this would provide at the next

election...The Conservatives
...have, in Whitehall jargon,
a presentational problem."”
So they go on to discuss the
“obfuscatory options’’ open to
the government and enumer-
ates three “‘hidden cuts’.
“The first, and most talked
about, is to ignore the
shortfall—the amount by
which the last pension in-
crease, based on a projected
earnings increase, fell short of
the real increase. (It was
1.8% which meant a 35p loss
for single pensioners and a
S55p loss for married cou-
ples.)”
Secondly,

“the shortfall

be reflected in a shorter
working week, better con-
ditions and increased safety—
not in redundancies and
increased profits.

New technology is a major
threat to the jobs and working
conditions of people in this
country. It is being intro-
duced in a period of economic
recession when the only hope
for employers to increase
profits resides in their capa-
city to reduce labour costs.

It is vital that the labour
movement is fully aware of
developments in this field.
We must be equipped with
the necessary knowledge and
alternatives to fight the use of
the new technology by the
bosses to intensify exploita-
tion and increase profits.

Trade unionists could do
no better than start by
reading this excellent pam-
phlet.

‘The New Technology’ is
available from World Books,

“Mantmore Terrace, London
E8 . , price 75p plus 20p
postage. .

provides an opportunity for
a...much more serious hidden
cut. If the next pension
increase is based on the
existing pension...last year’s
shortfall can be carried on
into perpetuity.”

The third hidden cut could
be made by basing pension
increases on the actual earn-
ings increase during the
previous year instead of on
the projected increase for the
year ahead, which the Tories
calculate will be higher.

‘T'he labour movement must
be. vigilant in exposing and
actively opposing such decep-
tive cuts at the expense of
pensioners.

I D Williams (GMWIT)
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Tories in the Labour Party: some like Richard Marsh |above| have left.

How many remain?

The Tory proposals on
education in the
Queen’s Speech are an
attempt to turn the
clock back to the
nineteenth century.

They are proposing
to allow Tory councils
who have not intro-
duced comprehensive
education to keep
their grammar
schools. They plan to
allow local authorities
once again to pay for
school students to go
to ‘‘independent”’
schools.

Their whole policy is
aimed at restoring an
elitist education system.

As part of their overall
drive to slash public expen-
diture they plan to cut back
still further on badly-needed
education spending. At the
same time, they promise to
increase the money spent by
local authorities on sending a
few ‘“‘brighter” children to
fee-paying schools.

For a tiny handful of
carefully-vetted pupils they
will provide the smaller
classes and better facilities
denied to the vast majority.

The labour movement has
fought a long battle for
comprehensive education—to

end the antiquated, arbitrary
“testing'’ of a child's ability at
the age of 11.

Over 80% of children in
secondary education now
attend Britain's 3,077 com-
prehensive schools. There are
only 312 grammar schools
left.

But the Tories are com-
mitted to repealing the 1976
Education Act, which banned
selection. This is a green light
for the Conservative-con-
trolled Education Authorities.
Many are now planning to
scrap their plans for going
comprehensive.

Grammar
schools

The Essex Tories, for
example, are to keep the two
grammar schools in Col-
chester, taking about 5% of
the children in the area, while
the rest will go to 17
comprehensives  (‘Observer’
13.5.79). Kent are also very
likely to scrap their com-
prehensive plans.

Tory-controlled Bolton
council have decided by one
vote to scrap the compre-
hensive scheme, which means
that nearly 3,000 children will
be forced to take the 11-plus
exam this term. Three-quar-
ters of them will end up in the
town’s 13 secondary modern
schools.

ANOTHER STAB IN
THE BACK

How many Prentices
are there still in the
Parliamentary Labour
Party? Quite a few, if
the post-election com-
ments of one former
right-wing Labour MP

-are anything to go by.

Back once more in the
comfort of a secure aca-
demic job, David Mar-
quand |[‘The Listeng.%’, 10
May| is quite frank in
laying the blame for defeat
on the right-wing leader-
ship. ’

“The Callaghan ~ govern-
ment was about the most
conservative which this coun-
try has seen since the war,
and it stood on the most
conservative election platform
since Baldwin's notorious
‘Safety First" campaign in
1929."

Mrs Thatcher may have
offered the wrong changes. he
says. but when the Labour
leaders were defending a
“status quo [which] is a
disaster,” it was no wonder
the Tories undermined Lab-
our support.

So Labour should have
campaigned on socialist poli-
cies?

No! Marquand's conclu-
sion is that Labour Ilost
because the leadership is
obliged to pay lip-service to
socialistic ideas, and is con-
strained from putting forward
real solutions.

“The last 1S years have
shown that the Labour Party
...confronts the British crisis
with one hand tied behind its
back. Though most Labour

sl

What kind ol education will these children get after Tory attacks?

Other Tory councils who
have partially implemented a
comprehensive scheme, will
now try to retain some of their
“famous’” grammar schools.

For working class children,
education standards have
been measurably improved by
the introduction of compre-
hensives. This can be seen by
the increased numbers of chil-
dren leaving school with some
examination passes. In 1967,
nearly half the country’s
children left school without a
single examination pass; only
16% do so now.

This period also saw the
raising of the school leaving
age to 16 and the introduction
of CSE exams.

Combined .

MPs are social democrats who
accept the mixed economy
|[i.e. capitalism] most of the
rank and file are socialists,
who still believe in wholesale
public ownership as an end in
itself [i.e. understand that
only a fundamental social
change can solve the prob-
lems of working people].

“For most of the time the
social democrats are in con-
trol of the party. But they can
stay in control only by
cossetting the trade: union
establishment, whose power is
the greatest single impedi-
ment to the regeneration of
British industry [i.e. stands in
the way of increasing big
business profits at the work-
ers’ expense| and by paying
endless quantities of moral
Danegeld to the socialists [i.e.
paying worthless verbal tri-
bute to the basic aim of the
Labour Party outlined in
Clause IV part 4].

“And although the Dane-
geld rarely amounts to much
in terms of policy, it makes an
enormous difference to. the
party’s style and posture.”

So, for Marquand, there is
no fundamental difference
between Labour—his Labour
of the parliamentary right—
and the Tories.

Marquand's admission of
this is breathtaking in its
frankness.

“Though the social demo-
crats know that the gulf
between themselves and the
socialists is, in fact, the
deepest in British politics,
they have to pretend that they
are really on the same side of
a much deeper gulf: that
despite occasional differences

with comprehensive educa-
tion, this has undoubtedly
had an effect.

However, it would be
entirely false to conclude that
the introduction of compre-
hensives in itself has funda-
mentally changed the lot of
working class youth. .

The report of the Confer-
ence of University Adminis-
trators, commenting on the
fall in the percentage of
university students from
working class backgrounds,
said that this was as much
affected by housing, health
and social services as by
education policies. Whilst
there is still slum housing, low
wages and unemployment,

of emphasis with the social-
ists. they are all part of the
same ‘labour movement’,
ranged in fundamental con-
flcit with the bosses and
exploiters on the opposite side
of the House of Commons:
that, so far from belonging to
an alien species, they are
merely more circumspect
members of the same species.

“It is humbug, of course.
But it is dangerous, corrupt-
ing humbug. It means that
the party leaders can never
talk honestly to their followers
or to each other, and it means
that the party as a whole can
never talk honestly to the
country.

“*Since the socialist wing of
the party is still hostile to
private enterprise as such, it
also means that the party can
never adopt a strategy openly
and explicitly designed to
make private enterprise more
profitable. Since the British
crisis cannot be overcome
without making private enter-
prise more profitable this
means that it cannot adopt a
strategy openly and explicitly
designed to overcome the
crisis.”

Could there be a more
devastating confession of
bankruptey? In setting out to
restore the diseased British
capitalism to health at the
expense of the working class,
Labour’s right differ from the
official party of big business
only in ‘style” and “pos-
ture’.

But such views should be
no surprise to anyone follow-
ing Marquand’s political
career.

Typical of the academics,

there can never be a truly
‘comprehensive’ and equit-
able education system.

The inequality and con-
flicts of capitalism are mir-
rored in every classroom. The
education system is a reflec-
tion of society, not something
set apart from it.

The Tories’ proposals must
be fought by the labour and
trade union movement. They
must not be allowed to
dismantle the gains which the
labour movement has fought
for.

The unions involved in
education, with the other
public sector unions, must
take the initiative with a
campaign to defend our

lawyers, and other profes-
sinals who saw the Labour
Party as a vehicle for advanc-
ing their own careers,
Marquand entered parlia-
ment in 1966.

Careerists

When Roy Jenkins aban-
doned the Parliamentary Lab-
our Party to head the EEC
Commission in 1977, Mar-
quand soon joined him,
taking up a top job in
Brussels. In the resulting
by-election, Labour lost the
“safe”” mining seat of Ash-
field to the Tories.

Now Marquand is back as a
well-paid professor of politics.
Like other careerists who have
climbed to the top through
the Labour Party, he is now
quite prepared to stab Labour
in the back.

Lord George Brown, Sir
Alfred Robens, Richard
Marsh—they all came out for
the Tories in the general
election. Marquand,- too, is
eager to attack and damage
the Labour Party.

Tories like this—many still
hiding in the PLP—have been
tolerated within the Labour
ranks for long enough! They
do not believe in socialism.
They are not prepared to
defend working-class inter-
ests. They should be booted
ant!

By Tim Moody

Pk MILITANT
education system, and for a

fully comprehensive system.
This must be linked to a

socialist education pro-
gramme, with a massive
increase in education expen-
diture, and socialist economic
policies to guarantee these
improvements.

There are stormy waters
ahead for our education
system. The labour movement
must be prepared to defend
every gain won in the past, by
fighting the Tory axe-men on
a bold programme of socialist
measures.

By Peter Lush



Police attack at Notting Hill Carnival
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POLICE TRY OUT

NEW WEAPONRY

The Metropolitan Pol-
ice bosses are now cal-
ling for new and more
modern methods of
control over violent
demonstrations, fol-
lowing the violence in
Southall and Lewish-
am not so long ago.

The high command of
the police have shown
great interest in the anti-
riot weapons used on the
streets of Northern Ire-
land.

Already the riot-shield
and police baton are an
everyday sight. But two
new weapons being con-
sidered are fearsome.

The notorious rubber
bullet and the CS gas
grenade both came into
use as riot-control weapons
in the early 1970s in the
running street battles with
the British army in Belfast
and Londonderry.

Effects of rubber bullet fired at point-blank range

By Andy Corfield
(TGWU and ex-soldier
in N Ireland)

These two weapons have
had nearly ten years of testing
under the most violent con-
ditions of civil disorder the
British authorities have faced
in the last 1S years. They have
proved deadly when used by
marksmen in felling victims
that the police might not
otherwise catch.

The CS Gas grenade was
introduced as a front-line
dispersent, used to break up
rioting crowds before the
troops went in, to make their
arrest or just crack a few
skulls in the process.

In close confines it causes
severe pain in the victim’s
eyes, constant watering and a
period of temporary blind-
ness. The only way to clear
this is by using a solution that
dissolves any harmful traces
in the eye-ducts.

The rubber bullet is in

many ways even worse. Intro-
duced in Ireland officially for
the purpose of ‘riot control’, it
has frequently been used to
inflict severe damage in a
crowd. It has claimed many
victims, several still bearing
the marks of the notorious
bullet on their bodies, during
its short history of use in
Northern Ireland.

It is supposed to be fired at
the legs to bring the victim to
the ground, so that they are
arrested and taken away for
‘questioning’. It has, how-
ever, in many cases been fired
at the stomach and often

" higher on the body.

SPG

So these are the new and
more modern weapons that
the police chiefs want in their
armoury. What are the impli-
cations for workers in Brit-
ain?

This can only mean a
future threat to labour in this
country. As more and more
workers are forced into strug-
gle to maintain and bectter
their conditions, as they start
strike action on any mass
scale, then these weapons will
be just around the next corner
in the hands of the notorious
‘Special Patrol Group’—wheo
already carry guns—and any
other sections the police
might dream up.

As an ex-soldier from the
streets I can say that the
rubber bullet and CS Gas
grenades can cause havoc
amongst demonstrators, with-
in the close confines of a back
street when there’s nowhere to
run, and when wused to
intimidate potential victims.

But will it end there? Will
the police then demand the
same powers as the RUC and
the army on the streets of

Northern Ireland: unlimited
powers of arrest, arrests
without charge, the power to
legally harass active trade
unionists and Labour Party
members going about the
activities of their organis-
ations?

Is this what's meant by
‘new and more modern meth-
ods of control’?

We have to strengthen our
organisations by explaining to
our members what these
powers would mean. Today it
may be Northern Ireland
workers and anti-fascist de-
monstrators who bear the
brunt, but what about the
anti-Industrial Relations Act
and Grunwick battles of
tomorrow?

For as millions of workers
turn to the labour movement
to defend them, the bosses
will not hesitate to use all
their force against the gravest
threat to their system—the
organised working class.

Curb unions

Thatcher’s reactionary
Tory government have pled-
ged that they will ‘curb’ the
trade unions either by using
the courts or through legis-
lation from parliament.
Twelve million trade unionists
will not stand idly by,
however. As Heath learnt,
this is a recipe for confron-
tation. .

This is the future that’s
being prepared by the forces
of reaction, to attack every
gain that’s been made in the
past by the trade unions.

The only way to stop them
is by taking the running of
society into our own hands, to
remove the parasitic capital-
ists and their system, which
can offer only dole queues,
poverty and conflict.

THE MENACE OF FASCISM:
WHATIT IS
AND HOW TO FIGHT IT
by Ted Grant

Price 50p (inc p&p)

Available from World Books,
1 Mentmore Terrace, London E8 3PN
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THE RIGHT
ABORTION

ON
_DEMAND

The Southampton Region-
al Health Authority is
proposing to set up an
abortion day care clinic at
our General hospital. If set
up it will perform about
750 operations per year.

This aroused opposition,
as our local press put it
from: “‘a group of angry
women, who had a petition
and several placards with
slogans like ‘“‘Hitler built
charnel houses—are we to
condone his methods in
Southampton', and ‘Suf-
fer little children, South-
ampton wants your blood.”

Slogans likely to invite
more derision and laughter
than support.

These women tried to cover
up the real issue by saying
that they were not only
protesting about abortion
itself, but questioning the
need for such a clinic to be set
up. As if the need isn't
blatantly obvious.

They object to ‘“the tax-
payers’ money’ being spent
on “‘unnecessary destruction
of human life”’; they say we
need the money for more
important things, like kidney
machines.

These women claim that
they have heard nothing
about after-care facilities,
and that it would be danger-
ous for a woman to have an
abortion without staying in
hospital overnight. These
arguments are simply poor
camouflage.

If it was considered dan-
gerous for a woman attending
this clinic to have a termina-
tion operation without staying
in hospital overnight, or
longer, then that would be
made clear to the patient and
acted upon. If the facilities
are not-sufficient, then our
job is to make sure enough
money is available to improve
them, not to risk more lives by
closing the clinic!

Only for rich

I was one of the women on
the counter-picket. I feel that
an unwanted pregnancy and
birth can do untold long-term
harm to both mother and
baby.

Why should we have to
choose between averting these
dangers and providing kidney
machines? Would we accept
that we couldn’t have houses
because the money was need-
ed for schools?

While welcoming the deci-
sion of the RHA, I feel that
there is a deep-felt need for
more money to be spent on
research into abortion, and to
make abortion on demand a
reality under the NHS.

When it comes down to it,
for a working class woman to
obtain an abortion under the
NHS is nearly impossible
unless it is for purely medical
reasons. On the other hand, if

she can pay the private fees,
the operation can be done
without delay. Or she can go
to a back-street abortionist,
pay her money and risk her
life.

I personally know of cases
where women have requested
termination of pregnancy
operations and been put off
by GPs saying thing like
“‘come back next month for a
pregnancy test, you might not
be pregnant,” or “‘come back
when you have thought about
the operation properly.’ As if
a woman doesn’t think ser-
iously about things like this.

This delay often means that
it is medically too late to have
an abortion.

These women told me that I
should be grateful if 1 were
pregnant, as there were
hundreds if not thousands of
childless couples who could
not have babies of their own.
They ignore the fact that to _o
through pregnancy and birth
and afterwards to have the
baby adopted can be far more
traumatic than a termination
of pregnancy.

Right to choose

They also conveniently for-
get the many older children in
care who are unwanted for
adoption.

Under capitalism, these are
the only choices available to
working class women. Abor-
tion is an essential right, to
prevent such suffering for
mother and child.

The anti-abortion picket
wasn't very successful, and
the petition only collected
about forty signatures. Many
of the doctors and passers-by
approached refused to sign it.

Why should a woman have
to pay exorbitant fees, or §
resort to back-street methods
of abortion? Why should a
woman be condemned to have
an unwanted baby because
she is healthy and of normal
reproductive "age and sound
mind?

Only under a socialist
society will women be able to
choose for themselves. Of
course we should respect the
wishes of those women who do
not believe in abortion, but
they should not try to impose
their views on other people.

After the election and the
Tory victory, there will be an
increasing demand from all
sections of the labour move-
ment for socialist policies.

The right to abortion on
demand should be one of
them. After all, the working
class makes the wealth, and
we should have a bigger say in
what is done with it, and how
it affects our health.

By Chris Kelly

(Southampton
Labour Party)
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We reprint below part of
an article first written in
March 1975 as an intro-
duction to a ‘Militant’
pamphlet ‘Common Mar-
ket—no, Socialist Europe
—Yes’.

Since this article was
written, the position of
British capitalism in the
world market has deter-
iorated yet further and
British manufacturing in-
dustry finds itself increas-

ingly defeated even on the
home market [see articles
by Ted Grant in issues 444
and 453].

The optimistic beliefs of
the ruling class, that the
new markets of Europe
would give fresh impetus
to British capitalism, have
vanished. This analysis by
Peter Taaffe has lost none
of its validity over the past
four years.

In the years since it entered
the Common Market the sick-

ness of British

capitalism has

been enormously aggravated.
The sunny optimism of even the
Confederation of British Indus-
tries, the spokesman of the
monopolies—which had the
most to gain from entry—has
completely evaporated.

The chronic weak-
ness of the British
capitalist economy has
been shown in every
department. They
have been completely
outstripped and beat-
en by their rivals in
the EEC.

The former ‘workshop
of the world’ now imports
over 50% of its manu-
factured and semi-manu-
factured goods! An indica-
tion of the devastating
weakness of British capit-
alism was. recently shown
by the ‘Economist’ when it

“revealed that a total of £12

billion manufactured
goods were imported into
Britain in 1974. British
capitalism is beaten in its
own backyard!

Britain's EEC rivals—in
particular Germany and
France—have been prepared
to _ grant concessions only
because they fear the depar-
ture of British capitalism
would be a body blow to the
EEC which would eventually
lead to its complete break up.

Even at the time of
Britain's entry, national rival-
‘ries had undermined the
dream of a capitalist ‘United
Europe’. But in the last two
years any lingering hopes
which the capitalists still had
have been completely shat-
tered.

Thus the ‘Economist’, a
zealous advocate of British
capitalism’s entry into the
EEC and ‘European Union’
mocks its own past position in
its January 14th issue: “The
grand design of Europe is
dead and long may it remain
S0...
“The aspirations in Ger-
many and Benelux for a
united Europe of the future,
although still passionately
held by some, are now very
shop worn...this summit of
the nine (which had just taken
place in Paris) put the stamp
on the idea that Europe will
remain a loose confederation
of nation states.”

The ‘Economist’ confirms
in its own stark and cynical
way the consistent position of
Marxism that it is impossible
to unify Europe on a capitalist
basis.

Only a handful of naive
pro-Marketeers and their
counterparts in the anti-
Market camp still imagine
that Britain could be swal-
lowed up in a ‘United

Europe’. The capitalists have
long since abandoned these
dreams.

‘The Times', their most
authoritative organ, showed
this in its comments on the
Dublin summit: ““The plans
for economic and monetary
union remain only an aspir-
ation for the future, not a
blueprint.”

In other words there is not
the remotest possibility of
‘‘economic and monetary
union.”” How could ‘The
Times' write otherwise when
each of the EEC countries has
blatantly ignored every one of
their solemn undertakings not
to break the Community rules
whenever they have felt that
their vital ‘national interests’
were at stake?

European
- markets

The dominant section of
finance capital in Britain
wish to remain in the Market
not because they are planning
to set up some fiendish
‘supra-European’ state as
some of the anti-Marketeers
imagine.

They are bound with econ-
omic hoops to the European
markets. 35% of British
exports go to the other EEC
countries. Even more than in
1972 British capitalism'’s
trade and influence with her
former Empire—‘The Com-
monwealth’—has drastically
declined.

This has recently been
underlined by the statements
of the Prime Ministers of
Australia, Canada and New
Zealand all of whom delivered
lectures on the advantages of
Britain remaining in the
Common Market.

The Australian Prime
Minister visited Brussels first
before coming to London
which shows the diminishing
influence of British capitalism
in her former colonies!

The prospects for British
capitalism within the EEC are
indeed gloomy. They entered
too late.at a time when the
outline of the future break up
of the EEC was already
beginning to take shape and
the ‘European Economic
Miracle’ was beginning to
grind to a halt. 2

Now even the Commis-
sioner for Economic Affairs,
Wilhelm Haferkampf, has
informed the European Par-
liament: ““The days of vast
increases in prosperity are
gone forever. The growth rate
of private consumption (i.e.

the standards of the working
class—PT) is in the future
bound to lag behind the
national product as a whole."”
(‘Times’ 20.2.75)

But for British capitalism
to be outside the Common
Market would be an even
worse disaster for the British
monopolies! They would be
forced to enter into a ‘free

trade agreement’ with the
EEC.

This could mean that key
prices for steel and other
products would be fixed by
the EEC, as with Norway and
Sweden, without the British
capitalists having a say.

This is why the British
capitalists have treated with
scorn the arguments of Powell

The Europe of the workers—French workers protest against bosses closing steelworks

and the Tribunite left of the
Parliamentary Labour Party
that EEC membership in-
fringes ‘Britain’s sovereignty’.
On a capitalist basis outside
the EEC, Britain—by which
the bosses mean themselves—
will enjoy less sovereignty. On
a capitalist basis there is no
alternative at this stage to
continued membership of the
Phato: John Sturrock (Report)

I'.g

’

The slogan of a ‘Socialist Britain and
a Socialist United States of Europe’
is not a programme for the dim and
distant futuré. It is the only way that
the workers of Britain and Europe
can avoid the miseries which a
continuation of capitalism will

meain.

EEC.

The right wing pro-Mar-
keteers in the Parliamentary
Party reflect with tender
concern the desire of the
dominant sections of finance
capital to remain within the
EEC.

But there is not an atom of
socialism or of a class
approach in the position of
‘Tribune’ and their allies, the
‘Communist’ party leader-
ship, on this issue. They have
highlighted the issue of
‘sovereignty’. This is to com-
pletely mis-educate the ad-
vanced workers in the Labour
Party and trade unions in
particular.

‘Two
nations’

Disraeli’s ‘two nations’ still
exist—the nation of he rich

and that of the poor. It is the
‘Britain’ of the poor—the
working class and lower layers
of the middle class—which is
the concern of the labour
movement.

In or out of the Common
Market their future is bleak
unless society is transformed
along socialist lines. Nowhere
does the ‘Tribune’ say this
clearly. Nor does it link
opposition to the EEC to a
clear class and socialist
alternative.

In its issue of 7th March
(1975) ‘Tribune’ printed a
long article by Michael
Barratt Brown which it
claimed represented a ‘social-
ist alternative’ to the Com-
mon Market.

It was anything but, as the
following quotes will show:
““The system of -political
organisation of the EEC has
just one political end: to
prevent any one of the
member states breaking away
from the capitalist embrace...
all the economic institutions,
rules and regulations of the
EEC are designed to achieve
one economic end: that the
allocation of resources in
capital, land and labour of
goods and services is deter-
mined in the market by the
return in profit of private
capital.” This is of course
true.

But wouldn’t this also. be
the case if Britain was outside
the Common Market and still
remained on a capitalist
basis? Barratt Brown goes on
to say that: “The freedom of
national governments to
intervene-in their economies is
firmly circumsecribed.”

But how would the position
be any different if the Labour
government came out of the
Common Market but still
remained in a capitalist
framework?

The powers of the Labour
government between 1964-70
were “‘firmly circumscribed”
not by the Common Market
but by ‘strikes of capital’,
economic pressure and the
blackmail of the capitalists
which the Labour leaders
capitulated to.

As a result Labour’s mini-
mum reform programme was
jettisoned. It is the remorse-
less pressure of the British



monopolies and not the EEC
Commission which has resul-
ted in the Labour government
granting enormous conces-
sions to the capitalists in the
last budget with the promise
of more favours to come in the
next one.

Even those mild measures
like the National Enterprise
Board and the Capital Trans-
fer Tax have been watered
down to suit the capitalists.
But it is not the Rome
treaty—a scrap of paper—or
foreign devils which has
forced the Labour govern-
ment to retreat on these
measures but the living reality
of the pressure of the British
capitalists.

There is no way of escaping
that pressure in or out of the
Common Market, unless the
Labour government breaks
this power by nationalising
dhe 300 monopolies under
workers’ control and manage-
ment.

Science, technique and the
organisation of labour—the
productive forces—are rebel-
ling against private ownership
on the one side and the nation
state on the other. The
market of 55 million people in
Britain is too small for the
giant monopolies who have
the potential and are geared

Unemployment

Thousands
work.

Common Market.

mon Market.

the jobless are under 25.

adulthood means

lack of work.

sistently

jobs offered

poverty line.
The Labour candidate,

Labour
Socialists.

the 1960 Engineering and
Shipbuilding apprentices’
strike.

The Labour Party Young
Socialists believe that the
unemployed should be
organised by the trade
unions to fight alongside

among
young people on Mersey-
side is an absolute scandal!
cannot find

The same is true in the
Two
million young people are
unemployed in the Com-
In many
EEC countries up to half

For thousands of school-
and college-leavers «thro-
ughout Western Europe,
being
thrown on the scrapheap
of unemployment. Young
people—not surprisingly—
have been to the forefront
in.campaigning against the

The Labour Party Young
Socialists have been con-
fighting for a
guaranteed job or training
for every school leaver with
a living wage. Most of the
to young
people pay less than the
government's own official

Terry Harrison, was a
founding member of the
Party Young
He was also
secretary of the Merseyside
Strike Committee during

The Europe of the capitalists—the EEC Council of Ministers

to the European and the
world market.

It is reactionary to say that

it is possible to cut Britain off

YOUTH FIGHT BACK

employed workers for jobs
with decent wages, con-
ditions and opportunities.

The trade unions should
run a youth employment
service to ensure that
management take on
young people. Local coun-
cils should make day
centres available and open
all their facilities free to
the unemployed.

YOUNG WOMEN

Despite the Equal Op-
portunities Act, young
women are still denied the
right to good jobs and
training by many employ-
ers. The Labour and trade
union movement, must
fight to ensure that enough
training and apprentice-
ships are open to young
women.

“Young couples are often
faced with the agonising
choice of keeping their
incomes or having a child
and losing one wage. That
is why we call for the
introduction of the right to
a year’s paid maternity
leave and the provision of
free day-care and nursery
facilities for all.

EDUCATION

How many young people
have to leave school or
college because they cannot
afford to stay on and
complete their education?

We say that all students
must receive a living grant.

from the world market.
Through the international
division of labour which has
been enormously extended, in

The grant should not be
means-tested, but should
be available to all and at
least equal to the minimum
Youth Opportunities Pro-
gramme wage of £20.50 a
week.

Under the Tories, the
education of young people
is threatened. They have
promised cut-backs in
education spending. Yet
already schools are being
closed in Liverpool, and
the number of teachers is
totally inadequate, resul-
ting in overcrowded clas-
ses. Yet in the last two
years 26,000 newly quali-
fied teachers could not
find teaching jobs.

What is needed for
better education standards
is not more cuts but a
massive increase in spen-
ding to employ thousands
of unemployed teachers,
bring class sizes down to
25, and to allow for the
provision of decent schools.

There are few facilities
for us on our housing
estates. What facilities
exist are often too expen-
sive. We want social and
sports centres in all hous-
ing estates and residential
areas, with free meeting
halls and facilities, well-
equipped youth clubs, and
cheap cinemas, discos and
concerts.

FIGHT RACISM

It is out of unemploy-
ment and poverty that the

country—least of all Britain
which relies for most of its
raw materials and food from
abroad—to build a self-suffic-
ient socialist utopia.

The beginning of socialism
would mean a level of
technique and production
higher than the highest level
yet reached by capitalism.
This is not possible if the
productive forces are stran-
gled by capitalist ownership
and the nation state.

The unsuccessful attempts
of the capitalists to unify
Europe expresses the contra-
diction between the need to
organise production on at
least a European scale and
the barriers to this in the form
of the vested interests of
capitalism.
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Only the working class can
free the mighty forces of
production for the benefit of
the peoples of the continent
through a Socialist United
States of Europe.

In Europe the grandiose
events in Portugal and Greece
and the coming revolution in
Spain are an anticipation of
an era of social revolution
which will leave no part of the .
‘Old Continent’ untouched.

The slogan of a ‘Socialist
Britain and a Socialist United
States of Europe’ is not a
programme for the dim and
distant future- It is the only
way that the workers of
Britain and Europe can avoid
the miseries which a contin-
uation of capitalism will
mean.

the last twenty-five years—the
world is bound into one
inter-dependent whole.

It is impossible for any

fascists and racists have
grown. Parties like the
National Front feed on the
disenchantment of people.
They try to set white
against black, and split the
working class by attemp-
ting to make immigrants
the scapegoat for the
problems caused by the
profit system.

Immigrants are not the
cause of factory closures
on Merseyside. The bosses
closed the factories be-
cause they were not making
enough profit for them-
selves.

If we are to fight to
protect ‘jobs against the
Tories’ and bosses’ threats
we need the maximum
unity between all workers.

We campaign for an end
to job discrimination, de-
fense of all immigrant
communities under attack
from racists, and the
repeal of the ‘Sus’ laws
(the 1824 Vagrancy Act).

WHO ARE
THE TORIES?

It is quite clear that the
Tory government, made
up of Lords and company
directors (only two of
whom didn’t go to ‘public
schools’), will not work in
the interests of ordinary
people.

Quite the contrarv!

The Tories will work to
benefit their paymasters,
the big companies and the
rich. Young people will
gain nothing from the

‘MILITANT’ PAMPHLET

‘Common Market—No!

Socialist Europe—Yes!’

The socialist case by Ted Grant
plus Leon Trotsky on
the United States of Europe

Price 15p plus 10p postage

Order from ‘Militant’,
1 Mentmore Terrace, London E8 3PN

Terry Harrison is standing as Labour candidate for
Liverpool in the FEuropean election on a socialist
programme. This section of his manifesto on youth
shows a real alternative to the capitalist EEC.

Tories. We will have to food prices high, while
farmers are paid to destroy
their produce.

fight against the Thatcher
government.

In this election to the
European Assembly we
have the chance of showing
the Tories that Merseyside
will fight their plans by
electing Terry Harrison,
the Labour candidate.

We must not let the
Tories win this seat and
then claim that Merseyside
supports Thatcher.

But the fight against the
Tories will not end on 7th
June. In fact, it will only
just be beginning.

YOUNG

SOCIALISTS

The Labour Party Young
Socialists, the youth sec-
tion of the Labour Party,
will as always, be playing a
leading role against the
Tories ‘and the bosses.
While fighting the That-
cher government, we will
be campaigning for the
Labour Party to adopt the
socialist policies which
Terry Harrison is fighting
for in this election.

Throughout Britain and
Europe huge resources are
lving either idle or under-
used. Six and a half
million are unemployed in
the Common Market, and
the European Commission
expects this to increase to
15 million by 1985. Milli-
ons more have to try to live
on low incomes.

The Common Market's
agricultural policy keeps

The Labour Party Young
Socialists stand against the
anarchy of the capitalist
system. Production should
be organised to meet
people’s needs, not simply
to enrich the owners of
industry.

We stand for the reor-
ganisation of society on
sane lines, on the basis of
socialist policies which
match the basic aims of|
the Party and which have
been repeatedly demanded
at successive Labour Party
Conferences.

We demand that the
next Labour government
implements socialist poli-
cies to end once and for all
the chaos and misery of
capitalism.

We also work with
young socialists in Europe
against all the European
Tories and bosses—and
for a workers’ Europe, a
Europe organised in the
interests of the working
people, not big business.

The young workers of
Merseyside, of Britain and
Europe, face common
problems and a common
enemy, the bosses’ system.
Only a united struggle can
give us the kind of future
we want.

Don’t just vote Labour
on June 7th! Join us in the
fight for socialism!




10 MILITANT 1 June 1979

CONSPIRACY IN THE CARIBBEAN

to South Africa. The South

A story involving the
Mafia, South Africa, oil
refineries, foreign mercen-
aries and Caribbean in-
vasion plots sounds like
the by-line for the Ilatest
spy thriller.

That it was truly the
basis of a scheme to over-
throw the government of
Barbados and create a free
haven for big business,
crime and South Africa
was revealed in the BBC
programme ‘Panorama’ on
21st May.

According to ‘Panorama’. the
plot was as follows:

South Africa wanted a
secure place for oil refineries
to withstand an oil boycott
from Arab and Iranian pro-
ducers.

Dominica, in the West
Indies, fitted part of the bill
nicely. It was ideal for it was
poor, with a one-crop econ-
omy (bananas). 40% unem-
plovment and ruled over by a
corrupt dictator. Patrick
John.

Dominica could act as a
middle man. It would pur-
chase the oil from the Middle
East, refine it and then sell it

African oil organisation.
SASOL. fixed the details. and
a contract for an oil refinery
was signed on 6th February,
1979. °

To secure the oil refinery.
part of Dominica would have
to be set aside as a Free Port
Authority, with its own cus-
toms. rules and taxes (i.e.
none).

Such an authority was
agreed by the Dominican
regime with the Pearson
company also on 6th Feb-
ruary this year. This company
had had a similar free port
area in neighbouring Haiti,
where thev set up gambling
casinos operated by the
Mafia.

The negotiations with the
South Africans and the
Pearson Company were con-
ducted on behalf of

Dominican regime by the

1 gain control of and expand

the oil refinery on Barbados.

Sidney Alleyne (one of the

“RosequP Dominica
v .

Fund’'s three organisers)

by wanted to become the leader
Q"f:a-t oF — of Barbados.

e WA Martinique. .=  He had been expelled from
= S the country in 1976, because
e : Castites = he organised secret funds for

X e Sihucc—— rich Portuguese who had been
e 0 -~ ——__ ] thrown out of Angola and
= 5 §thLenE‘ c LAY DI Mozambique.
— — Kingstown In 1978, using as a cover a
: £ o :
e % - fake job as a ‘broker’ for a
e = e Bridgetown—— ritish bank, he met up with
ey Yo 2 mercenary recruiter John
S — — 5 Banks. Banks had sent the
———— - —St Georges Grenada mercenaries to Angola in

1976, and he got a team of

thugs together again.

—— 8% Tobago———

Unfortunately for the con-
spirators the plot leaked out

to the press and had to be

the E

Dominican Development [&

Fund.

This fund was run by the
Dominican Prime Minister,
Foreign Minister (Leo Austin)
and a Sidney Alleyne. These
three already secretly owned a
number of firms in Dominica
and the Fund was ostensibly

formed to encourage foreign
investment.

In reality it was formed to
line the pockets of the three
organisers, help big business

MASS WORKERS
PROTEST AGAINST
RTUGUESE
- GOVERNMENT

May Day this year saw
the largest demons-
trations since the 1974
revolution.

- Hundreds of thou-
sands marched in Lis-
bon, over a 100,000 in
Oporto, and tens of
thousands in towns
and cities throughout
the country.

In every demonstration the
main slogan was the same:
*The struggle continues, the
Mola Pinto government must
go."”

Workers were furious at the
attempts by this reactionary
government to destroy the
main gains of the revolution:
the nationalised industries,
the elements of workers’
control, agrarian reform and
even the freedom of infor-
mation won in 1974.

The demonstrators deman-
ded that the workers’ parties
should unite to act against
this minority big business
government and form a
majority left-wing govern-
ment.

But the leaders of the
workers’ parties are refusing
to mount a really vigorous
attack on this government.

Whilst hundreds of thou-
sands marched behind the
CGTP (trade wunion) ban-
ners, the leaders of the unions
refused to make any criticism
of Eanes, the President of
Portugal.

Like the Communist Party
leaders. the tops of the trade
unions see the Presidency as a
classless institution necessary

for demoncracy. Yet they
know that Eanes voiced his
support for the policies of the
Mota Pinto government as
recently as April 25th.

The Central Committee of
the Communist Party had
spelt out its viewpoint the day
before:

“The Communist Party has
neither participated in the
attacks, nor in the defence of
President Eanes. The Party
refuses to participate in such
destabilising operations as it
considers the Presidency of
the Republic to be a supreme
institution necessary for dem-
ocracy.” '

This professed ‘neutrality’
towards a defender of big
business is full of dangers for
Portuguese workers. It is also
not an entirely accurate
reflection of their views.

When sections of the May
Day demonstrators called for
‘No to the Eanes/Mota Pinto
government’, they were arbit-
rarily suppressed by CGTP
officials. This illustrated both
the lack of political under-
standing of the CGTP bur-
eaucrats and the lack of
democracy within parts of the
trade union movement.

The workers’ struggle has
also been partially hampered
by the attempt of social
democrats within the Socialist
Party, and outside it, to split
the trade union movement
and form their own organis-
ation, the UGT. )

So far they have had little
success. Over 85% of workers
remain in the CGTP and only
a few hundred followed the
UGT on May Day.

But the leaders of the UGT

used the vacillation of the
CGTP to make demagogic
attacks on Eanes and the
Mota Pinto government. Al-
though empty of any real
attempt to combat capital-
ism, this rhetoric could
atiract some workers to the
UGT.

It is vital for all workers
that the present policy of the
leaders of the labour move-
ment is ended.

Socialist workers within the
CGTP should fight for it to
become an active, fighting,
democratic trade union or-
ganisation. They should reject
the divisive policies of some
leaders of the Socialist Party
and try to build a united trade
union movement.

That is the way forward for
the Portuguese workers.

On the May Day demon-
strations, many workers wore
T-shirts proclaiming “I'm a
worker, I'm with the Socialist
Party.”

United action should be the
approach now. The workers
parties must build upon the
mass May Day demonstrat-
ions.

The Communist Party and
Socialist Party should organ-
ise to end this disastrous
government of big business. If
they formed a united left
government and fought the
1980 elections upon a bold
socialist programme they
would undoubtedly win the
overwhelming support of the
Portuguese people.

By JP M Frier,
JC da Silva
and F Figueira

called off in December last

| year. But Alleyne could well
try again. He has already

spent one year in prison in

firms, assist South Africa,
and also act as a channel for
funds to overthrow the gov-
ernment of Barbados.

South Africa wanted to

‘Workers’ oppeosition car

Martinique in 1977 for
attempting to launch an
earlier attack on Barbados.

The threat remains, as do
the plans for a free port area
and an oil refinery in
Dominica.

The above account cannot
be dismissed as a bizarre

it austerity plans again

fantasy. In 1978 foreign
mercenaries invaded and
overthrew the government of
the Comoro Islands, off East
Africa.

Third World

The Dominica story is a
graphic illustration of how
countries in the misnamed
‘Third World’® are at the
mercy of big business and
their hired hoodlums.

In reality there is no ‘Third
World" at all. The countries
are not separated from the
economic power of imperial-
ism.

Whilst they cannot all be
overthrown by the whim of
this or that firm or would-be
Napoleon, they are all domin-
ated by the power of inter-
national capital. Only when
that power is broken will
people in the Caribbean,
South Africa and throughout
the world be able to face the
future securely.

By Jim Chrystie

\

This weekend’s Italian
General Election follows
the collapse in February of
the Andreotti government
and the failure, despite
months of bargaining, to
rig together a replacement.

Andreotti’s Christian
Democratic government,
Italy’s 40th since 1943,
resigned in the face of
workers’ opposition to the
austerity plan put forward
by Treasury minister Pan-
dolfi. This movement for-
ced the Communist Party,
PCI, to stop supporting
the government resulting
in its immediate collapse.

Since the beginning of the .

year the momentum of work-
ers’ struggles has gathered
pace. This year ten million
workers [including engineer-
ing, building, chemical, tex-
tile, printing and agricultural
workers| are due to negotiate
their three-year contracts.

Hardly a week goes by
without strikes and demon-
strations taking place.

On 8th May five million
workers took part in a
four-hour strike in support of
their demands for wage
increases and a shorter work-
ing week. A week later two
million public service workers
held a 24-hour strike in
support of their claim.

At the end of April the
FLM, metalworkers’ union,
told its members to blockade

all factory gates for 48 hours.
In southern Italy workers
have attempted to take con-
trol of the running of their
plants.

The Confindustra, the Ital-
ian bosses’ group, has firmly
come out against the workers
and called for activity. But
with unemployment at 1,600,
000 and inflation at 14.3%
and both still rising, the
Italian workers are pressing
ahead with their claims.

Yet the workers’ parties,
the PCI and the Secialist
Party, PSI, are not providing
any real direction to the
current struggles.

The PCI leaders, who until
the beginning of the year
supported the capitalist
Christian Democrat govern-
ment, are still demanding a
place in a government of
national unity of all ‘demo-
cratic’ parties.

There can be no doubt
that, at present, the majority
of workers have great expec-
tations that the entry of the
PCI into the government
would mark a dramatic
change in their situation.

But it is likely that for the
first time since the 1950s, the
PCI would lose votes in this
election. Their role in suppor-
ting the various capitalist
governments since the 1976
elections has disillusioned
many people.

Craxi, the leader of the
PSI. has foucht the election

on the need to build the PSI
as the ‘third force’ between
the Tory Christian Democrats
and the PCI, without putting
forward any real programme.
Fanfani, the right-wing Chris-
tian Democrat leader, has
hinted, in return, that they
might be prepared to let a PSI
member be Prime Minister
in an attempt to revive the old
‘centre-left’ governments of
the 1960s and the early 1970s.

No one in Italy expects these
elections to resolve any of the
issues facing the country.

Nore of the party leaders
are seriously discussing the
actual policies. All are con-
centrating on the various
possible combinations for the
new government.

But the development of
events will not be shaped by
parliamentary manoeuvres.
Every government which has
tried to introduce austerity
measures has fallen in the
face of workers’ oppesition.

Any decline in’the votes of
the workers’ parties will not
hold back the class struggle
for long and in this situation
the leaders of the PCI and
PSE will be put to the test as
workers draw the conclusion
from their experiences and
demand socialist action.’

By Bob Labi



Acre Mill

A report on the
mill, Acre Mill [near
Hebdon Bridge] was
given in a recent BBC
programme ‘A Week
in the Old Town’.

The report illustra-
ted the complete dis-
regard of the bosses
for the safety of the
workers.

As the TV commen-
tator stated: ‘‘Acre
Mill stands as a
blackened monument
to those killed and

PLAN TO SAB

In her article “NHS Prime
Target for Tory Axeman’
[‘Militant® 18.5.79] Jackie
Turner mentioned a private
plan threatening mass resig-
nations by family doctors
[General Practitioners] from
the National Health Service.

This is the Rugby Plan,
drawn up by a working party
of the General Medical Ser-
vices Committee detailing the
operation of a patient-fin-
anced service should the
doctors ever feel the need for
a mass withdrawal from the
NHS—in support of a pay
claim for example.

Detailed proposals which

whilst working at this Yorkshire mill.

maimed by asbes-

tosis.”

by a TBA

worker

Two women in a family
where the mother and five
children had contracted
asbestosis, told how they
had to clean machines and
sweep floors covered in asbes-
tos dust. Such was the
disregard of the bosses for the
safety of the workers.

The mill was closed in 1970

are anticipated as being
introduced at the time of a
crisis were published in the
‘General Practitioner’ [April
20th]. They cover how the
family doctor collects his fees
based on known financial
returns.

Allewance has been made
for such factors as ‘““the slow
up-take of the scheme”
because it is admitted: “For
many practices dependent on
NHS arrangements the
changeover may be difficalt
and there will be problems too
for some patients.”

Here are some of the
problems the patients will

ASBESTOS

83 KILLED IN ONE

Eighty-three died from asbestosis and a
further 192 people contracted the disease

and has remained empty ever
since. But it is still feared by
local inhabitants. Even tho-
ugh it has been vacuumed
twice since closure, local
people fear that demolition
will release a cloud of asbestos
dust over the area.

But 21,000 workers are still
employed in firms using
asbestos. There have been 235
prosecutions under the pre-
sent regulations.

In spite of technological
improvements which could
make the industry safe, the
bosses are still complaining
about the stringency of the
asbestos regulations.

In Rochdale, TBA Indus-
trial Products Ltd (part of the

face—they can ‘‘choose”
between three categories:

[a] Item of service fees:
surgery consultation £6, home
visit £12, out-of-hours visit
£18.

By Myrna Shaw
(JSSC, Bethnal Green

Hospital)

[b] Annual payment: a
yearly fee paid by the patient
of £16-£20, children under 16
and OAPs £12 [who pays the
OAP’s fee?].

[e] Weekly contributions:
adults 35p, children and

Turner and Newall Group)
who employ over 3,000 work-
ers recently hit the headlines
by saying that if the govern-
ment report on asbestos
recommended lower dust lev-
els then 1,500 workers could
be laid off.

The Simpson Committee
who are compiling the report
on asbestos safety have been
told by Turner and Newall
that a reduction in dust levels
could put an end to asbestos
regulations.

Mr Norman Rhodes, a
director of TBA and general
manager of the industrial
textiles division stated in the
‘Rochdale Observer’ on 28th
March that “If the asbestos

E NHS

OAPs 20p, plus attendance
fees of 5S5p for a surgery
consultation, £1 for a home
visit and £2 for an out-of-
hours visit.

There are of course additi-
onal fees if you live more than
two miles away from the
doctor’s main surgery—£1 is
suggested for every extra
mile.

The fee schedule is based
on an average list of 2,300
patients in the expectation
that 1,500 of them [750
children and OAPs and 750
adults] would contribute. No
mention is made of what
would happen to the rest.

The present asbestos regu-
lations came into effect on
14th May 1970 after
consultations between the
TUC, the Department of
Employment and Produc-
tivity, the asbestos indus-
try employers, the medical
profession and the users of
asbestos products.

They replaced the regu-
‘ations that had been in
force since 1931. The 1931
regulations said that no

- dust should be produced

during asbestos opera-
tions, yet they made no
attempt to lay down an
upper dust level, or to
make dust checks com-

pulsory.

The view of the bosses is
clear.

For ‘example in the

1950s the TBA factory in
Rochdale introduced their
own checks. These in-
volved the primitive meth-
od of suspending a blob of
Vaseline on a tin tray at
various points throughout
the factory, then left for
seven days.

The Vaseline would then
be examined with a ther-
mal precipitator to estab-
lish the amount of asbestos
fibres in the air.

In 1969, the new regu-
lations came into force
following fears about the
dangers of ‘blue’ asbestos

and they call

these ‘safety
regulations
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Crocidolite was not
banned, but the maximum
dust level was fixed at 0.2
fibres per millimetre.
Crocidolite asbestos is no
longer processed at TBA.

Its use was stopped in
1969 when its link with the
cancerous disease meso-
thelima became obvious.

The 1969 asbestos regu-
lations called for: _

Employers to provide
machines with extractors
to remove dust created or
apply other means, such as
damping, which helps to
prevent dust being given
off.

If there is a dust
problem then protective
respirators must be pro-
vided and properly main-
tained.

Changing booths with
washing facilities, with two
lockers for. each employee
—one for outdoor cloth-
ing, the other for overalls
etd.

Overalls to be worn at
all times in working areas
and no overalls to leave the
premises.’

Loose asbestos has to be
kept in dust-proof con-
tainers and any asbestos
waste must be stored in a
way that will not release
dust.

industry is given no time to
comply with new hygiene
standards, 1,500 workers at
TBA could go home. It is as
serious as this.”

The Simpson Committee is
due to publish its findings
within the next few months.
In an interim report a
maximum dust level of two
fibres per milliliter was
recommended. This com-
pares to the TUC’s call for a
0.2 fibre maximum.

Mr Rhodes went on to say:
“If the committee does re-
commend a 0.2 dust level the
crucial factor will be how long
industry will be given to come
down to this level and if the
industry is prepared to fin-
ance the tremendous cost. It
has taken almost thirty years
to come down to the two fibre
level and nobody can preduct
how long it would take to
come down to a 0.2 fibre
level.”

This is a real indictment of

This would give the family
doctor a mnet income of
£14,000 after his own ar-
rangements for superannua-
tion and sickness insurance
provision [carefully detailed
in the plan together with
methods of organising himself
for the changeover and col-
lecting bad debts].

After putting forward pro-
posals that would cripple the
NHS, the Plan blithely states
that maternity and contra-
ceptive services are excluded
“as it is anticipated that
current NHS arrangements
for these will continue.”

Prescriptions too should be
issued in the normal way as
““it is reasonable to assume
that chemists and dispensing
doctors will dispense as at
present since the government
is unlikely to set aside its duty

TBA and so-called private
enterprise who consider the
health of their workers not to
be worth the cost of installing
new machinery.

They are offering workers
the alternative of working
with levels of asbestos which
are a danger to health or
unemployment.

Yet TBA is considered to
be one of the better employers
in the asbestos industry.

If the industry is not
prepared to finance the
tremendous cost (as Mr
Norman Rhodes puts it) then
they are not fit to run the
industry.

The asbestos industry
should be nationalised (with
compensation only on proven
need) under workers’ control
and management so that we
can ensure that production
can continue without the
threat to the health of workers
and families who live in the
areas near asbestos factories.

to provide necessary drugs
and appliances.”

Can they really believe what
they are saying? Surely these
proposals if accepted would
mean the complete destruc-
tion of the NHS and an attack
upon our standard ef Bving
that must never be aBowed to
get off the ground.

The Plan has beem put to
Local Medical Cemmittees to
be considered by them at their
Conference in June.

An immediate protest by
the organised labour and
trade union movement must
be set in motion publicising
the proposals and raising an
immediate oppositien. It
must be hammered across to
all trade unionists that their
defence of their living stand-
ards includes the defence of
the National Health Service.
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Send your views and comments on the issues that affect you

to *‘Militant’, 1 Mentmore Terrace, London E8 3PN

Golden handshake...
copper handshake

Dear Comrades

A news item in the
‘Liverpool Echo’ (May 14th)
shows what sort of society we
live in.

“A warning of more poss-
ible job losses at the Liver-
pool-based shipping line of
Ocean Transport and Trad-
ing came today. after another
37 people were made redun-
dant in its ocean marine
division. Eighty jobs have
been lost at the company in
recent months.

“A spokesman for the line
said: ‘The world liner trade
recession is still severe and
there could be some further
redundancies. They are very
regrettable and unfortunate,
but the numbers are not
significant in a national
context.”

““At the group's annual
general meeting this after-
noon. shareholders were be-

All the news
not fit to print

Dear Sir or Madam
A survey was

recently carried out in our

neighbourhood, commissioned by the ‘Nottingham

Evening Post’.

The interviewer asked me if I read the ‘Post’. I
replied that I used to but since the recent sacking of 28
journalists, I no longer did and would remain a
non-reader until such time as the journalists are

reinstated.

I noticed he was writing something on his clip-board
so I questioned whether he had reported what I had

said.

He answered that he was not allowed to report
anything relevant to what I had told him! Some survey!

Yours fraternally
Brian Lawton
Mansfield LPYS

Lagging

Dear ‘Militant’

I feel that Phil Waker's
article (issue 456) may well
give the impression that UPW
workers have been offered
increases of 12%-13%.

I would like to emphasise
that the offer was only 8% on
the basic rates of pay. The
rest of the cost consisted of a
reduction in the incremental
scale (only affecting those
who have been working for
the Post Office for a short
time) and limited consolida-
tion of previous pay supple-
ments (making a difference

- only in overtime payments).

My branch meeting was
also very well attended and
voted unanimously against
the deal.

It should also be remem-
bered that the UPW’s original
‘full claim’ was only for an
8% increase on basic rates,
the rest of the claim consist-
ing of demands for a shorter
working week and longer
holidays, hardy perennials
rapidly discarded at the
negotiating table.

The situation now is that
we have an offer of 9%, which
it is recommended that we

behind inflation

accept having secured a
re-opener clause for further
negotiations should the other
unions involved secure sig-
nificantly higher increases. It
would seem, however, that
the very fact that the UPW
would appear to have accep-
ted a mere 9% increase would
be detrimental to the nego-
tiations of the other unions
and, therefore. not likely to
produce any improvement of
our situation. :

The efficiency agreements
which the Executive Council
is now pleased to term merely
‘window dressing’, have been
set aside.

It is also proposed that the
operative date for our pay
settlements should be moved
from 1st January to 1st July,
for which we are offered
‘compensation’ of 4v2% from
1st July.

This would effectively mean
accepting a pay settlement for
over a year hence of only 9%
when inflation, under the new
Tory government, is already
bac’z into double figures,

Yours fraternally

Nigel Smith

UPW

ing asked to agree to an
ex-gratia payment of £59,970
to former director Mr Julian
Taylor. who left the company
earlier this year following a
management reorganis-
ation.”

When workers are made
redundant they get a paltry
redundancy payment and the
condolences of the company
for these ‘regrettable and
unfortunate’ events. When
Mr. Taylor and his like are
shown the door, its with
£59,970 in their pockets.

Roll on the day when not
only Mr. Taylor, but the rest
of his class are shown the
door—by the working class,
not with a golden handshake,
but with a well-directed kick.

Yours fraternally,
Kevin Bean
(Wallasey Labour Party)

GRAB THE
TORIES BY
THE NECK!

Dear Comrades

A few years’ change has become

Painful for most, not some.

Many laws the Tories will pass,

All aimed at subduing the working class.

Tax cuts both poor and rich will see,
But the poor lose out on VAT.
Public spending also chopped—
Equal opportunity abruptly stopped.

Many cannot see their fate,

The cross is made a little late.

I could only pray the unions’ force

Can return Labour and change the course.

We must all strike and check,

Grab the Tories by the neck.

Five years is far to great,

To be the victims of Maggie’s policies of hate.

Chris Wilkins, Filey Labour Party

N

SUPPORT FREE SPEECH

Dear ‘Militant’

I am writing to you about
an article you had a few weeks
ago: ‘Organised occupation
stops fascists in Plymouth’
(‘Militant’ 454). It was quite
clear that you think some-
thing should be done about
the NF.

I would call myself a
socialist, but I disagree with
these tactics. I do not agree
with the Front and Fascism,
but I believe that to encour-
age a government to ban a
party is to give them the
power to ban others. There is

Running
with
intent

Dear Comrades

On my way home at 11.30
pm one Saturday, it seems I
behaved in a very suspicious
manner.

I ran across the parking
area and up the stairs into the
flats where I live. By the time
I had found my keys and
begun to unlock the door I
had been followed by a
policeman, who wanted to
know why I was running.
Then he took my name and
address, my date and place of
birth, and asked for identifi-
cation—all on my own door-
step!

['ve never been in trouble
with the police before, and
have always been told that it
is best to co-operate with
them.

However, when I asked why
he wanted this information,
he replied that if there had
been any robberies in the area
to which I fitted a description
I might be contacted again. |
wasn't visibly carrying any-
thing that 1 might have
robbed, and the policemen
did tell me not to worry.

Ever heard the one about
George Davis...?

Fraternally

D Hughes

Bermondsey LPYS

no evidence that trying to ban
an idea will stop it growing.

But being in support of the
NF or any other organisation
having their say does not
imply any support for their
ideas.

Racism is dangerous, and
should not be supported by
any member of the working
class. Those who support
“smashing’” racism ignore
that it arises out of a capitalist
society.

The workers are under the
burden of poverty, illness and
insecurity. All it takes is a

More tact,
Mrs T!

Dear Comrades

A short while ago Mrs
Thatcher held a meeting with
West German Social Demo-
cratic leader, Helmut
Schmidt. Questions put to
them by the press provoked
an interesting episode which
should give us all food for
thought.

Press: Mrs Thatcher, you
being a Conservative Prime
Minister, and Mr Schmidt a
member of the Socialist Inter-
national, will this have any
effect on the relations bet-
ween you?

Mrs T: Oh no! After all, if
you look at the policies Mr
Schmidt is putting forward in
Germany, vou will find they
are not all that different...

Schmidt (interjecting):
Don’t go too far! -

Mrs T:...to the ones we
Conservatives are putting for-
ward in Britain.

Schmidt: Don't go too far,
Mrs Thatcher, you will make
me unpopular with my Party!

I wonder how Schmidt
would have reacted were it not
for the presence of the press
and TV cameras? No doubt
he will have to brief Thatcher
as to what kind of things can
be said in public and what
should be kept for saying
behind closed doors.

Fraternally

Greg Oxley

Bothwell CLP

crisis of some sort, to
highlight these problems, and
for them to react in an
illogical way..

Immigrants do not cause
these problems. Take Glas-
gow—there are relatively few
coloured immigrants but it
has some of the worst slums
and social problems, such as
crime, in the country.

But if we lose free speech
we've lost everything.

Dean Cooper

Lancashire

Fight
the
capitalist
system

Dear Comrades

The next few years will be
decisive, now that the fear of
a Thatcher-headed govern-
ment has been realised, with

her.newly formed anti-union
cabinet.

Steps must be taken to
build an organised working
class movement which would
form the base for a radical
programme of socialist poli-
cies.

The social and economic
climate such as we have today
is fertile ground for mass
unemployment, crippling
wage restraint and a savage
cut-back on public spending.

Parliamentary opposition
must be linked to a campaign
to awaken the rank and file of
the labour and trade union
movement to a socialist
alternative, and to arm itself
with Marxist perspectives.

Now is the time to mobilise
the 12 million trade unionists,
who together with the num-
bers of their families, would
draw in overwhelming sup-
port in the campaign to
change society, and to over-
come the pitfalls of the 1930s.

I'm on my way to being an
emancipated 20-year-old wife
and mother, who has become
politically aware for nine
short weeks, and I challenge
anyone to question the bold
measures called for to smash
the capitalist system, which
keeps its stranglehold on the
rehabilitation of our families.

Yes, I give my support to
the ‘Militant’ and thought it
might not be much, here’s my
£1 for the cause anyway.

Yours fraternally

Clare Harding

Isle of Wight

Make May Day
the workers’ day

Dear Comrades

On May 1st I attended the
great May Day demonstration
at Gothenburg in Sweden. It
was 30,000 strong, mostly
workers.

It was a scene of extra-
ordinary colour and filled the
whole wide boulevard that
leads up to the City Hall. A
great river of red flags and
banners with five very accom-
plished bands playing the
‘Internationale’.

They really made it into a
splendid marching song; the
sound of this inspiring music
resounding throughout the
whole city, stirred the emo-
tions.

This combination of hun-
dreds of waving red flags,
some made of silk, singing
and marching music, brought
out the whole population to
watch the spectacle. All the
symbols of solidarity and

socialism were there, al-
though the long speech of the
Secretary of the Swedish
Social Democratic Party did
not once mention the word
socialism.

However the potential
strength of the organised
Swedish workers was truly
reflected in the vigour and the
swinging step of these thous-
ands of werkers.

Is it not time that our
movement paid as much
attention to organising a May
Day show of strength as the
Swedish workers do? We won
the May Day holiday, but now
it’s become just another Bank
Holiday, apparently not
necessarily on May Day itself.

We should press for it to be
fixed on May 1st every year
and really make it Labour’s
day.

Yours fraternally

Dudley Edwards



And the financial
press think it will get
worse. They talk of a
‘shadow of depression’
in the ’80s. Despite
the difficulties our
readers have in mak-
ing ends meet, we are

you ensure that this
‘shadow of depression’
doesn’t reach the
Militant Fighting
Fund.

Our readers know that if
our living standards and
public services aren’t to be
| bled dry by Thatcher’s
Vampire Loyalist govern-
ment, ‘Militant’ has to
budget for growth, not the
downward spiral of de-
pression. Although we still
aren't getting in regularly
the amount we need we
can only be heartened by
the really generous dona-
tions of some supporters.

For example, a worker at
National Carriers sent us his
£50 back pay, with
comment “‘[it] would not have
been achieved without the
success of the lorry drivers’
strike, which owed a lot to
“‘Militant’.” )

Another supporter from
Teeside also sent us £50,
which was a bonus payment.
It’s also a bonus for us when
we get donations of this size,
because usually individual
readers can’t afford that
amount.

We do get useful sums
regularly from Labour Party
Young Socialists’ branches,
trade union discussion groups
and so on. St Pancras North
LPYS came top of the YS
League this week with a
collection of £15.66Y2, closely
followed by Liverpool Toxteth
and Birmingham Hands-
worth (£10 each), and Black-
pool (£6). Has the Labour
Party Young Socialists’
branch in your area discussed
making a similar donation?

This week over £195 has
come in from ‘Militant’
Readers’ meetings in South-
ampton, Eastbourne, Brigh-
ton, Basildon, Teeside, Nott-
ingham, Ipswich, Scarbor-
ough, Huddersfield, Slough,

delighted at the way

the |

Petrol prices shooting up;
15p for a humble pint of
milk, yet another jump in
bread prices.
hard for working people.

Times

By Steve
Cawley

Coventry and two in London.
Our thanks particularly to
delegates to the TSSA and
USDAW conferences, whose
contributions are included in
this figure.

Brothers from Newcastle
and Hartlepool sent us their
union expenses of £21, and
workers at Landers Bakery
made up ‘extras’ of £1.36 on
the sale price of ‘Militant’. A
Bristol weekend school left us
£10 better off, and an election
day whip-round in the Oak
Tree Labour Party, Mansfield
and from Newark and Basset-
law came to the best part of a
fiver. Aberystwyth LPYS

donated £1.50 and Newbattle
LPYS another £1.30.

As well as the two £50s, we
had £40 from someone who
wishes to remain anonymous,
« MILITANT
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Progress towards vear’s target - Progress towards July 7th targe

TARGET FOR THEYEAR £85,000 - TARGET FOR JULY 7th £42, 500

THIS WEEK

£1,081

Readers’ meetings are an excellent way of raising cash—as well as a political education

and £30 ‘unused LPYS Con-
ference money’ from a Lon-
don supporter. (Still more of
the latter around, comrades?)

A Merseyside SOGAT
member sent us part of his tax
rebate (£10) and this was
also matched by I Stiff
(Ipswich). C O’Brien from
Ruislip headed the West
London list with £6, and we
had seven individual fivers
this week, including two from
Scotland, and two from
students A Huyton and S
Johnson. Others were from
Helen (N London) and P

RATES
CLASSIFIED: S5p per word.
Minimum ten words.
SEMI-DISPLAY: £2 per 2
column centimetres.

All advertisement copy should
reach this office by SATUR-
DAY

BIRMINGHAM Militant Pub-
lic Meeting. ‘Socialism and the
EEC’. Speaker: Albert Bore
(Labour’s EEC candidate,
South Birmingham); Jeremy
Birch (Selly Oak Labour Party)
Friday 8th June, 7.30 pm, Dr
Johnson’s House, Colmore Cir-
cus, City Centre

BRACKNELL Militant Read-
ers’ Meeting ‘Which way for-
ward for Labour?’ Speaker:
Lynn Walsh (‘Militant’ Edit-
orial Board). 8 pm, Thursday '
June ‘14th, at Griffin House
(Opposite Red Lion pub),
Bracknell. Admission free.

BRISTOL Militant Readers’
Meeting Sunday 10th June,
7.30 pm. ‘Traace Unions under
the Tories’. Speaker: Andy

Price (Cardiff SE Labour Party

and Cardiff Trades Council).
Crown Tavern, Lamb Street,
near Old Market, Bristol.

Petterson (Hull).

Sums between £2 and £5
came from F and B Kidd, J
and H Wobey, M Perkins
(Brighton), H Smith (Liver-
pool) and D Caddick (Ips-
wich). Many of these suppor-
ters give us these sums
regularly because they see the
need for expanding the con-
tent and scope of the paper.

Our thanks also to E Castle
(Hayes) £1.65, J Sleightholme
(Lewisham) £1.40, and ]
Lloyd (Huntingdon) £1.20.
£1s included those from G
Tarrant (bus fitter), J Coulson

(TGWU, Ford’s, Southamp-
ton), B Harris, A Stevens, R
Bright and S Field (all
London), S Downie (Edin-
burgh), S Aquilar (Milan),
R Thomas (Bristol), J Muncie
(Birmingham), L McCluskey
(Mersey Docks ACCTS) and
P Medhurst (Regional Ofﬁcer
NUAAW Ipswich).

The weekly sum of under
£3,300 which we need to
reach the half-year target will
be reached if every reader of
the ‘Militant’ is approached
for a donation. The Eurodraw
tickets priced at only 10p each

Militant Weekend School

Friday June 29th to Sunday July 1st
At: Goldsmith’s College Students” Union,
Lewisham Way, London S.E.14.

Courses on:

* Marxist Economics
* Marxist Philosophy
* Marxism and the Trade Unions
* Ireland: History and Perspectives
* Russian Revolution
% The Labour Party
Friday evening: film ‘Harlan County’
Plus: Debate. ‘A Socialist Programme for Labour’
Speakers from ‘Militant’ and ‘Tribune’

Registration: £2.50—whole weekend, £1.50 for Saturday
or Sunday only, 75p for Friday evening only.

To register, or for further information, write to:
Militant Marxist Weekend School, 1 Mentmore Terrace,
London E8 3PN -

xrea Iza :‘gf: ,(‘,‘::’lt: Proportion of target received Received‘

Eastern 4,700 2,350 1,153
Hants & IOW 3,100 1,550 887
Humberside 2,000 1,000 624
London North 9,500 4,750 2,046
London South 3,900 1,950 1,218!
Manchester & Dist. 4,500 2,250 1,158
| Merseyside 5,000 2,500 1,031
Midlands East 3,300 1,650 1,371
Midlands West 9,000 4,500 2.422
Northern 5500 2,750 1,451
Scotland East 2,900 1.450

Scotland West 4,500 2,250

South East 4,500 2,250

South West 3,100 1,550

Wales East 2,600 1,300

Wales West 3,400 1,700

Yorkshire 6,800 3,500

Others 6,700 3,250

Total 85,000 42,500

are just one very easy way of
getting the least from a large
number of people. Where else

‘can you get a holiday in Rome

for the price of a small bar of
chocolate? And our prices
won’t go up.

A Tyneside reader sent us
cigarette vouchers and asked
if postage stamps would be
any use to us. Foreign or
commemorative issues cer-
tainly would if in good con-
dition, as would trading
stamps.

Nearly £150 came in this
week from small (in most
cases) fund-raising efforts.
Amongst the most successful
were the May Day Party
(¥pswich, £21.20), hair cut
(Bristol, £11.10), traditional
Sunday dinner (London»£14)
and ‘car rides’ (W London
£15).

Other

contribu-
tions were from cartoon
books, the Ware quiz, coffee

smaller

and food for canvassers,
Bracknell vbadges and cheap
beer from Sunderland. Fin-
ally, £56 came in through
‘extras’ in readers donating
their change when buying
‘Militant’.

We want to be able to bring
you an even better quality
paper in the future, and to
assist us in speeding up the
production of your ‘Militant’
(which means more up-to-
date news) it’s essential we get
the new plate-making equip-
ment mentioned previously. If
you want an even better
‘Militant’, help us budget for
growth!

MILITANT RAFFLE

£500 WORTH OF PRIZES TO BE WON
IN ‘MILITANT’'S’ FORTHCOMING
“EURODRAW”!!

Date of Draw—July 7th 1979.
Tickets 10p each in books of 10
Order, if vou can, from your local ‘Militant’ distributor
otherwise order from ‘Militant Eurodraw’
1 Mentmore Terrace, London E8 3PN

CLASSIFIED

MILITANT’S programme.
Four-page broadsheet from
issue 453. Under 40 copies: 2p
each. 40 or more 1p each,
Postage: under 40 copies, add
20p; 40 or more, add SOp.
Cheques to ‘Militant’. Order
from 1 Mentmore Terrace,
London E8 3PN

Revolutxonary greetings from

Harry, son to Alan and
Stephanie (Brighton). Born
2.33 am, 15th May.

CPGB Brighton Branch, Stan-
ford Arms, Thursday May 31st,
8.00 pm. ‘The EEC—what's the
point?’ Spedker Gerry Pocock,
all welcome
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do.

The policy of the
BFAWU calling for
nationalisation of the
industry is more than
just a pious resolut-
ion; it is the only way
forward in our fight
for an end to low pay
and bad conditions.

Last winters strike has brought
home the realities of class
struggle more effectively to
workers in the bakery industry
than a thousand articles could

The concerted campaign by
employers, press, and police
will not be lost on the

conference of the Bakers Food
and Allied Workers Union.

By Gerry
Lerner

In a circular produced
during the strike, Sam
Maddox graphically show-
ed the full forces of the
state arrayed against wor-
kers struggling for the

BFAWU The Lessons
of the Bakers Strike

dignity of decent wages
and conditions: yet he
finished the circular by
showing that despite all
this force at the employers
disposal they would not
last one minute against the
united power of an organ-
ised working class.

Union transformed

When debating the lessons of
the strike, Conference must
develop policies that can
harness the full power of its
members in this fight, and
can create effective unity with
other workers to carry for-
ward the common struggle.
Over the recent years the
Bakers’ union has been trans-
formed from a quasi-com-
pany union into an organisat-
ion that has begun to chal-
lenge the employers on a
whole number of questions.
This process itself has done
a lot to bridge the gap
between the officials and lay
members, and the resolution
calling for the periodic elect-

Bakery workers picketing factory in Newcastle last winter

P& T dispute:
STEP UP THE ACTION

The so-called ‘good
" image’ which the
Post Office tries
desperately hard to
maintain has been

ripped away.

Four weeks of CPSA
action has revealed the
real, provocative and in-
timidatory face of Post
Office management.

The current action, over
our pay claim of 13.8% to
28.5% has so far, alongside
SCPS action over pay, resul-
ted in a £250m-£300m loss for
the PO in the form of unpaid

.. telephone bills.

The Post Office made a
pathetic offer on 2nd May of
9% on present rates, 2% % if
we agreed to forward the
operative date from 1st April
to 1st July and a cheeky 32 %
if their scandalous proposals
on ‘downgrading’ were ac-
ceptable!

The ‘offer’ was of course
rejected. Since then meetings
with top PO management
have revealed just how stupid
these people are. On 8th May,
we were told that the PO was

ernment’s incomes policy,
although a new government
had been elected!

On Monday 21st, they told
us to call off selective action
otherwise the ‘offer’ would be
withdrawn and a reduced
‘offer’ would be put to us!

And as if that wasn't
enough, on Wednesday 23rd
May, they again put the same
‘offer’ to us with 20 clauses,
calling for increased -effici-
ency and productivity, work
study etc!

Workers have helped rake
in £400m for the Corporation

this -year. Actually, if PO
accounting was based sim-
ilarly to- that of private

companies, profits would be
well over £1,000m this year.
And still they offer 9%! What
a nerve!

Ia many areas, the PO has
suspended members for re-
fusing to perform the work of
members on strike. Eighteen
members per hour were being
suspended in London City
branch for this reason, for
example.

In my own branch three -

members have been suspen-
ded. However, the response
of the membership has been

For example, 5,000 mem-
bers in the North West have
staged a mass walkout over
the Liverpool suspensions. At
this time several hundred
members nationally are on
strike.

Due to the insulting atti-
tude of management and
their derisory ‘offer’, dele-
gates at our Group Confer-
ence (where incidentally
‘Militant’ supporter Dave Bell
was elected onto the Group
Executive Committee) told
the GEC firmly to step up the
action.

This, however, is an area of
doubt. They have not done so
as yet (a week after Con-
ference) and they tend to
waver over the question of
strike action.

This was particularly de-
monstrated at the beginning
of the fight, when the GEC
only started action at the end
of April about ten weeks after
the submission of the claim to
the PO.

Now. they have no excuse.
Escalate the action for full
implementation of the claim!

By Steve Higham

(CPSA P&T group.

Liverpool,

ion (ie every five years) of all
full time officers will carry the
process even further.

All officials should be
elected and subject to instant
recall by those who elect them.
This would ensure that the
officers reflect the aims of the
members they represent. Cer-
tainly, no official worth his
salt has anything to fear from
such an extension of basic
trade union democracy.

There is no doubt that the
overwhelming majority of
members thought that last
year's claim for a £10 rise was
justified. In spite of this the
union entered the battle
unprepared for the vicious
counter attack of the employ-
ers, and as a result many
sections weakened and capit-
ulated.

The lack of an effective
campaign to prepare for the
struggle has unfortunately
taken its toll in the loss of the
closed shop in many areas.

In the 13 resolutions deal-
ing with the national strike
there is a serious attempt to
get to grips with this lesson.

The issue of advance prep-
aration for struggle is raised
in those resolutions calling for
full ballots before and to
settle all national disputes. If
this were combined with mass>
meetings to discuss the strat-
egy and tactics of the fight it
would play a vital role.

One resolution talks of a
master plan to include strike
committees, picket organis-
ers, fund raisers and so on.
Although any secret master
plan would. be self defeating
as the key to an effective
campaign is the full involve-
ment of the mass of the
members, nevertheless the
resolution does reflect the
need for a greater degree of
preparation at all levels.

In many areas during the
strike, strike committees were
not functioning and members
were fed on the distortions in
the bosses’ press and manage-.
ment letters.

The 18th biennial
conference of the
AUEW Construct-
ional Section will
be one of the most
important confer-
ences in its history,
for the election of a
Tory government
committed to cuts
in public spending
will have a disast-
rous effect on our
industry.

Even under a Labour
government, with massive
subsidies to the clients
and the construction com-
panies, one third of our
members were on the dole.

The crisis facing British
capitalism is more intense in
the construction industry,
with 40% capacity unused. In
international terms, we come

off even worse. The con-
ctrnction industry grew by

The aftermath of the strike
has left deep scars and a
bitterness that is shown in the
resolution calling for any
members who fail to support
official union action to be
barred from holding any
office.

On the other side, the basic
strength of trade unionism
are shown by the increasing
numbers, who dropped out of
the union, reapplying for
membership as they realise
how they were duped by
management lies and as they
experience working in the
industry without the protect-
ion of a trade union. .

Before his tragic' death,
Sam Maddox had made it
clear to all that he saw the
struggle for decent conditions
in the industry as an essent-
ially political struggle.

The Tory election victory
has really high-lighted the
truth of that assertion. The

AUEW Constructional Section:
UNIONMUST GIVE A LEAD

By Mick Cavers
(Branch Secretary, AUEW
Constructional Section,
Scarborough)

I — e |
62% per year in money terms

to the OPEC countries from
1970 to 1975. Britain’s share
of that market fell from 21%
to 9%. Such is the state of the
mechanical construction in-
dustry.

With this in mind, many
resolutions call for a reduct-
ion to a 35 hour week with
extra holidays. On the wages
front, Resolution 89 from
North East division calls for
conference to reaffirm its
total oppesition to any form
of wage restraint and for all
trade unions to support TUC
and Labour Party conference
decisions to these ends.

One of the major debating
points of the Conference will
be amalgamation. Conference
must give a lead by pursuing
full amalgamation, protecting
the demeocratic rights of our
members. )

The election of Terry Duffy
does not mean that the

policy of the Federation to
smash up picket lines and
destroy the closed shop is now
the policy of the government.

The policy of tax handouts
to the rich while slashing
spending on essential services
for working people, the old,
young and- sick shows the
Tories to be a bosses’ govern-
ment. ‘

Yet Labour lost the election
because it had failed to stand
by its own supporters: the
trade union and working class
movement. The struggle to
ensure that the Labour Party
and the TUC fight as
effectively for workers’ rights
and socialism as the Tories
will fight for privilege and
profit is opening up anew.

The recent experiences of
the Bakery, Food and Allied
Workers Union should ensure
that they take a proud part in
that struggle.

AUEW is a right-wing union.

The Broad Left failed to
mobilise the membership
around a national claim year
after year. This paved the way
for the right wing to return.

The bosses whe, because of
the crisis of the system, will be
looking for further reductions
workers living standards will
ensure that members put a
left wing leadership into
control again.

If conference recommends
to come out of the amalgam,
it must be on the basis of a
full discussion by all the
membership and then an
explanation of why we amal-
gamated with the AUEW in
the first place.

After the conference the
activists in our union must
fight for the return of a
Labour government commit-
ted to carrying out socialist
policies. One of these policies
must be the nationalisation of
the comstruction industry
under democratic workers
control and management
thereby putting an end to the
present anarchy in our in-
dustry.



Times are

The Union of Post
Office Workers’ an-
nual conference in
Bournemouth reflec-
ted, perhaps in a
muted form, the frus-
trations, anger, and
new determination of
the membership.

An amendment calling
on General Officers of the
union to come up for
election every five years,
instead of being elected for
life, was only narrowly
defeated. This modest in-
crease in accountability
seems certain to come up
again at the Rules Revision
Conference in October and
must stand a good chance
of being carried.

A lively debate on Post
Office disciplinary procedures
showed the increasing mili-
tancy of a growing number of

GMWU Conlerence in session

branches. The Conference
and the three sectional con-
ferences spent much useful
time discussing our policy on
working conditions and Post
Office services.

But the conference was
dominated by the debates on
the 1979 pay claim and the
Executive handling of it.

A number of amendments
expressed ‘No Confidence’ in
the Executive. These were
defeated after powerful
speeches by Tom Jackson in
which he made it clear that he
would resign as General
Secretary if they were carried.

However, an amendment
was easily passed which
‘‘censured the Executive
Council for bringing the
UPW into disrepute during
the 1979 negotiaticus on
pay. which culminated in tiic
recommendation for accep-
tance in the national ballot.”

After discussion on a
number of detailed amend-

NO ROOM FOR

'GONSULTATION

“If confrontation it
must be, then so be
it,” was the open-
ing remark of the
Chairman of the
General and Mun-
icipal Workers’
Union at the recent
Congress.

It grew in significance
through the week as more
and more Tory election
‘promises’ were put into
practice, especially the
government’s decision to
declare a drastic freeze on
Local Authority recruit-
ment while the major
public sector unions were
in session!

The Union feaders: were
angered at the complete lack
of ‘consultation’. But, as the
Tories have clearly shown—
there is no room for con-
sultation. “It’s war!” Does
the third largest union in the
country possess the arms—
the programme—with which

to fight back?

Wandsworth’s
pledging full support to
members fighting cuts in
public spending was passed
unanimously. A resolution
calling for a £65 minimum
wage made history the follow-
ing day by being passed
against the wishes of the
Executive.

The tide is turning in the
GMWU. The General Sec-
retary stressed the need for “‘a
new radical programme’ in
his report and in his speeches.
Yet in the major economic
debate, he rounded on the
only Motion that explained
honestly the reasons for the
defeat of the Labour govern-
ment and the urgency of
adopting socialist measures,
including nationalising the
200 monopolies.

“This union is against it,
the Labour Party is against it
and the TUC is against it!”” he
declared. “This conference
cannot agree to a resolution
that attacks the Labour
government.”’

John Cope (Perivale) -and
Alan Moir (Manchester) had

resolution

ments on the report on pay
which had finally been put to
the conference, most of the
Executive’s proposals were
carried with only slight alier-
ations. Conference accepted
an interim pay deal.

However, if the autumn
does not produce a much
improved final pay deal and
consolidation of pay settle-
ments, the membership of the
union will undoubtedly raise
their voices once again.
Industrial action of some kind
is not ruled out, even by the
Executive.

In replying to one of the
debates, Tom Jackson said he
believed that our union is
changing. Never were truer
words spoken.

Eddie Newman

(Manchester
Amalgamated branch
UPW delegate,
personal capacity)

Report of the
GMWU Congress

by Clare Doyle

already explained that poli-
cies of wage restraint had
done nothing for the low paid
and served only to please the
“bingo players of Thread-
needle Street.” Investment
had fallen, profits had soared
and the total paid in Corpor-
ation tax had plummeted.

In attempting to answer the
accusations with facts, the
mover, Brian Roberts (Liver-
pool) was cut short by the

Chairman for “introducing
new material into the
debate™’!

Debate after debate—par-
ticularly on technology, pen-
sions and umemployment—
brought out the urgency fo
planning the use of society’s
resources. How else can we
avoid 10 million on the ‘dole
by the turn of the century?

The Executive motion on
unemployment asked only for
more public spending and
“‘serious moves to reduce the
working year.”

Where is the ‘‘radical new
thinking” in this or the NEC’s
emergency motion which in
effect warns the Tories not to
be Tories? The desperate

NUEES
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A CAMPAIGN
TO FIGHT
THE GUTS

“Thatcher took away school child-

milk: She must not be

allowed to take the food from their
mouths.” This delegate to the

National Union

of Public Em-

ployees Conference speaking on a
resolution calling for free school
meals for all children typified the
mood of delegates faced with the

Tory axe.

The return of a Tory
Government gave an extra
urgency not just to the
debates on the Health
Service and local author-
ities but possibly even
more to the discussion on
political affiliation.

NUPE is still affiliated to
the Labour Party. By an
overwhelming majority, the
delegates voted to fight within
the Labour Party to make the
Parliamentary Party more
responsive to the wishes of
conference.

Delegate after delegate
went to the
criticise the failure of the
Labour Government to elim-
inate low pay and for its
introduction of public expen-
diture cuts, but the same
delegates—even those fav-
ouring disaffiliation as a form
of ““pressure” on the Labour
leaders—saw the possibility of
changing the policies of the
Labour Party.

Conference in the end
adopted a motion calling for
the union to “mount a
campaign in the Ilabour
movement for the Labour
Party Conference to institute
the mandatory re-selection of
MPs”....¢to .propose at the
next conference that attend-
ance and voting records at the
meetings of the PLP be made
public” and to “withdraw
sponsorship from any NUPE-
sponsored MP who votes
against NUPE policies”.

The resolutions, drafted
before the general election
were made more vital by the
return of a Tory government.

The resolution from Edin-
burgh No. 1 called for
nationalisation of the phar-
maceutical industry, abolition

position of British capitalism
dictates Tory policy. The
desperate position of the
whole working class must
determine ours.

With jobs threatened (1 in
4 jobs at stake in Pilking-
ton’s); public spending at-
tacked and the Tory govern-
ment possibly going back on
the Clegg Commission’s re-
commendations for public
service pay; the full, united
strength of the public sector
unions will be vital.

What worse time could be
found, therefore, for a leader
of the GMWU (namely
Charlie Donnett) to launch a
public attack on NUPE! This
sort of outburst does no credit
to the trade union movement.
As delegates reminded Con-
gress—'‘United we stand,
divided we fall.”

Within the GMWU the
stress on unity must not be
used to stifle demands for
change. A number of reso-
lutions calling MPs, officials

rostrum to -

of all NHS charges, the
ending of closures, demo-
cratic control of the NHS,
involving NHS unions, and
increased health expenditure.

The incoming Executive
Council is committed to
organise a major national
campaign in furtherance of
these demands. Overwhelm-
ingly again, the conference
voted to oppose any further
cuts in public expenditure
and it was against the
recommendation of the EC
that the delegates voted to
support occupations in hos-
pitals, schools, clinics and
sther public sector units
threatened with closure.

In addition conference vo-
ted [once more against EC
advice] to withdraw all ser-
vices to private patients from
January 1st next year unless a
date has been agreed for
removal of pay-beds from
NHS hospitals.

Besides public expenditure
cuts and the election, the
other main debate was on
wages. Unfortunately, this
session was completely div-
erted by an addendum calling
for the resignation of Alan
Fisher and Ron Keating
[general secretary and assist-
ant GS].

But for that addendum
many delegates would have
felt a lot less inhibited about
drawing out lessons of the
recent strike. All strengths
and weaknesses of the union
could have been brought out
and no doubt many hard-
hitting criticisms would have
been made of the union
leadership and the negot-
iators.

But in the event, the debate
revolved completely around

and so on to account did not
réach the floor of Congress for
debate. Others failed because
of mandates being made at
regional level, in many cases
on the Executive’s say-so and
before the arguments could
be heard.

This happened with two
resolutions calling for action
on South Africa, for example,
in spite of the unprecedented
intervention of Dan Gallan of
the Foodworkers’ Internati-

* onal in his fraternal address,

criticising the Union for
inactivity on this issue!

Next year is Rules Revision
year and much still needs
doing to democratise the
GMWU fully. Proposals will
be presented by the NEC on
Industrial conferences for
example and members must
be alert to what can be done
to involve more members in
the decision-making pro-
cesses.

Some suggestions for Rules
Revision are summarised in

those in favour of Alan
Fisher’s resignation [about a
dozen] and those not prep-
ared to take part in a personal
attack [the rest].

There was no real discus-
sion on the merits and
de-merits of selective action,
on union amalgamation, on
increasing lay representation
on negotiating committees,
and there was even a failure to
agree on a definite figure for
the wage target for this year.

Nevertheless, the resolut-
ions passed showed an un-
mistakeable determination to
continue the battle against
low pay. It was agreed to fight
for a statutory minimum wage
equivalent to two thirds of the
national average earnings,
with adjustments every quar-
ter.

The same sessions agreed a
motion calling for a common
settlement for all public
sector workers, including
NHS, local autherity, Univ-
ersity and Water authorities,

in order to strengthen thef

union overall.

The experiences of the
Labour Government, the st-
rike and the mnew Tory
government are uppermost in
the minds of active members
of NUPE, judging by the
conference. Although dele-
gates failed to agree policies
clearly pointing a socialist
way forward for the economy
as a whole, the union
membership will move in that
direction in the coming
months and years.

In the EC elections seven
retiring members were de-
posed—including the Pres-
ident and chairman of three
important sub-committees.
Altogether, out of a lay EC of
25 members, there will now
be 12 new faces. Even without
knowing the political views of
the new EC members, these
changes are an indication of
growing participation of the
membership in their union.

Despite the fact that many
delegates present were regular
readers of MILITANT in
their own locality, neverthe-
less a total of 97 papers were
sold, anether indication of the
political direction that the
union is moving along.

John Pickard

the new ‘Militant’ GMWU
Review (price S5p) which
should be ordered for sale in
work-places and branches
and form the basis for
discussion in the immediate
period. Some proposals were
discussed at the ‘Militant’

meeting on the first night of

Congress.

All aspects of the Rule
Book and Union Policy will
have to be taken up in debate
and discussion throughout
the union. That’s what the
General Secretary has asked
for.

Real socialist content must
be put into what is advocated
by the leadership. If, on
behalf of big business, the
Tories are forcing us into
confrontation, we cannot
fight back unarmed on behalf
of the membership. A way
must be found of re-equip-
ping the GMWU with the
fighting programme of its
founders!

T
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ence,

prise.

This poses a con-
siderable threat to the
livelihood of POEU
members. Leading
Tory spokesmen have
made it abundantly
clear that they wish to
break the Post Office
‘monopoly’ by allow-
ing private companies
to sell, install and
maintain telephone
equipment in sub-
scribers’ premises.

Some Tory spokesmen have
even suggested selling *off
profitable sectors of the Post
Office. The importance of the
present monopoly grows when
the effects of the modernisat-
ion programme are taken into
account. This programme will
mean huge profits for private

TORIES SHARPEN AX

Act.

“Age Concern”, the
pressure group for old
age pensioners, warned
that the cuts would
inevitably hit pensioners
and other low-income

< groups.

The decision by the

" Tories to make social
service departments im-
mediately repay debts to
the government could
also have disastrous con-
sequences for local auth-
ority plans.

In Sheffield, for ex-
ample, it has meant the
whole year’s social ser-
vices capital allocation—

2 MARGATE Militant
Readers’ Meeting
(Bakers’ Conference)

Tuesday June Sth,
7.30 pm
Britannia Pub (opposite

Winter Gardens
Conference Hall)
Speakers:
Joe Marino (Bakers’
Union EC)
Brian Ingham
(Industrial Editor,
‘Militant’)

POSTAL GHARGES
UP- THREAT TO |
HIVE OFF TELECOMS

enterprise if these new ser-
vices were to be hived off.

It will be the task of this
conference to give notice to
the Government that this
union will defend the mon-
opoly by all means possible.

This conference should also
urge the Labour Party to
formulate a policy that all
de-nationalised sections of
state controlled industries will
be re-nationalised without
compensation when a Labour
Government is returned.

By Kevin
Pattison

(Leeds Internal branch
sec, personal capacity)

Annual conference this
year, as well as debating the
progress of the 20% pay
claim, will have the important
task of formulating a policy

£500,000—has been wip-
ed out. The council now
have to curtail projects
including a sheltered
housing scheme, a home
for the mentally infirm,
fire precautions, and a
day-centre for the eld-
erly.

This is the harsh
reality of the Tory cuts—
attacking those who can’t
organise to defend them-
selves.

At the same time, the
Tories are planping to
increase the vast sums
squandered on defence.
Already, they have given
a massive pay increase to
the armed forces.

At NATO discussions
last week, they pledged
increased spending on
the navy, and immediate
steps to increase overall
defence expenditure by
3% a year in real terms.

The ever-increasing
spiral of rising prices
goes on. The increases
announced this week—
oil and postage—will
have a wide effect, as
they will affect costs of
virtually every other pro-
duct.

The horrifying chaos of
the Tories’ “‘free market”
monetarism is only just
beginning to be felt!

POEU PREPARES TO
FIGHT TORY GARVE UP

This year’s POEU annual confer-
which is to be held in
Blackpool this week, takes place
just one month after the election of
a Tory Government pledged to
ruthlessly support private enter-
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on modernisation, especially
on staffing levels. Tremen-
dous pressure will be put
upon the union to allow
reductions in manning levels
through natural wastage;
however this will be opposed
by the recently formed Broad
Left.

As an alternative to this
proposal the Broad Left will
put forward the policy of
reducing hours and main-
taining the present manning

Continued
from

page

Joseph claims that free
enterprise is “‘the greatest
engine of material ad-
vance ever known”. Mil-
lions of workers suffering
from cut living standards
and mass unemployme-
nt—the responsibility of
big business whatever the
government in power—
will find this hard to
believe.

In any case, the bosses
of backward industries
are themselves forced to
confess that ‘“‘private en-
terprise” can no longer
sustain production and
modernise plant and eq-
uipment.

Industrial chiefs are
appealing to the Tories
not to cut back on
aid to industry, as this
could ‘*harm industry at
the present low levels of
profitability”’ [‘Financial
Times’, 26 May]. This is
the dilemma facing the
Tories—massive cuts in
public expenditure will
directly hit their friends
in the CBI who build for,
and supply, the public
sector.

Sir Keith Joseph also
announced plans to sell
off the Kirkby Workers’
Co-operative at a public
auction.

This is a purely vin-

POEU members march in London during strike action for

levels. This conference will be
a real testing ground for the'!
policies of the Broad Left with
the first edition of the Broad
Left’s own magazine ‘Spark’
on sale.

The policies decided upon
at this conference will effect
the union for many years to
come, and therefore it is’
essential that a leadership is
elected which is able to meet
the difficult tasks facing Post
Office engineers in the future.

-

dictive move. Now the
operation has been put
on its feet with govern-
ment money and above
all by the efforts of the
workers, the Tories are
going to hand it over to
big business.

Every reform intro-
duced by the Labour
government is wunder
attack.

The Tories have stop-
ped all but minor land
purchases by local auth-
orities as a first step
towards repealing the
Community Land Act.

Programmes that were
introduced through the
Manpower Services Com-
mission to provide jobs
and training for young
people are also being cut.
£48 million has been
lopped off the Youth
Opportunities Prog-
ramme and the Special
Temporary Employment
Programme.

In one month, the
Tories have shown what
lies ahead. They have
started the attacks on
working people from
every angle.

The whole strength of
the labour movement
must be mobilised to
resist these attacks and to
win support for socialist
policies capable of pro-
viding real solutions to
the problems of working
people.
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OIL CRISIS
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suppliers, like Saudi
Arabia, however, are
attempting to restrain
price increases—fearing
the repercussions of
another world recession
like 1974/75.

But the big ¢il com-
panies—dominated by
the Seven Ugly Sisters—
are certainly putting up
the prices. World dis-
tribution is almeost en-
tirely in the hands of
these big multinationals,
and their role is now
provoking howls of pro-
test from the rest of big
business who are having
to pay through the nose
for vital fuel supplies.

“The companies stand
to make truly staggering
profits from the price
rises,” comments ‘The
Observer’ [27 May]|. The
profiteering of the oil
giants, however, is but
one symptom of the
chaos of the -capitalist
market.

For decades, the main
capitalist economies
plundered the oil reserves
of the world. Much of the
oil they import has
always been squandered
in extremely wasteful
forms of heating, produc-
tion, and transport.

The abject admission
by James Schlesinger, the
US Energy Secretary,
that his government was
unable to impose even a
5% saving in oil con-
sumption, indicates just

how unrealistic it is to
expect any genuine econ-
omies in the use of energy
in a capitalist system.

Rivalry between the oil
moguls and inevitable
attempts by oil producing
states to take a share of
higher pump prices can
only exacerbate the crisis.
Things can only get
worse in the next period.

In London, the grow-
ing threat of a new world
oil crisis has already
dampened the Stock Ex-
change’s jubilation at the
Tory election victory:

“Just as it seemed that
the technical weakness of
the equity [share] market
...was beginning to work
its way out, the funda-
mentals have turned
nasty,” said the ‘Finan-
cial Times’ [26 May].

‘‘Higher oil prices are
one thing, but oil prices
that look to be moving
out of control are quite
another, and growing
fears of accelerating in-
flation an depressed
world trade have coin-
cided with some lack
lustre profit figures.”

All the Tories’ econ-
omic plans will be under-
mined by a new oil crisis
and world recession.
“Free enterprise” poli-
cies are no answer: it is
the anarchy of the mar-
ket which has produced
the crisis.

Only socialised pro-
duction and world-wide
planning can provide a
way out.




