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Pit closures. Steelclosures.
Factory closures...

SAGK
THATCHER

Miners galas show

The Tory government’s so-

called

‘solutions’

to the

capitalist crisis are making
industrial deserts of huge
parts of Britain.

Nowhere is this
more apparent than
in the mining and
steelmaking areas of
South Wales.

The industrial heart-
land of the region is
being systematically des-
troyed and redundancies,
closures, short time and
layoffs are on the order of
the day.

The Tories, who have
nothing to fear of losing
votes in South Wales, are
rubbing their hands at
the lengthening dole
queues. The massive run
down in the steel industry
will put tens of thousands
on the dole by Christmas.
In the first quarter of this
year more than 20,000
redundancies were an-
nounced in Wales, five
times bigger than the
same period in 1979.

On 26 May Ian Mac-
Gregor, the BSC’s answer
to BL hatchet man

OilL
CRISIS

See pages
8 and 9

By Phil White
(St Johns NUM)
and Steve Morgan
(President, AUEW,

Maesteg) J

Edwardes, warned that
Port Talbot steel works
still face closure. What a
kick in the guts.

“The storm clouds are
becoming darker,” add-
ed MacGregor. Storm
clouds! In the Afon valley
with the closure of a
public publishing firm
the unemployment rate
will be over 40%.

The National Coal
Board/BSC agreement
over coal from Margam is
due to run out at the end
of the year. The prospect
of 4,200 pit jobs dis-
appearing is on the
cards.

Ezra’s puppet, Mr
Philip Weeks, South
Wales NCB director,
made it clear that this
was on top of the 2,400
jobs at risk in the pits
under closure threats.

The agreement is vul-
nerable because of the
high costs of British coal.
This is due to Tory cuts
in expenditure on nation-
alised industries and the
failure to subsidise Brit-
ish coal by the same
amount as its overseas
competitors.

Referring to the future
of the threatened 12 pits,
Mr Weeks described the
£35 million loss as the
‘albatross around the
neck of the South Wales
coalfield”! Weeks, like
the rest of the NCB
mandarins, wants the
miners to pay for the
NCB’s mismanagement.

We will resist the
rundown of our industry
with all the means at our
disposal. It is they who
are the albatrosses
around our necks that
need replacing.

Our town of Maesteg,
with its pits St John’s and
Coegnant, relies totally
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LABOUR PARTY SPECIAL
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CONFERENCE CALLS FOR
SOCIALIST CAMPAIGN -

Bring down the
Tories

Labour’s Special Con-
ference at Wembley
last Saturday unmis-
takeably confirmed
the rank-and-file’s
overwhelming support
for bold, socialist poli-
cies.

Delegate after delegate
called for a campaign “‘on
a class-war footing,” as
one speaker said—to mo-
bilise the Labour Party,
the trade unions, and mass
working class support to
bring down the Tory
government and return a
Labour government com-
mitted to the implemen-

By Lynn Walsh

tation of socialist policies.

Those who spoke in the
six-hour debate, represent-
ing every section of the
movement and every area
of the country, expressed
the bitter anger of workers
at devastating cuts being

imposed by the Tory
government. The verdict
was unanimous: Thatch-
er’'s is the most vicious
anti-working class govern-
ment since the 1930s, or
even since the 19th cent-
ury.

Even Labour MPs and
trade union leaders not
previously noted for their

CONTINUED ON
PAGE THREE
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MAKING
LABOUR'S

PROGRAMME
A REALITY

Labour’s - S eclal

stark, class terms not gen-’

Even Callaghan eschewed
a direct attack on the
statement, but tried to
counterpose the idea of an
incomes policy as a necessity
for the next Labour govern-
ment—an idea that was met
with outright rejection by
both trade union and CLP
delegates.

The conference gave an
enthusiastic reception to
those calling for a departure
from the ‘mild Thatcher-
ism’ pursued by the last
Labour government between

ment be enacted and main-
tained?

Labour’s right-wing is
clearly opposed to most of
the programme presented to
conference. In the main,
however, they failed to take
their opposition to the
rostrum. Even so, through-
out the conference the
pro-capitalist programme
they advocate was vigorously
rebuffed. Jim Callaghan’s
plea for no extra-parliamen-
tary action against the
government to force an early

making the running; they
are the source of ideas and
energy and fervour. Mr
Callaghan, Mr Healey and
other Labour moderates are
on the defensive...”

The right wing have
unmistakably lost the argu-
ment on policy and prog-
ramme. Yet still the so-
called ‘moderates’ [ie. right-
wing extremists] who still
unfortunately dominate the
Parliamentary Labour Party
are determined to dominate
party policy and retain

deepening crisis of capital-
ism and the resulting night-
mare for workers and their
families, their right-wing
policies are historically fin-
ished. The ‘mixed economy’
can no longer provide the
basis for the programme of
reforms that they envisaged
—and this will ensure their
rejection by the ranks of the
labour movement when
engaged in a desperate fight
to defend workers’ living
standards and rights.

The struggle for increased
democracy within the Lab-

1974-79, echoing a point election was rejected by Eric  control of the party’s appar-
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at last year’s conference

must be defended and built
upon. They are essential to

ensm'ek the leadership of

tant’ and taken up by Eric
Heffer in his reply to the
debate when he said that the
next Labour government
must defend the interests of
the working class just as
energetically as Thatcher

the support of the vast
majority of the delegates.
The derisory reception
given to Denis Healey when
he attacked the ‘Militant’
was in sharp contrast to the
“ovation - given 1o Elunor'

But their cynical con-
tempt for the Labour Party
is revealed by the statement
of Bill Rodgers MP and
others that if they are
defented and the process of
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LPYS Hit
thestreets

After reading the LPYS
- paper, ‘Socialist Youth’,’
sixteen apprentices -in-
Sowerby, Yorkshire; have ;
- decided “ to ‘set’ ‘wp:. a
Labour Party Young So-

Nﬂ TO ARMS!

"The special conference
came out clearly against
the monstrous waste -of
. resources on armaments,.:
" and: strongly condenmed !
- the Torles’ attempts to-use- | -
Aran: and Afghanistan fo
-divért-attantion from pro-
- bleims’ at home with na#
“onalistic, militaristic pttk’j‘-
- paganda :
: But. as on the “main ‘w
I - economic issues, the majority “future discussions.”,
of delegates who spoke on this tempt to silence criticism by q
issue made it clear that the remarking that he spoke “
NEC statement did not go far one who has been involved in
enough. disarmament negotiations”
There was loud applause only provoked more anger.
for Jack Body’s comment that When he concluded by de-
the Statement’s call for a nouncing unilateralism, and

" member, to a meeting at
“which they plan to get
- people. : o
= This one ‘incident
~ shows that young workers
are increasingly becom-
ing aware of the need for
a political fight-back
against the Tories.
In Newbattle, a young
convenor has agreed to

join the LPYS, and she is reduction in ‘‘defence’ asserting that we ‘‘must
taking leaflets and tickets spending to the level of our negotiate with the Soviet
for the local YS disco to European ‘‘allies’” was not Union from a position of

enough. A Labour govern-
ment should implement com-
plete disarmament.

He and other speakers were
also strongly supported in
opposing the basing of
American cruise missiles in

strength, not weakness,” (i.e.
with our own nuclear arm-
aments) his closing words
were drowned by barracking
and shouts of opposition.
Shortly afterwards, there

recruit in her factory,
which employes 200,
mainly young women.
Newbattle have already
recruited five new mem-
bers at their Week of

Action unemployment
conference, so they
should be well on the way
to the week’s target of
twenty new members.
The LPYS ‘Week of
Action against yo’uth

‘Socialist Youth’ and in
Kilmarnock, where the
YS took a loud-hailer

with them for a street .
. meeting, the YS seld 60
papers. In the build-up -
to the Week of Action, |

Britain—a call endorsed from
the platform by Tony Benn
and Joan Lestor—and. Mike
Davis received loud applanse

for his direct call for- mﬂ:
drawal from NATO. .
Dr David Owen'’s contribu-

was loud applause for the

criticism from Martin Flan- 8
nery, MP for Sheffield Hills- .

borough, of the . Parliament-

ary Labour Party's policy of

1~ . abstention ont tie Tories” 1ast -
"« defence estimates=when only -

Dr David Owen, rightwlngForeignSecretaryinthehst
govamut-“llisideasshouldhavenopmin'
'Wsmnifesto, delegmsngreed.

70 Labour MPs actually voted =

tion on this issue provoked a -
storm of opposition. He had
already put the conference
against him by arguing that
the next Labour government

Cralgton YS held a
meeting of over 40 which
recruited 12 new mem-
bers, as did Gateshead
East in the Northern

against the Tories' 3% in""caﬂed the right-wing Labour
érease: (in real termns) in .leaders’ ‘‘sycophancy’ to-
armaments spendmg wards US imperialism’s “‘cold

While, however, there was war’’ policies, there was
almost unanimous condem- unfortunately little analysis in

ween the super powers. -~ -

Whatever the limitations of
the debate, however, there
was absolutely no doubt that
the great majority supported

unempleyment

May3l,andwﬂethe
southern half of Britain
was seaked in torrenmtial -
raim, Scotland recorded

an excellent response to  Region. had to work out “priorities” nation of the squandering of the debate of the social, thecomment that the ideas of
Saturday’s Day of Action. and.could not promise im- valuable resources on arma- economic, and class factors David Owen should have no

Provan LPYS sold 132 ‘Wanted: A Future for mediate cash for everybody— ments, and an emphatic underlying the arms race and part in the framing of
copies of ‘Militant’ and  School Leavers,” page 16 i.e. all the Tories’ cuts could rejection of what one speaker the international conflict bet- Labour’s Manifesto.
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militancy used class lan-
guage to condemn Thatch-
erite policies.

The real debate was on
Labour’s alternative poli-
cies, and how the Tories
should be fought. As Eric
Heffer MP commented in
summing up the morning’s
debate, most of the critic-
isms of the NEC Statement
presented to the confer-
ence were from the left, on
the grounds that *‘it didn’t
go far enough.”

Many delegates, and
particularly a number of
‘Militant’ supporters who
were prominent in the
debate, pointed out that
the radical reforms propo-
sed in the policy statement
could not be implemented
except through a rounded-
out socialist programme
based on the nationalisat-
ion of the big monopolies,
banks and finance houses.

The Special Conference
was a devastating blow to
Labour’s right wing, many of
whom opposed the holding of
the conference at all. Since
the annual conference last
October, the right wing of the
Parliamentary Labour Party,
backed by the capitalist press,
have tried to claim that the
NEC's left-wing policies are
‘“‘unrepresentative of the maj-
ority of the Labour Party.”
They got their answer at
Wembley.

Many delegates, together
with Tony Benn from the
platform, also warned against
the right wing’s frantic man-
oeuvres aimed at reversing the
decisions made last October
on party democracy, particu-

~larly their efforts to block the

introduction of automatic
re-selection, which would
ensure rank-and-file control
over Labour MPs.

Jim Callaghan’s cautious
attempt—phrased in very
diplomatic language—to
justify the pro-big business
policies of the last Labour
government and to argue that
an incomes policy would be
essential next time too, was
completely rejected by the
overwhelming majority of the
conference.

A number of prominent
trade union spokesmen, like
David Bassnett (General and
Municipal Workers) and
Moss Evans (Transport and
General Workers) made it
clear that the Tory assault on
workers' conditions and rights
must be answered by a bold
defence of working-class liv-
ing standards, and that there
was no question of a return to
pay policies which would only
further undermine the living
standards of workers.

Only one or two delegates
appeared on the rostrum to
defend the discredited policies
of the right.

When Denis Healey was
called he was greeted with

jeers of ‘Out, Out’, and there
was an audibly hostile recep-
tion to his defence of the right
wing's economic policies. He
provoked even more hostility
when he turned on the left,
and on the ‘Militant’ in
particular. Labour would not
win the next election, he
asserted, if, instead of meet-
ing the real needs of the
British people, “‘we go on
ideological ego trips or accept
the clapped-out dogmas
which are now being retailed
by the Toy Town Trotskyists
of the Militant group.” His
closing words were drowned
with cries of ‘Off! Off!’, as
virtually the whole conference
expressed its indignation at
his outburst.

When Leslie Sillitoe of the
Ceramic and Allied Workers
attacked ‘‘those selling Mili-
tant” and accused them of
“‘trying to cut us into two,’" he
too got a very hostile response.

Other right-wing speakers,
like the delegate who argued
that socialist policies must be
based on an acceptance of a
‘“no growth economy’’ and the
Secretary of the Fabian
Society who claimed to sup-
port the NEC statement, as
being ‘“‘bland enough,” but
then attacked its key policies
as ‘“‘unrealistic’” and “self-

righteous,” received a cool
reception.
“We can'’t afford

to wait another
four years!”

In marked contrast, there
was strong support for a
number of ‘Miltitant’ suppor-
ters who featured prominently
in the debate.

Ray Apps, Brighton Kemp-
town CLP, speaking early in
the debate, welcomed the
conference as an opportunity
to weld the Labour Party and
trade unions together in a
movement to throw out the
Tory government as soon as
possible. It was not good
enough to confine oneself to
speeches in parliament, he
said, the working class had to
be mobilised.

The radical policies put
forward in the document
would arouse the hopes of the
working class: but would they
be dashed? This depended on
whether Labour took over the
wealth produced by manufac-
turing industry. It was not
eneough just to attack the
Tories, Labour must attack
the system which the Tories
represent. It was time to take

the Clause 4, part 4, on every
member’s party card out of
our pockets, dust them off,
and implement rounded-out
socialist policies based on
clause 4.

Terry Fields, Fire Brigades
Union delegate, said his
union supported the docu-

ment, but he felt that it didn’t
go far enough. The statement
failed to explain the world-
wide crisis of capitalism, and
the special crisis of British
capitalism. There was no
other way for Thatcher, the
crisis dictated the attack on
the living standards of work-
ers and their families. To loud
applause, he warned that a
Labour government that
attempted to work with the
same capitalist framework
would fail as sure as night
follows day.

Co-operation and unity
between the Labour Party and
the trade unions was vital,
Terry agreed. But it was a
question of what the prog-
ramme would be. Only a
socialist plan of production
covering the whole of the
economy, giving democratic
control to the working class,
could provide the resources
necessary to establish a new
working-class democracy in a
socialist state. Elitists, faint-
hearts, and traitors had no
place in our party, and should
get out. “‘Our class is strong,”
he said, “‘and our class will
win!”

There was sustained ap-
plause for the contribution of
Geoff Price, from Newcastle
Labour Party, and his contri-
bution was singled out for
raising an issue of paramount
importance by Tony Benn in
his summing up. Geoff said
that he had just completed a
“‘one year, five month sen-
tence of unemployment’” on
Tyneside. He gave horrifying
examples of unemployment,
especially amongst young
people.

“We can't afford to wait
another four years for the
return of a Labour govern-
ment. We must campaign
now. We must fight now for
the implementation of a
35-hour week, which would
immediately save 700,000
jobs, and also for an £80 a
week minimum wage to
ensure that there is no loss of
earnings.”

Planning agreements, Jeff
said, which invariably invol-
ved massive hand-outs to big
business, would not work.
The socialist aim in Clause 4,
part 4, was adopted by the
Labour Party in 1918. The
question was: why hasn’t it
vet been carried out?

In contrast to the lukewarm
reception for Jim Callaghan
at the opening of the confer-
ence, Tony Benn’s summing-
up speech, in which he
reaffirmed Labour’s committ-
ment to implement the radical
reforms outlined in the State-
ment, -was greeted with a
standing ovation from many
delegates and with prolonged
applause.

The NEC document, ‘‘Pea-
ce, Jobs, Freedom” (analysed
in ‘Militant’ last week) was
approved by conference by
5,164,000 votes to 6,000 on a
card vote.

Fight for party
emocracy

A packed lunch-time
meeting launched the
ad hoc Mobilisation
Committee for Labour
Democracy, to co-ord-
inate the fight within
the party to defend the
decisions made at last
year’s conference on
party democracy and
to take the struggle
further.

There was enthusiastic ap-
plause for the invitation from
Frances Morrell (formely
Tony Benn'’s political advisor
at the Department of Energy),
to the ‘Militant’ to join the
Committee.

“Whatever differences
there are on policy, on the
question of party democracy,
we should all be totally
united,”’ she said.

To even louder applause,
she added: “The other reason
that I want ‘Militant’ to join is
to show our absolute con-
tempt for the witch-hunt
tactics, by which we will not
be intimidated.” ‘Militant’
had written to the Mobilising
Committee indicating its
willingness to join (although
Frances Morrell was appar-
ently unaware of this at the
time of speaking).

The significance of the
overwhelming support ex-
pressed at this meeting for the
‘Militant’s’ right to be active
within the Labour Party was
confirmed by the almost hys-
terical reports in some of the
capitalist press. According to
the number one gutter Sun-
day, the ‘News of the World,’
the Mobilising Committee’s
invitation to ‘Militant’ means
“Benn calls up the Trots to
rule Labour,” and there was a
similarly rabid front page
head-line on Monday’s ‘Daily
Express’: *‘Benn calls up the
Trots.”

The Committee’s aims are:
to defend the conference
committment to mandatory
re-selection of MPs; reverse
the conference decision that
MPs should continue to elect
the party leader; keep control
of the manifesto with the
NEC; and make Labour MPs
accountable to the party. The
committee has also come out
in favour of retaining the
present structure of the NEC.

Speaking briefly from the
platform, Joan Maynard MP,
Reg Race MP and Tony Benn
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Mobilising Committee meet-
ing expresses contempt for
anti-‘Militant’ witch-hunt

Tony Benn [Above]; Geoff Price [below].
Special Conference photos by Julian

MecKitrick/ Militant

MP warned of the all-out
campaign being waged by the
right wing of the parliamen-
tary party to maintain their
domination of the party. If
socialist policies were to be
implemented, there must be a
massive extension of democ-
racy.

Bob Wright of the AUEW,
who will be contesting the

union’s presidential elections
later this year, also called for
a stepping up of the campaign
throughout the trade unions
and the Constituency Labour
Parties to defend the decisions
on democracy and fight for
parliamentary representatives
that are prepared to fight for
the policies decided by the
rank and file.
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Militant Readers Meetings

DEMAND FOR
MARXISIV

The first ever Militant
Readers’ Meeting to
be held in Cumber-
nauld, West Scotland,
attracted over fifty
people—a sure indi-
cation of the growing
awareness of Marxist
policies within the

labour movement.

The speakers were Joe
Lynch, secretary of the local
Trades Council, and Peter
Taaffe, the editor of ‘Mili-
tant’.

Joe listed the numerous
closures and thousands of
redundancies recently an-

Fighthack

with the
LPYS

Inspired by the YS nati-
onal conference at Llan-
dudno, members of East-
bourne LPYS held a Day
of Action the following
Saturday on the question
of the local housing cuts.

The Tory government has
slashed over £3 million off
Eastbourne's housing allocat-
ion (almost half) and as a
result, no new council houses
will be built by 1981/82.
Combined with the sale of
over 1,200 council houses,
this will mean real hardship
for many young couples
looking for a home.

With almost the lowest
wages and second highest
house prices in the country
they just cannot afford to buy
their own houses.

Single people are also hard
hit. Many live in substandard,
multiple company dwellings
in the centre of town. Over
400 of them are on the waiting
list, but what chance do they
have now?

The anger of young people
against these conditions clear-
ly showed in the response to
our leafleting and petition.

Many expressed bitter feel-
ings against the Tories and
local bosses. Several promised
to come along to our next
meeting and we have a list of
20 names of potential mem-
bers.

Despite the decision of the
local council to prevent us
erecting a stall or sell papers
in the main thorough-fare, it
was the most successful Day
of Action Eastbourne YS has
ever held.

The message to us was
clear. We've only got to get
out and let young people
know the YS exists and has
the socialist policies to fight
back with. On that basis we
can build a mass socialist
youth movement.

By Bob Campbell
(Eastbourne LPYS)

By ‘Militant’
reporters

nounced in the West of
Scotland—an unemployment
blackspot. Public sector
workers, he said, are the
prime targets of the govern-
ment at present: they intend
to make an example of them
before the winter round of
wage demands.

Peter dealt with all the
questions raised during the
meeting, as well as explaining
why import controls are no
solution to the capitalist
crisis.

‘‘Retaliation by foreign
capitalists, a protected mar-
ket at home leading to even
lower investment and higher
prices would lead to a cut in
the market and increased
unemployment,”” he said.

£26 was raised for the
fighting fund.
Joint debates between

‘Militant’ and other sections
of the labour movement are
proving popular throughout
the country.

A recent debate held be-
tween ‘Militant’ and ‘Trib-
une’ in Chester attracted an
audience of 50, who heard
Allan Roberts MP (‘Tribune’)
and Tony Mulhearn (‘Mili-
tant’) debate the way forward
for a future Labour govern-
ment.

Allan spoke first, outlining
the ‘Tribune' programme of
reflation behind a wall of
import controls. Anticipating
opposition from ‘Militant’
supporters he emphasised the
selective and temporary nat-
ure of the import controls
they advocate, explaining that
they would give a ‘breathing
space’ to enable industry to be
revitalised.

Tony Mulhearn, in his
contribution, began by ex-
plaining the catastrophic de-
cline of British capitalism and
the implications for working
people.

The ‘Tribune’ programme,
he said, did not challenge the
power of capitalism and by its
gradualist nature could be
likened to extracting the
claws of a tiger one by one. He
who managed to get the first
one out would be unlikely to
be allowed by the tiger to

‘Nurseries’ Conference

Parents occupy the Nightingale Lane nursery in Wandsworth, London.

$s

Campaigns such as this must be co-ordinated nationally.

Peter Taaffe

touch the second!

And in Swansea, Young
Socialists were surprised to
hear that they will all be
Tories by the time they are
thirty! Or so believed Mr
Frank Evans of the Campaign
for Labour Victory.

He was debating with Rob
Sewell, for ‘Militant’, in a
meeting organised by the
Swansea LPYS.

After presenting an analy-
sis of the situation today—
concluding that Labour was

By Tracy Matsell
(Beeston CLP)

In a bid to set up a
national organisation to
combat nursery closures, a
special conference was
convened in Nottingham
last month—the first of its
kind ever.

Speakers representing
groups from Wandsworth,
Oxford, Leicester and Nott-
ingham outlined the cuts and
subsequent nursery camp-
aigns in their areas. Discus-
sion groups followed, and
resolutions were passed.

The Labour Party should,
the conference decided, give
active support to campaigns
for the wunder-Ss. Labour

in for a long period of oppo-
sition (!)—Mr Evans went on
to put the socialist policies of
‘Militant’ down to ‘youthful
exuberance’,
‘Militant’ supporters were not
real members of the Labour
Party and later on in life
would probably end up voting
Tory.

In contrast to this, Rob
Sewell explained how capital-
ism offered no future for
youth other than a return to
the deprivation and misery of

councils should refuse to
implement the cuts, and
refuse to raise rents, rates or
fees, as this put increasing
pressure upon hard-pressed
working people.

They also called upon
Labour councils to demand
that the money necessary for
adequate services be provided
by government funding linked
to the real rate of inflation (as
determined by trade unions
for example) and for workers’
pay to be linked in the same
way.

The conference pledged
support to the National Policy
of NUPE for the occupation

and said that

the thirties.

He said, *“The Labour
Party was not founded to
carry out the dictates of the
system but to do away with it,
and implement the socialist
demands written into Clause
IV of the constitution.”

Other ‘Miitant’ Readers’
Meetings have been held
recently in Birmingham,
where £51 was raised for the
firghting fund, and at the Fire
Brigades Union conference in
Bridlington.

of threatened facilities, as
well as calling all trade unions
to involve and recruit more
women, understanding that
many women cannot attend
union meetings in the evening
due to their family committ-
ments.

The conference also stres-
sed it was opposed to all cuts.

From this conference a
national co-ordinating com-
mittee was set up to liaise with
nursery campaigns nation-
wide in preparation for a
national conference in Lon-
don on Sth July.

SHE SHALL HAVE
DEMOS WHEREVER
SHE GOES

Margaret Thatcher’s tour of
the North East was marked
by demonstrations everywhere
she went.

Her visit to the British Gas
Research Station at Killing-
worth is a typical example.
She was due to arrive at
1.00 pm, so a group of

working people (of all ages)
assembled beforehand at the
gate, including a score of
women from a local factory.

Before Thatcher arrived
everyone was in good humour,
and the chants of ‘Maggie
Out’! were all in unison.
Thirty seconds later Thatch-

er's car drew up to the gate
and was almost swept away by
an outburst of deeply-felt
class hatred.

Everybody was shouting
and booing. After the car had
gone through the gate, I saw
one woman turn away from
the road, so angry her face
was red and she had tears in
her eyes.

Then we realised it wasn't
all over—the car had stopped
in front of the building, in
view of the road. Immediately
everybody rushed along the
fence and stood there shout-
ing and booing until the
last member of Thatcher’s
party had disappeared into
the building.

It is quite clear from this
and other demonstrations
that theTories, and Thatcher
in particular, have stirred up
a mood of class hatred not

seen in Britain since
Thirties.

By P Walden
(Gateshead West LPYS)

the

Centres.’
Sp and 10p.
London SE17.

New LPYS leaflets
and posters—out now!

LPYS AS leaflet—‘Jobs not Detention
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A strange case of infiltration surfaced last week.
Applauding Mrs Thatcher’s hard-line speech to the
Tory Women’s Conference were ten Chinese
‘Communist’ students. They were paying a return
visit following a delegation to China from the
Federation of Conservative Students. Presumably
it’s a case of all those against the Soviet Union,
hands up. Thatcher and Western imperialism are
quite happy to play the Chinese nationalist
bureaucracy against their fellow Stalinists, the
Russians. But how do the Chinese Stalinists justify
such a policy? Last week in a visit to Japan, China’s
leader, Chairman Hua Guofeng, called for the
Japanese military to re-arm US imperialism
announced it was sending military hardware to
China, although for the time being weapons were
excluded. Perhaps someone can inform us how this
squares with a socialist internationalist approach.

The Tories have done their best to nobble this
year’s Olympics, but Thatcher’s favourite sport—
hypocrisy—is still alive and kicking. ‘Keep politics
out of sport’ used to be a favourite Tory slogan. It
seems to have been dropped, for the time being, as
athletes are pressed to ‘‘sacrifice professionalism
for a greater cause.”

The ‘Sunday Times’ has joined in the fray along
with many other Fleet Street Tory propaganda
sheets, advising British competitors that they
“should not go.” When asked if the paper would
cover the games, however, the Editor, without
batting an eyelid, tells us that there will indeed be
‘Sunday Times’ reporters in Moscow, *“in line with
our professional duty.”

In the oppressive military dictatorship of Haiti in
the Caribbean last week, the dictator Baby Doc got
married. Dressed in a featherweight mohair suit,
and wearing a gold and ruby crusted wrist watch,
he joined his bride. She wore a Givenchy outfit
straight from Paris, and on her finger shone her
wedding present, a giant diamond. They arrived
for the wedding in a Lincoln Continental, followed
by Baby Doc’s mother, travelling in a Rolls Royce.
The whole entourage of limousines was guarded by
a convoy of armoured vehicles. After the wedding
ceremony the party began, and the food had to be
brought to the joyous occasion by four 40 ton
trucks, with another truck bringing up the rear.
stacked full of champagne. The wedding cake itself
was six foot high, and all the tables were decked
with jewelled boxes, harps and doves. But there
was no celebration for the working masses of Haiti.
Officially now the poorest nation in the western
world, wages are an average of 85p a day. And
anyone caught trying to organise resistance against
the regime is either murdered by the ‘Tontons
Macoute’ assassin squad or put in what Amnesty
International describes as the ‘“most inhumane
prisons in the world” to die. This vile and decrepit
regime is so horrendous that even American
imperialism, which had backed ‘Baby’ until 1977,
has dropped any assistance, no doubt to save itself
from international embarrassment.

A councillor in Windsor has had the cheek to
suggest that the dungeons at Windsor Castle
should be used as a nuclear fall-out shelter for the
locals. For one thing it’s probably a branch of the
Official Secrets Act to reveal that Her Majesty has
her own personal dungeons, let alone inviting the
lower orders to invade them.

Luckily this scoundrel has been soundly
chastened for his caddish behaviour in ‘dragging
the Queen into politics.’

Quite right too. Keep the Queen out of politics.
Abolish the monarchy.

The ‘Morning Star’ [12 May] carried a report on an
international meeting of trade unionists from the
Peugeot-Citroen-Talbot multinational car com-
pany. The trade union delegates from Spain,
France, Portugal, Scotland and England were
discussing ways to defend trade unionism and fight
threatened closures, pointing out that capitalism in
western Europe is able to produce two million more
cars than it can sell. Needless to say, however, the
whole article in the ‘Morning Star’, mouthpiece of
the Communist Party of Great Britain, did not
once mention the CPs demand for import controls.
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BLIAIRPEACH: B s

"MISADVENTURE ?”

The predictable verdict of ‘death

by misadventure’
Peach inquest has provoked enor-
mous outrage within the labour

movement.

Even the capitalist
press—who seem more
concerned with ‘who
shot JR’ than the real-
life killing of Blair
Peach—have criticised
the verdict, such was
the blatancy of the

cover up.

As even the ‘Daily Mirror’
(May 28) commented, ‘“Tho-
ugh the verdict [of the jury]
was unanimous, it's barely
believable.”

Looking at the details of
the inquest it can be seen that
the capitalist state machine
had no intention of exposing
the killers of Blair Peach.

It took over a year before
the inquest was held. Fifteen
witnesses told the court they
saw policemen hitting people
—most witnesses said cver the
head—during the riot; some
actually saw Blair Peach
struck.

Yet of the 25 SPG officers
who were involved in the
incident in Beechcroft Ave-
nue, Southall, on that day,
where Blair Peach was killed,
only one of them admitted in
court hitting a demonstrator.
And as ‘The Times’ pointed
out, ‘“‘almost all gave an
account of their movements
that had them away from the
corner where Blair Peach was
alleged to have bezrn struck.”

There were many questions
left unanswered regarding the
actions of the SPG on that
day and after. Why did SPG
officer PC Richardson grow a
beard before he went on an
identification parade where
witnesses were trying to
identify the policemen they
saw strike Blair Peach? And
why was Richardson suspen-
ded from the SPG after the
events at Southall?

During the inquest the
court was told Inspector
Murray and PCs Freestone
and Bint were also transferred
out of the SPG, but the jury
were not told why.

‘Operation Fire’ is a
report published by
the Welsh Campaign
for Civil and Political

Liberties.

This is a body set up after
the arrest eight weeks ago of
more than S0 people with
regard to the spate of arson
attacks on holiday homes in
Wales (see ‘Militant’ 494).

The report is based on
replies to a questionnaire
drawn up by Mr Philip
Thomas, a senior law lecturer
at University College, Cardiff,
and Miss Penny Smith, a
post-graduate law student at
the same college. The ques-
tionnaire was sent to S§2
people, of whom 43 com-
pleted it. None of these 52
were subsequently charged.

The report says that the
police investigating the arson
attacks infringed civil rights,
undertook political intellig-
ence gathering and ignored
judges’ rules. The arrests took
place between 4.30 am and

Operation Fire

at the Blair

What did come cut of the
inquest were details of the
virtual armoury of coshes,
whips and sc on found in
lockers of SPG men, and the
admission that they were used
on ‘certain’ operations. The
police said they did not use
these at Southall yet the
sergeant in charge did not
record in the official log that
truncheons were drawn dur-
ing the day, as is normal
police practice.

Much was made of Blair
Peach’s thin skull—but as
‘The Times’ said, the blow
“came with such force that it
would have caused serious
injury and been potentially
fatal to a normal skull.”

More importantly, a report
put together by 30 officers of
Scotland Yard's Investigation
Bureau and which took up
31,000 man hours to produce,
was not presented to the
inquest. and police officers
refused to comment on it.

Throughout the trial much
was made of the ‘riot’
situation the police faced. Yet
not one witness saw Blair
Peach throw any missiles—so
in the summing-up the cor-
oner made the incredible

suggestion that: “Any citizen y,

had a duty to suppress or
prevent a riot.” (‘“Times’ Mey
28).

So it was in this air of
secrecy and confusion that the
jury retired to consider the
verdict. As the ‘Mirror’
commented, “The fact that
the jury spent nearly five
hours before reaching it and
then added a rider calling for
more control over the Special
Patrol Group shows that
some, at least, of them may
have had some doubts.”

A verdict of death by
misadventure was returned.
In ordinary inquests ‘misad-
venture’ is applied to cases
such as a mountain climber
being killed while scaling a

- mountain, or someone taking

a short cut across a railway
and being hit by a train—it is

6.00 am on Sunday 30 March
and involved around 300
police officers from all four
Welsh forces.

Among those arrested were
a publisher, a bookshop

owner, teachers, a quarry-
man, a farm worker and a
former policeman who des-
cribed his experience in
custody. ““At one stage I was
grabbed by the shirt and
shaken, struck under the chin
by the use of the forearm. As
an ex-policeman I have been
shocked by the whole pro-
cedure.”

Another man who was
detained for more than three
days reported, ‘‘A senior
officer stood in front of me
holding a rolled newspaper
containing a report on one
aspect of the campaign, he
shouted, ‘You’'re a terrorist,’
and struck me across the face
with the paper. I was struck
by him afterwards, not very
badly, twice on my body.”

Another person who was
arrested said, ‘‘A senior

The people of Southall demonstrate after the death of Blair Peach last

ear

an accident but could have
been avoided had the de-
ceased not taken part in the
‘adventure’.

The inference of this is that
anyone who demonstrates and
comes into contact with the
SPG and is killed—well, it's
their own fault for being
there!

Such has been the outrage
at the activities of the SPG
that, for the moment at least,
their reins have been drawn
in. But the SPG has been
developed by the ruling class
as an autonomous ‘shock
force’ to be used against the
labour movement. As the
confrontations between the

workers and the bosses hot
up, so the SPG have been
seen breaking up picket lines,
such as at Grunwick.

officer told me I had no rights
and that to them I was guilty
until proved innocent.”

The arrests were accom-
panied by the seizure of
personal property including
files, badges, a typewriter,
large quantities of shoes, a list
of Plaid Cymru members and
contraceptives (which can be
used in bomb-making—Ed.).

Police withheld inform-
ation from the next-of-kin,
and also refused to allow a
number of suspects the right
to telephone a solicitor. Police
first asked questions about
criminal damage, then went
on to ask the suspects about
their political activities and
contacts.

One man detained for 39
hours said, “‘I was threatened
very offensively by a senior
officer, he said I would be
gaoled for life and I would
have ‘the most unforgettable

L)

interrogation of my life’.

The report concludes that
‘Operation Fire’, the code
name given to the arrests, was

At Southall, according to
eye-witness accounts, it ap-
pears that their orders were
not to preserve ‘law and
order’—rather, they went on
the offensive, with such force
that Blair Peach was killed
and many were injured. The
labour movement must de-
mand that the SPG be
disbanded.

And though a year has
passed since Blair Peach was
killed, given the inquest
verdict, it is now even more
essential for the labour move-
ment to set up its own
enquiry, not only into the
events at Southall, but also
the groups such as the SPG
which are being developed by
the ruling class to be used
against the labour movement.

a national exercise on a
specific issue over a short
period and should not be
treated as an isolated event.
The events mapped out in
the report show how acts of
individual terrorism—in this
case burning down second
homes—can only strengthen
the hand of reaction and give
the state an excuse to
implement repressive meas-
ures, which can then be used
against the labour movement.
Copies of the report ‘Oper-
ation Fire’ are available from
Welsh Council for Civil and
Political Liberties, 108 Book-
shop, Sailsbury Road, Cath-
ays, Cardiff, price £1.50.

By Anthony
Tynan

(South Wales NUM and
Rhondda LPYS)
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IAN BURGE

I first met Ian in the
corridors of Bethnal
Green Hospital in
1977 when the Cam-
paign to save the
Hospital was just get-
ting under way.

We had a fairly mild
exchange of views on the
role of a shop steward
which nevertheless left me
strangely smarting and
with a renewed conviction
that I had never liked men
with red hair! However, he
had made me think, and a
few minutes later I turned
round and followed him
into a meeting which I had
been intent on avoiding.

This encounter started
an association which has
only ended in the bitter
anguish I feel at his death.

But the incident was typical
of him. If you only opened
your mind to Ian he continu-
ally made you think and no
matter how many people he
was involved with, it always
seemed like a one-to-one
encounter of your mind with
his. While he would accept
that you had been brain-
washed by the system we live
under, he constantly made
you question that system,
observe its contradictions and
inspired you with the will to
fight for a socialist future.

Ian had an infinite patience
and understanding with the
rank-and-file worker, but was
completely implacable in op-
position to those he consider-
ed politically mature but who
were attempting to take the
movement in the wrong
direction.

In the early days it was
Ian's personal commitment to
‘Militant’ that won my admir-
ation and respect. No effort
was too great to make for the
paper and nothing was too
good for it. What was the
magic formula he found in it?
If I read it too, would I get to
think as he did?

As 1 drew nearer and
nearer to making my own
personal commitment I ag-
reed to look over one of his
articles on the Campaign for
Bethnal Green Hospital and
to give him my comments. I
did this and decided to type
the amended article in draft
form on a superb electric
typewriter. Comrades, you
should have seen the look of
joy on his face. Obviously I
was coming nearer to his
beliefs, I had ‘improved’ his
article, and ‘Militant’ was
going to get beautifully typed
copy!

No one would pay more
attention to copy than Ian
Burge. Each word, each
sentence was considered—
once, twice, three times, then
torn up to be started at all
over again. If it was an article
for ‘Militant’ it would then be
sent in, but if it was to be
considered by a trade union
committee it was something
else again.

A PERSONAL
APPRECIATIO

By Myrna Shaw

Myrna, who modestly told us: “I was a political
‘nothing’ in all respects when I first met Ian,” is now
Secretary Keep BGH Hospital Campaign, Secretary
JSSC at BGH, EC member City & East London Area
Health branch NALGO, Metropolitan District
Council NALGO, Minute Secretary and Co-ordinator
Tower Hamlets Health District Branch NUPE, Asst.
Sec, Tower Hamlets Health District JSSC.

It would have been too easy
sometimes to get blind accep-
tance of a letter or article for
publication. But that wasn't
lan's way. Everyone had to
read, accept or argue the
points put forward. Laziness
was not allowed. You had to
know what you were doing or
what was the point of doing
it? This was something that
Management would not bel-
ieve or accept, but that was
because they never knew Ian
as we did.

Ian's range of activities was
enormous. Always with a
bundle of ‘Militants’ under
his arm. he organised and
attended meeting after meet-
ing. Secretary of his own
branch of ASTMS, he was
also a Divisional Council
member. He was on the
Tower Hamlets Trades Coun-
cil and the Health Sub-
Committees. As Secretary of
the London Hospital Joint
Shop Stewards’ Committee,
his greatest achievement per-
haps was the formation of the
Tower Hamlets Health Dist-
rict Joint Shop Stewards'
Committee, holding together
by sheer hard work and
dogged determination nine
separate unions in six differ-
ent hospitals.

Such was the stature achie-
ved by the DJSSC that he had
the unprecedented distinction
as a trade unionist of being
allowed to speak from the
Public Gallery to the City &
East London Area Health
Authority, when they suspen-
ded standing orders to allow
him to do so. The result was
that the Authority, although
heavily weighted by ‘‘Region-
al Appointees”, forced the

Tower Hamlets Health Dist-
rict Management Team into
direct negotiations with the
DISSC on the question of
Bethnal Green Hospital. The
quality of our literature since
then inspired a Labour Coun-
cillor on the AHA to ask why
they never consulted, unless
forced to, ‘“‘the people that
really matter.”

A pattern was thus estab-
lished at the time of the
Campaign that we kept up for
three years. With some per-
sonal inconvenience Ian came
over almost every lunch-time
usually with other health
service workers. A lunch-fund

was established that even
after many deductions for
paper, postage, etc, now

stands at over £50. We would
have a bite to eat, discuss the
political news of the day and
the health news in the
hospitals.

How could we strengthen
trade union membership?
How could we best fight the
cuts? Other shop stewards
would come for a quick
chat, members of staff would
look in having adopted a
catch-phrase “‘where’s my
shop-steward. I'm in tro-
uble,” while many a hospital
doctor would audibly groan at
the sight of our tiny, packed,
kitchen—"'plotting again!"

If Ian didn't come over on
any particular day he would
telephone instead to ask if
everything was all right,
what’s been happening to
you, did you manage to read
this or do that? In times of
crisis there was a virtual
hot-line between BGH and
The London, and many a
press-cutting went backwards

Lh e W

London Hospital workers
Hospital
or forwards on the hospital
van to be filed for future
reference, always with an
article for ‘Militant’in mind.
Now he has gone, unfairly,
unjustly, with so much he
would have been able to
contribute. In odd moments
of dejection he questioned the
effectiveness of his work. If
only we told people while they
were alive how much we loved
them and valued what they
were doing! If only he could
see mature men and women,
people who sometimes
thought they disagreed

4

on a demonstration against the closure of Bethnal Green

with him, crying their eves out
at his death.

Good-tempered usually,
aggravating occasionally,
obstinate to the point of pig-
headedness if a principle was
at stake. Ian was also a jazz
musician, bacon-butty lover,
cheese-on-toast expert, tutor,
comrade, friend.

What more can you say?
What more can you do?
Plenty! OK so he has had to
clock out early and the
Foreman is prowling around.
Traditionally, we always close
ranks, dodge around a bit

and pretend our mate has just
popped out for a second and
we cover the work that needs
to be done.

Always finish on a positive
note, Ian would say. It's very
hard, because it breaks my
heart that he will not see
socialism. But for us, whether
or not we all realised it, Ian
was our glimpse of that new
society. In his own way he
personified the new man,—
caring, loving, generous to a
fault with his time.

It's up to us now—organise!

[ | t E
Last week myself and
two other comrades
were given a graphic
example of the type of
police harassment that
will mushroom if the
Criminal Justice [Scot-
land] Bill comes into

force.

The Bill will give the Police
the right to detain suspects
for up to six hours and
unlimited powers of search.
Some officers, though, seem
to think they have the second
power already.

We had gone along to an
open-air concert in Glasgow's
Kelvingrove park. Between
the groups we manned the
gates, selling ‘Militant’ and
picking up names for the
LPYS. At the gate we
witnessed two incidents con-
cerning the police.

The first was when two
uniformed constables emer-
ged gripping a young boy who
couldn't have been more than

twelve years old. They stood

him against a wall and
searched him, attempting to
be inconspicuous. Nothing
appeared to be found.
Obviously embarrased by
the constant attention of
ourselves, one of the officers

Criminal

CC

came over and remarked,
“Here's somebody that belie-
ves in free enterprise. He's
been helping himself."”

Just like the Tories I
thought, though there is more
evidence against the Tories.
Anyway the boy was taken
away in a police car, flanked
on either side by a police
officer with two more riding
in front. Obviously a dan-
gerous criminal!

What struck me about the
incident was not that the
police were being particularly
repressive, but the cool man-
ner of the young boy. Despite
the fact that the two police-
men were about twice his size
he was unruffled and had
obviously been through the
routine before.

Being “captured” by the
police is an everyday hazard
for some kids from deprived
backgrounds and run-down
housing schemes.

The second incident was a
more calculated example of
police repression. Two youths
had been picked out from the
crowd and taken to the front
gate.

There they were given a
thorough search by the two
plain clothes officers that had
been mingling amongst the
audience. Nothing was found.

By Larry
Flanagan

(Pollock LPYYS)

An attempt at intimidation
was made by taking the
youths’ names.

For nearly twenty minutes
the older officer questioned
the two young men. If the Bill
is passed young people in this
situation can expect a six
hour detention because of a
police officer's unfounded
suspicion, unless you accept
that skin colour or the style of
clothes you wear is sufficient
ground for police harassment!

The younger officer took up
a pose somewhere between
Detective Hackett and a
youthful Kojak. His icy stares
didn’t hold out much sym-
pathy for the labour move-
ment.

No semi-jocular remarks
from this one! No doubt we'll
be seeing his face. mingling
with the crowds, on the
demonstrations and picket
lines that lie ahead.

The ‘Law and Order’ cry of
the Tories is a mask for
introducing repressive legis-
lation that will be wused
against the activists of the
labour movement. The surest
way of cutting crime is by
creating social conditions that
undercut the breeding ground
of want and despair that
characterises our society at
present.
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BITTER

WEEKS

Just twenty one weeks ago, we

were planning

our summer

holidays. We were also planning
to have an extension on our
house this summer.

But two weeks later all
these dreams were shat-
tered. The two shop ste-
wards at Alan Smith’s
where my husband Roy
works were given warnings.
Roy, who was the convenor
there didn’t get one.

He has worked hard for the
union, and for the last three
years has worked hard for the
firm. He has never been late,
and even though he has bad
health, he has only missed
four days through sickness.

The lads at Smith’s joined
the union because they were
treated like muck over the
years. For example, before
Christmas, Alan Smith told
all the workforce that if they
worked hard and got through
all the backlog of work, he
would pay them a good
bonus, They did all this, but
Smith went back on his
promise by not paying the full
amount. _

When the warnings came,
the men met, and came out
on strike. They were backed
by the District Committee,
and the EC made the strike
official on January 17th.

By
Mrs J Bennett

The men first went back to
work on March 17th after 8
weeks on strike, after talks
with management as the EC
told them they had to.

On that very same day my
husband was told there were
no van-driving duties for him
because of the strike. This was
not true. Members of the DC
had seen the van, driven by a
scab, going to firms in
Nottingham.

Roy told the production
manager if they went through
proper agreements he would
do another job which he was
told to do. The production
manager then told him he was
not here to negotiate, he was
there to lay down discipline.

When Roy and the other
men went to work the next
day 18th March, he was told
he was being sacked. Roy
phoned the AUEW district
secretary and he was told to

On the picket line at Alan Smith, Nottingham

bring the members out.

The district committee and
the EC backed this strike for
the second time. These lads at
Alan Smith have worked hard
in this strike raising money,
and got a lot of support all
over the country.

Unfortunately in our own
town the only real support.
came from Raleigh. Notting-
ham is a big industrial city,
but I think. the only time this
comes home to other firms is
if it happens to their own
work place.

There have been more talks

between the union and
Smith’s, but it has been made
plain that no way will they
have Roy Bennett back—even
if he wins a tribunal, they say
they will not have him back.
Roy has told the lads he will
step down and let them all go
back to work because they are
not getting any money, only £9
a week union money and after
18 weeks going on 19 they are
in a mess with all bills coming
in.
If they go back all together
with the union intact, it will
be a victory on its own
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because Smith’s were out to
smash the union.

In fact the the only thing
this bitter strike has done is
make the lads stronger in the
anion.

You will have to excuse the

.way this letter is written. I
“have never written to a paper

before. I am doing this
because the strike ‘has really
shaken me as a wife and
mother of two young children.

Grand opening 79
Ouiet closing ‘80

I congratulate every-
one associated with
this project, and have
great pleasure in dec-
laring it open.... Your
success will mean ex-
tra jobs, more exports,
extra profit.”

Amid a fanfare of publi-
city, that’s how Jim Callaghan
opened the new Ten Twenty
factory, at the Triplex glass
“site at Kings Norton, Birmin-
gham.

‘It was just a few months
before he was voted out as
Prime Minister. But it was
 not only the timing of the
election that he got wrong, as
from July 1st that factory will
be put into mothballs, stop
production, and from the site
as a whole 210 jobs will go.

Pilkinton’s, owners of Tri-
plex, had given Jim Callaghan
the line—‘‘this new Ten
Twenty plant is yet another
example that the best of
British industry is second to

By a
Triplex worker

none.... This remarkable Tri-
plex plant demonstrates that
we have a bright industrial
future too.”

Unfortunately no-one told
Sir Alastair Pilkington that
under capitalism the best of
British " industry is sinking.
The Ten Twenty described no
doubt with justification by Sir
Alastair as “a windscreen
ahead of the world,” was
fitted for example to the
Rover 3500, European car of
the year not long ago.

But now Rover production
is being cut back, and the
workers there have been laid
off, for weeks at a time.

When there is a major
recession in the car industry,
no-one is interested in special
new windscreens. Every time
Leyland suffers a hiccough,

all the components firms get
indigestion too.

Of course we are not helped
by the hot air coming from
the present government. They
have fully backed up Sir
Micheal Edwardes in his
anti-union threats to close
Leyland down.

If it did go there would be
hundreds more from Triplex
looking for work. I wonder if
Pilkington's, instead of ‘re-
viewing’ their investment at
Kings Norton, have looked at
the returns they are likely to
reap from the thousands of
pounds they gave to help
Thatcher and Joseph get
elected. :

1ne truth is that the Ten
Twenty fiasco can only be put
down to management error.
The screen itself is definitely
revolutionary and undoubt-
edly the safest yet made,
costing £20 million and ten
years effort to produce it.

But its price is three times
as much as for a conventional
screen. And no car manufac-

turer in the present economic
climate is going to pay out
extra just for safer compo-

nents (although that says
something else about the
system we live under—peop-
le’s lives are far less important
than profit).

If Sir Alastair Pilkington
had only studied the econo-
mic predictions of ‘Militant’,
or its analysis of the downturn
in the car industry, he could
have been spared the indig-
nity of the grand opening and
subsequent closing of the Ten
Twenty factory gates.

He must feel especially
guilty for much of the money
was provided by the Labour
government. After all that
was why Jim Callaghan was
there.

But who has to foot the bill
for this management error?
Not Sir Alastair, but the 85
workers in the new factory,
the 70 out of research and
development and 65 involved

"in support functions, who are
being made redundant.

But the axe may not stop
here. What Triplex intend te
design next with just 40 left in
the R & D department is
unclear.

Rut management has been
clear enough in its intention
to review all the Kings Norton
site, later this year. They
have already been asking for
voluntary redundancies on
the aircraft screen side, which
so far has been unaffected.

Triplex workers have not
been renowned for militancy
in the past. Jim Callaghan
complimented us on “‘a long,
strike free history.”

Well it doesn’t seem to have
done us much good. We have
to fight against redundancies,
otherwise the whole factory
might disappear beneath our
feet.

We have to fight to save
every job, whether workers
are frightened into leaving
voluntarily or forcibly made
redundant. But how can we
have any confidence for the
future when we are at the
mercy of a management like
this?

Many of the car and
aircraft firms we supply are
already nationalised. Triplex,
and the rest of Pilkingtons, in
public hands, under the
control and management of
the trade unions, could
certainly not be more chaotic
than the set up there now.

‘MILITANT’
Health
Pamphlet
Stop the Cuts
Save the NHS

Price 40p
(plus 10p p&p)
from World Books
1 Mentmore Terrace
London E8 3PN
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FOOTBALL:

During LPYS Conference the
only debate reported in detail
was the decision to support
nationalising football. Imme-
diately, the national press
tried to convince everyone
what a stupid idea it is.

Last week’s decision of
Brighton and Hove Albion
Football Club [among many
others] to raise the prices yet
again just underlines the
relevance of the idea.

This is the fifth time in six
years the prices have gone up.
In 1974 it cost 50p to watch
the game from the terraces,
next season it will cost £2.

The prime cause of this is
the big business-dominated
setup of the game. Since big
business started pouring large
sums of money into football,
success has, in a way, become
important by virtue of the
large prize money.

This has also had the effect
of encouraging boring defen-
sive play, which drives crowds
away.

Because of the money now
involved in the game it
becomes more vital to get the
best players and sensing that,
the transfer fees can be
pushed up to the present
ludicrous levels.

To chase success means
acquiring more money to get
decent players, which means
pushing the gate prices up,
which tends to drive crowds
away which causes more
money problems. It’s a vic-
fous circle in which the
spectators are the real losers.
"= First divisions clubs may be -
able to get away with it, but if
you support a team like
Rochdale or Crewe, it’s a
different proposition. It isn’t
going to be easy to persuade
people to pay £1.50 or £2 to
watch struggling fourth divi-
sion teams.

Lack of success can lead to
a fall-off in commercial
sponsorships which makes the
threat of bankrupty more real
than it is now. Leading to the
loss of a service to the people
of that area.

In the present situation, all
except about ten clubs make a
loss, and the vast majority of
clubs have little or no chance
of any real success because of
the prices charged for good
players.

It’s about time that football
clubs weren’t mortgaged to
the hilt to local industry, with
Boards of Directors running
clubs like businesses, to the
detriment of the fans.

The only real alternative is
for the players, supporters
and workers at the clubs to
democratically run the clubs,
with the money provided by
the government to enable
cheap admission prices, gro-
und improvements and the
means to buy reasonable
players at reasenable prices.

Also, bureaucratic organi-
sations such as the FA and
the Football League to be
replaced by a demeocratically
elected ceuncil of players,
supperters, and workers in
the industry from among the
clubs. On this basis football
could be transformed into an
enjoyable game again and a
cheap pleasant way to spend a
Saturday afternoon.

By Clive Walder

(Hove LPYS)
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The energy

crisis, and

especially the oil crisis, has
invaded all aspects of life.
Politics, economics and so-
cial questions both nation-
ally and internationally are
interlinked with the issue of

oil.

By midsuminer last
year the economies of
the main capitalist
states were moving
towards recession, and
one of the factors that
has assured the moves
in that direction was
the rise in oil prices
from an average of
$14 a barrel to about
$30 a barrel last year.
The availability and
the price of crude oil
are now significant
factors in the econom-
ic forecasting of the
OECD countries.

The American economy,
while still the dominant
capitalist economy, is itself
now highly dependent on
their world oil market.
Internal oil production
accounts for more than
half the demand, but even
with the development of
the Alaskan fields, imports
are now a crucial necessity.
Whereas many capitalist
countries tried to restrict
oil imports after 1973,
imports to the USA increa-
sed by over a third as the
home production dwind-
led.

What has made matters
worse has been the consis-

tent failure to cut back on
the profligacy of the econ-

Pickard

omy. Per head of populat-
ion, the USA consumes
85% more oil than Japan
and Germany and 100%
more than Britain, so that
nearly 40% of world oil
(excluding Eastern Europe
and China) is consumed
there. American auto-
mobiles alone account for
about 8% of the world’s oil
production.

The massive oil bill of the
USA accounts for the huge
balance of payments deficits
that have accumulated over
the vears, weakening the
dollar and undermining the
world monetary system. The
main capitalist states have all
put pressure on the USA to
curb its oil imports in order to
reduce the demand and the
price, but also to prevent the
further erosion of the value of
the dollar.

All the capitalist govern-
ments and the oil-producing
states are holders of billions
of dollars. By the end of this
year, for example, Saudi

Arabia will have accumulated
a surplus of $300 billion, most
of which will be held in
dollars. Each year there is a
decline in the value of the
dollar, these massive reserves
are also devalued. It was
estimated that in 1978 the
value of Saudi Arabia’s re-
serves fell because the in-
creased revenue did not
match the devaluation of the
dollar that had taken place.

The surpluses accumulated
by the oil producers, especi-
ally those denominated in
dollars (‘petrodollars’), are
today the biggest single
headache for the capitalist
banks. Holders of petrodol-
lars have secretly been selling
off the US currency in favour
of gold as a hedge against the
devaluation of the dollar, but
the irony is that they cannot
off-load dollars too rapidly for
fear of creating an even more
rapid collapse of the dollar,
undermining their still sub-
stantial dollar reserves.

At the turn of the year,
the American government it-
self aggravated the position
by ‘politicising” the dollar
over the Iranian hostages
crisis. When the White House
announced the freezing of all
Iran’s dollar holdings in the
USA, every other dollar-hold-
er must have wondered what
their reserves were now worth.

If the Iranian deposits were
frozen so easily, why not
theirs as well? What economic
and political muscle could the
oil-producing states wield if
their wealth could be ‘frozen’
at the drop of a hat? Not
surprisingly, the American
decision triggered off a mad
rush away from the dollar and
into gold and the price of gold
rocketed.

On the American domestic
front the oil crisis has created
dilemmas for Carter. The
government has removed
price controls so that by 1981
the American consumers will
be paying the world price for
their oil, instead of -the
subsidised price. At the same
time a new tax has been
introduced on petroleum pro-
ducts. These measures will
have the effect of reducing
consumption, but they will

add enormously to the inflat-
ion that is already reaching
record levels.

Thus, while making at-
tempts to cut back on their
use of oil, the Carter admini-
stration is stoking up the
fires of the class struggle. The
workers are being made to
bear the brunt of the burden
and they will give their
answer, through their trade
union battles, in due course.

Under the pressure of the
trade unions and the massive
popular distrust of the oil
companies, Carter has been
forced to introduce a special
tax on the ‘windfall’ profits of

the oil companies. Quite
apart from the anticipated
price increases, those that
have already taken place have
added enormously to the
problems faced by the big car
manufacturers: traditionally
makers of big, high-consump-
tion vehicles, they are now
being seriously undermined
by the importation of smaller
cars. This factor has further
exacerbated the recession in
the USA industry.

To one degree or another,
all the capitalist states are
suffering the same economic
and social problems as the
USA in regard to the oil
crisis. All the main capitalist
states pledged themselves at
last year’s Tokyo summit to

restrict oil consumption to
present levels up to 1985—a
promise that already seems to
be broken or at the very least
leaky. All these countries are
now trying desperately to
move towards nuclear power,
and already this source ac-
counts for a sizeable proport-
ion of energy supplies in
Europe.

As it appears to workers,
the energy crisis has been
more than a set of economic
data. The price rises of crude
oil on the world market have
all found their way eventually
onto the shoulders of the
working class. These price
rises and others are threaten-
ing the whole basis of the
increase in living standards
that took place throughout
the 1950s and the 1960s.

Inflation, as much as
unemployment and recession,
has brought economic and
social dislocation in the last
decade, and the -capitalists
themselves recognise that rev-
olutionary explosions are be-
ing stored up by these
contradictions.

In the under-developed
world the economic burdens
will be even greater. Those
third world countries that do
not have an oil or natural gas
industry of their own have
been forced to shoulder
massive debts. Their total
debts now exceed $300 billion.
In some cases, the poorest
countries are borrowing mon-
ey only in order to pay off the
interest on previous debts.
The oil crisis will worsen the

The energy cri
itis aprohlem

already gigantic economic
and social problems in the
third world—further pushing
them towards social instability
and revolution.

The balance of forces
between the imperialist states
on the one hand, and the oil-
producing states, on the other
hand, has been subject to
dramatic shifts over the last
few years.

The sudden shortfall in oil
production a year ago because
of the Iranian revolution gave
impetus to the price rises.
Qil exports from Iran fell by
about 2%, million barrels a
day. But the revolution itself
came as a great shock to the
other oil states and to
imperialism. Many of the
Middle East states are now
desperately worried about
the threat of the contagion of
revolution.

After Iran, Saudi Arabia
has been the mainstay of
Western interests in the
Middle East, and has always
been the biggest oil producer
in the region. The social
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IS IS not a prohlem of resources,

of capitalism

The first of two articles

tensions in Saudi Arabia
exploded onto the surface last
November with the attempted
uprising that involved the
siege of the Grand Mosque in
Mecca.

In the past the Saudi
Arabian government acted as
a moderating influence as far
as oil prices were concerned—
their own production was
increased, for example, by Im
barrels a day to partly
compensate for the Iranian
shortfall.

The Khaled regime, with
billions of dollars and its own
security to worry about,
feared that too high an oil
price would bring about

- economic instability on such a
scale that it would threaten
their own interests. But, on
the other hand, the state has a
relatively small population
and has no need of the
massive revenue surpluses
it is now building up.

The Saudis are now discov-
ering very good political
reasons for reducing their
own oil production. As one

Saudi Arabian official explai-
ned: “For us the choice is
simple. Oil is an appreciating
asset as long as it remains in
the ground. By selling oil we
are being asked to swap one
asset for another. The asset
we switch into has to be better
than depreciating dollars.”

Over the past decade, the
oil issue has forced changes in
the capitalist states’ policies
towards the Middle East. All
of the EEC countries, as well
as the USA, are edging
towards recognition of the
Palestine Liberation Organ-
isation, as part of the price
that has to be paid for oil.
Whereas in the past the USA
was prepared to support
Israel both economically and
militarily, their strategists
have now come to the
conclusion that this policy is
completely unviable if their
own oil interests and general
Middle East stability are to be
protected.

The diplomatic wheel has
turned through 180 degrees,
lubricated, so to speak, by
Arab oil. The strategists of
imperialism are nevertheless
keeping all their options
open. The Pentagon is now in
the process of creating a
special strategic strike force
for use in the area of the
Persian Gulf. Contingency
plans have already been
devised for the occupation of
the important oil-producing
parts of the Gulf (incident-
ally, using Egypt rather than
Israel as the staging post).

Military intervention in the
Gulf or elsewhere would be
fraught with dangers for US
imperialism. The engagement
of US forces would soon
provoke a counter-reaction at
home, with a rapid radicalis-
ation of the Americanwork-
ers, especially the youth, as
during the Vietnam war.

But after a period when, as
a result of the disastrous
debacle in Vietnam, direct
military intervention was
ruled out (as in Angola, for
instance), the strategists of
US imperialism have now
formulated a strategy of
limited ‘‘police’” actions in

vital areas like the Gulf.

The very fact that they are
now training special task
forces and have drawn up
contingency plans for their
use in Saudi Arabia, Iran,
and elsewhere, indicates the
desperatey seriousness with
which imperialism views the
potential threats to America’s
vital oil (and other raw
material) supplies.

The problems that have
been created by the oil crisis
and the changes that have
been brought about are
significant, but they are still
minor in relation to what is
looming ahead. Previous fore-
casts for OPEC production in
this decade and the next were
for levels between 40 and 45
million barrels a day (mbd).
Looking into the middle of
this decade, it seems unlikely
that OPEC production will
exceed 35mbd.

OPEC’s maximum will
probably be reached in the
next 3 to S years and although
there will be new oil produc-
tion from Alaska, Mexico and
the North Sea, these will help
but not solve the problem.
Eastern Europe was in the
past self-sufficient in oil,
because of Russian produc-
tion, but now it seems likely
that these economies will also
be seeking oil on the world
market.

Higher oil prices will make
it an economic proposition to
develop some alternative
sources of oil, like oil shales
and tar sands, but given the
massive investments required
even these are unlikely to
make any fundamental differ-
ence in the short run.

Finally, even allowing for

The Pentagon is
now in the pro-
cess of creating
a special strat-
egic strike force
for possible use

in the area of
the Persian Gulf

Photo:
sentatives in Abu Dhabi: the
oil producers have pushed
up prices
inflation and the decline of
the US dollar

OPEC repre-

to counteract

economic recession and the
consequent reduction in en-
ergy demand (which itself, of
course, creates political up-
heavals) it would seem almost
certain that the 1980s and
1990s will see oil shortages
and crises far greater than
anything seen in the 1970s.

The questions of oil and
energy supplies are closely
related to other political
questions—it would be non-
sensical to suppose that all
would be well up to the day or
the week before the last drop
of oil ran out! But what is true
is that the energy question—
by shortages, prices rises,
monetary instability and per-
haps even wars and revolution
—will be ultimately bound up
with the social upheavals of
the next decades. The oil
crisis is an important part,
but only a part, of the general
crisis of capitalism.

But the oil crisis cannot be
considered as something be-
yond social control, like the
weather. Neither can it be
considered as a purely scien-
tific or a technical matter.
Science and technology are
not ‘neutral’, they are found-
ed in concrete social relations.
Engels pointed out long ago
that as long as art, science
and government are the
preserve of a minority in
society, then they will always
be used and abused in the
interests of that minority.

The energy crisis in general
cannot be considered except
as a product of the chaos of
capitalism. Just as capitalism
is incapable of planning for
employment, education, hou-
sing, health, food production
or any other of the necessities
of life, so in the same way the
system has been incapable of
planning its own energy
supplies.

The production and con-
sumption of oil has for
decades been completely
dominated by the big oil
companies, especially the so-
called ‘Seven Sisters’—Exxon
(Esso), Texaco, Socal (Chev-
ron), Gulf, Mobil, BP and
Shell. Every one of these is a
gigantic company in its own
right, with a turnover and

profits running to thousands
of millions of dollars. The
most recent recorded profits
of Shell were a staggering
£3,000 million, a world record
for any company.

These companies have eco-
nomic muscle greater than
most of the member-states of
the United Nations. It is a
sobering thought to realise
that three of these giants
(Exxon, Socal and Mobil) as
well as other smaller compan-
ies like Amoco and BP’s US
subsidiary, Sohio, all come
from the splitting up of one
company, the Rockefeller
Standard Oil Company.

Willingly aided and abetted
by the gunboats and the
garrisons of their parent
imperialist states, the oil
corporations established

. complete domination over the

oil of the capitalist world,

from the process of produc- .

tion to refining and market-
ing of products. Even as
recently as 1972, these seven
companies had control over
70% of all production outside
Eastern Europe and 77% of
OPEC production.

Add the next two biggest
companies, ENI (Italy) and
CPF (France), and the control
of oil by imperialism was
complete. The various oil
consortia that monopolised
production in the Middle East
states were all permutations
of these big companies.

The oil companies have
been able over the years to
exploit their monopoly posit-
ion to the detriment of both
the producing countries and
the workers who ultimately
pay for the oil in the capitalist
states. The basic price paid to
the producing countries is a

Chevron

fraction (even now) of the
price paid by the consumer.
The power of the companies
put them in a position where
they have had no check at all
on pricing policies. One
government can be played off
against another so as to avoid
paying taxes.

Recently, the US Depart-
ment of Energy accused the
oil companies of overcharging
by hundreds of millions of
dollars since 1973. The dep-
artment has presented bills to
Texaco for $880m and to Gulf
for $58m, among others.
Legal actions are outstariding
against leading refiners in the
USA for a total $3.5bn.

Over many decades the oil
monopolies assisted the super
exploitation of the colonial
and ex-colonial world by
imperialism.

Throughout the decades
after the war the terms of
trade shifted greatly in favour
of the advanced -capitalist
countries. The price of manu-
factured goods rose out of all
proportion to the prices of
raw materials, including oil.
The spokesmen of capitalism
screamed with outrage at the

oil price increases in 1973-4,
after the Middle East war,
but in reality, the increases
were only restoring the bal-
ance in prices.

Again, between 1974 and
1979 the rise in oil prices
averaged only 16% whereas
the price of consumer and
capital goods rose by S0%
(the oil producers claimed it
was a lot higher than that).

The same governments and
politicians who would try to
shift the blame for inflation
and the economic crisis onto
the shoulders of those ‘nasty
Arabs’ are themselves quite
happy to fleece the workers
who have to buy petrol. In
Britain, excise duty and VAT
are responsible for about 55
pence a gallon of the price of
petrol, a bigger proportion
than the oil-producing states
are receiving.

It is not an exaggeration to
say that the strength of the oil
lobby has been able to buy
and sell governments. The
Mossadeq regime was over-
thrown in Iran in 1953 by the
CIA precisely because of his
threat to nationalise the
Iranian Oil Company. Of the
top seven companies in the
USA, five are oil companies
and the other two are car
manufacturers. Oil compan-
ies form the biggest three
European companies.

Given what seemed to be a
limitless supply of oil in the
early post-war years, the oil
lobby has shaped the whole
development of industry and
technology in the advanced
capitalist states. Petroleum-
based capitalism raced ahead
without a plan or so much as
a thought for the future.
Public transport was run

down and replaced by private
cars, coal mines closed as
oil-fired power stations were
built, railways were run down
and axed as the motorways
spread everywhere, even
through city centres. Tonnage
and mileage being equal,
transportation by rail is only a
sixth the cost of carriage by
road, at least for distances
over S0 miles. Yet what is
potentially the cheapest meth-
od of transport has been
completely undermined so
that it only carries one eighth

the tonnage of the road
network.

The main cause of the
energy crisis is not the

problem of resources, it is the
problem of capitalism. The
inability of capitalism to plan
its economy, the control of the
oil industry by the big
companies—these are the
root causes of the energy crisis
today.

Part IT
next week
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The first meeting of the newly
elected Majlis, parliament, opened
the way for a further round in the
power struggle which has been
unfolding in Iran.

The recent sharp manoeuvres
and infighting around the Presi-
dency and the Revolutionary
Council have reflected the dead-
lock which the Iranian revolution

is presently in.

The revolution’s
driving force was the
working class which
undermined the Sha-
h’s regime through a
four month long Gen-
erd Stnke and finally

- But- theré was no" central

workers’ organisation and
since the overthrow of the
Shah, Khomeini and the
other leading mullahs have
been able to prevent the
development of an indepen-
dent workers’ movement.

This strategy has been
considerably aided by the
Tudeh (‘communist’) Party’s
tail-ending of what they call
the “Imam’s line”’. While
pressure from the working
class has forced the Revolut-
ionary Council to grant
reforms and take some radical
measures against capitalism it
has not been able to put its
own stamp on the revolution’s
development.

Although the working class
has not, so far, consciously
led the revolution, its im-
mense strength and combat-
ivity stands in the way of any
attempted imperialist inter-
vention or restoration of the
Shah’s regime. This has
produced a situation of
deadlock over the revolution’s
future. Until this is broken in
one way or another, personal-
ities and cligue struggles can
have a great influence on
events.

The ccmtmual twists and
turns over what to do with
. the American hostages has

.reflected these struggles.

There can be no doubt that
the students seizure of the US
“Embassy and the hostages
received enormous popular
support. The Iranian masses
saw this action as a blow
against imperialism and retal-
iation for Carter allowing the
ex-Shah to enter the USA.
raced with massive popular
backing for the Embassy
occupation and a continual
ebbing in their own support
Khomeini and the Revolut-

By
Bob Labi

in the.

ionary Council supported the
students. This was in direct
contrast to their hostility to
the first attack on the US
Embassy eight and a half
months before. Khomeini has
utilised the enormous wave of
anger against the Carter gov-
ernment to re-build his posi-
tion and get accepted a new
constitution which granted
the mullahs great powers.

However as the holding of
the hostages has dragged on
the fundamental social and
political issues facing the
Iranian people have begun to
resurface and put pressure on
Bani Sadr and the Revolut-
ionary Council. This in turn
has given a sharper twist to
the conflict between Bani
Sadr and the mullahs, espec-
ially Ayatollah Beshesti, lead-
er of the largest party in the
Majlis, the Islamic Republi-
can Party (IRP).

Bani Sadr accused Bahesh-
ti in mid-May of trying ‘‘to
establish an obscurantist pol-
itical dictatorship by waving
the false banner of economic
equalization.”” But neither
can take the revolution for-
ward. Beheshti is attempting
to consolidate the mullahs’
powers by using both religious
and demagogic radical slog-
ans to rally support. At the
same time Bani Sadr has been

" pleading with the Western

powers not to take tough
measures against Iran.

Strong sanctions, Bani Sadr
said, would not economically
affect Iran but “politically it
would be a catastrophe.” It
could even become the final
straw leading to the complete
overthrow of capitalism in
Iran. It is for this reason that
most Western powers are
proceding slowly on the
hostages issue, not wishing to

IRAN-

REVOLUTION
INDEADLOG

provoke a new radicalisation
inside Iran.

So far the Iranian revo-
lution has failed to deliver the
goods. The Iranian masses in
supporting the call for an
‘Islamic Republic’ saw this as
a blow against the rich and an
opportunity to build a new
society which would be run in
the interests of all.

But this utopian dream has
not materialised. Despite
some of the reforms which
have been carried out there is
still raging inflation, mass
unemployment and the exist-
ence of a ruling elite.

Even when reforms have
been granted, they have often
only been partial or quickly
limited in scope. On 7
January the Revolutionary
Council proclaimed that the
working week ‘‘is the same for
workers and office employees
and is 40 hours.”

But two days later the same
Revolutionary Council said
that ‘“‘the 40-hour. working

week “applies only ' to - the-}

workers. and office employees
covered by the National
Employment Act and is

nothing to do with the
workers employed in the
industrial sector...the work-

ing week for such workers is
still 48 hours.”

In order to control the
discontent which had been
openly expressed the mullahs
unleashed in April a wave of
attacks directed against the
leftist groups, primarily the
secular Fedayeen-E-Khalqg
and the radical Muslim
Mujahideen-E-Kalg.

These attacks, made by
street gangs or the so-called
Hesbollahs (Party of God)
followers organised by mul-
lahs, were made against the
leftist bases inside the univer-
sities and colleges which they
had moved into after their city
offices had been shut down
last August.

Simultaneously a renewed
offensive was launched ag-
ainst the Kurdish minority in
North West Iran in an
attempt to force back under
central control the national
minorities of iran, which
together make up half the
population.

Khomeini and the mullahs
are attempting to browbeat
all opposition in. submission
to their rule. Khomeini stated
that “If the Iranian nation
stood against the West, we
want our youth to stand
against it. If our nation
stands against Communism,
we want all our university
people to stand against it.”

In other words, no opposi-
tion to the unelected Revolu-
tionary Council!

. The seeming success of
Khomeini, Beheshti and the
other priests in retaining their
domineering position has only
been based on desperate

With the revolution
in impasse, personal
and clique struggles
become prominent.
[Above] the new par-

liament. On left,
Ayatollah Besheti,
leader of Islamic Re-
publican Party. On
right, his main rival,
President Bani-sadr.

manoeuvres of granting sud-
den substantial concessions,
rallying religious fervour, vit-
riolic attacks against the
ex-Shah and US imperialism
and when all else fails
physical repression against
their opponents.

While this combination of
tactics has worked during the
last 15 months, the mullahs
have not been able to resolve
any of the fundamenta.l social
issues facing fran. " <+

This is why they, are in
continual danger of losing
support. The sudden shifts in
the masses’ opinions, reflec-
ted in the seemingly contra-
dictory election results, are
indicators of a search for an
answer to the fundamental
problems which have still not
been settled.

While it is likely that the
priest-dominated Islamic Re-
publican Party will control
the Majlis and continue to
hold the main reins of power
for the immediate period, this
situation cannot continue
indefinitely. The mullahs
have no clear policy whatso-

ever. Quotations from the
Koran and reactionary pre-
judices cannot provide an
answer to any of the social,
economic or national prob-
lems facing Iran.

Bani Sadr will attempt to
push the mullahs into a
purely decorative role, either
by leaning on the masses for
support or by collaborating
with the pro-capitalist ele-
ments which remain in the
state machine and armed
forces who want to halt the
revolution before it goes any
turther.

But overshadowing the

struggle for power in Iran
between the different cliques
is the critical situation the
country is in. Despite its huge
resources and development
Iran has been affected by
severe economic problems for
years.” .
. Indeed-one of the cat-
alysts of the revolution was
the Shah's austerity policy of
autumn 1976. Whichever
clique comes to power will be
faced with immense problems
which clash with the aroused
expectations of the masses.

It is inevitable that if Iran
remains on a capitalist basis it
will witness a sharpening class
polarisation, which will even-
tually lead to the building of
an independent workers’
movement. Worsening nati-
onal conflcits could also bring
about the break-up of Iran.

But, on the other hand,
given the chaotic situation
which Iran is in, it is quite

conceivable that either the
mullahs or Bani Sadr would
be forced to lean on the
masses and finally smash the
landlordism and capitalism in
Iran.

The regime which would
emerge from such a process
would not be a workers’
democracy, but similar to the
kind of regime which exists in
Russia, China and Eastern
Europe. A society which
would place before the work-
ing class the task of carrying
through a new, political
revolution to remove the
bureaucratic caste which
would install itself at the head
of such a deformed workers’
state. .

The crucial factor which
has overshadowed the Iranian.
revolution “has ben ' the ab-
sence - of a mass workers’
party, armed with a Marxist
programme, which could-
have prevented the _revolu-
tion’s leadership falling info
the hands of mullahs, bour-
geois and nationalist leaders.

Such a party, basing itself
on Iran’s 3.5 million manufa-
cturing and construction wor-
kers, could already have led
the revolution towards the ov-
erthrow of capitalism and the
establishment of a democratic
workers’ republic. While such
a party has not yet arisen in
Iran the Iranian workers’ own
experiences are preparing the
ground for such its growth in
the future.

Japan

—GOVERNMENT
DEFEATED

Japanese werhendemomtnte against themling party’s comipﬁol mlackheed contracts

After a split within the
ruling Liberal Demecratic
Party [LDP], a general
election has been called in
Japan for Jume 22nd.
Unless the rival factions
patch up their differences,
this could result in the
LDP having to go into
coalition with small centre
parties.

After over 30 years in
power, the struggle between
the rival LDP factions has
intensified as recently the

By
Colin Barber

party’s popularity has dec-
lined. Economic problems
have hit Japan as elsewhere in
the capitalist world, and
many people have turned
away from the corrupt LDP.

The election was called
after a Socialist motion of
censure was carried in the
Diet (Parliament). The Soci-

alists’ ‘motion at first was
condemning the high elec-
tricity prices. But then they
attacked for corruption a
prominent LDP member who
was close to Prime Minister
Okira’s main financial back-
er. Rival factions in the LDP
wanted to discredit their
rivals within the party and
abstained.

It was the first government
defeat in a confidence vote for
27 years. Even the strongest
capitalist societies it seems
are now feeling the strain.
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The killing last week
by police of two young
children has escalated
the growing wave of
protest by black and
coloured school-
students. The protest
which began four
months ago has grown
so that now much of
the country has been
affected.

The government,
until recently has not
used all the vicious
repression they nor-
mally do to crush
opposition. This is not
out of sympathy. They
hoped the protests
would die away. And
they were scared of
provoking another So-
weto uprising.

The possibility of the
struggle of the youth spread-
ing to the workers is a
terrifying prospect for the
ruling class. On the one hand
the government tried to hide
the boycott, by telling the
press not to give publicity to
the struggle and by locking up
pupils and their supporters.
On the other hand the
government vaguely promised
that steps will be taken to
improve conditions.

Toomuch success

By
Linda Berger -

The schools boycott has
inspired the youth and the
oppressed population as a
whole. The government has
struck back viciously where it
could. Black youth in Bloem-
fontein protesting against
racial discrimination in edu-
cation were met by police and
riot squads who opened fire.

Two black youth died. 130
pupils were arrested when
they marched to a police
station to demand the release
of 12 detained black pupils.
Even 50 clergymen who
demonstrated in support of
the youth were arrested in
Johannesburg.

The protest began on 12
February when 100 coloured
pupils at a school in Cape
Town decided to boycott
classes in protest against their
inferior education. This initi-
ative set fire to all the griev-
ances among coloured school-
children against, as they put
it, ‘‘gutter education and
miserable school conditions.”

Mass meetings were held
all over the country calling for
a mass boycott of classes. In a
few weeks the number of
protesting school youth rose
from 100 to 130,000.

The decision to boycott

for German

socialist leaders?

In the last regional
elections before the
West German general
elections next Octo-
ber, the Tories suffe-
red a crushing defeat
in the North-Rhine
Westfalia.

A 3Y2% swing to the Social
Democrats not only cut the
Tory vote by 4% but also
threw out the Liberals (who
got less than S% and
therefore lost all their MPs)
giving the SPD an absolute
majority in this regional
parliament. If this result were
repeated in every region, then
the Social Democrats would
have an absolute majority and
not need a coalition with the
Liberals.

Indeed, in all regional
elections since June 1978, the
Tories’ share of the vote has
fallen in every region except
Berlin. Even in their southern
strongholds they have lost
3-4% to the “Green Party”
(Ecologists).
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NEW MILITANT INTERNATIONAL PAMPHLET
“INDIA: The Gathering Storm” by Roger Silverman.

The Social Democrats have
only twice lost votes and have
made gains in the most solidly
working-class areas like Ham-
burg, Frankfurt, Saarland
and Westfalia. These results
show the beginnings of class
polarisation prior to the
general election.

The Tories held their
national conference in Berlin
last month just after the
Westfalia elections, and tried
hard to hide growing discon-
tent with Strauss. ‘“More Tory
votes switched to SPD than
ever before in a regional
election” declared one expert,
showing some Tories’ fear
that Strauss, the most reac-
tionary German politician
since 1945, might lose them
the October election.

Meanwhile the German
and British press fear left-
wing moves within the Social
Democratic Party and espe-
cially the unions. The party in
Westfalia is talking of re-
moving all Liberals from
coalition office in the region
and scrapping all nuclear

Price 60p [plus 15p, P & P]

from World Books, 1 Mentmore Terrace, London E8 3PN.

classes was not taken lightly.
For more than a year the
school students had complai-
ned through the official
pipeline. But the authorities
refused to listen and forced
the youth to act.

None of the grievances that
the African youth struggled
against in 1976 have been
removed. Now it is the
coloured youth who have
taken the initiative in the
fight against the racist edu-
cation system.

The struggle of the youth
developed from demonstrat-
ions to protest meetings and
mass boycotts of classes.
Pupils, parents and a large
number of teachers were
firmly united. The demand
for more government spend-
ing on coloured, Indian and
African education developed
into a demand for a universal
education for all races, as a
means to equal opportunities
in a society.

Thousands of Indian and
African school students join-
ed the boycott. Pupils’ and
parents committees were set
up, in Cape Town represent-
ing 61 schools and 60,000
pupils. They elected represen-
tatves to-a national meeting
that democratically co-ordin-
ated the boycott. In Cape
Town many pupils went to the

railway stations to discuss
their grievances with the
workers and explain the
boycott.

power developments (big is-
sue within Germany).

The *Sunday Times” on
May 18th declared that
although the Social Demo-
crats could win an absolute
majority in the general elec-
tion, ‘“‘does Schmidt want
one? The Social Democrats
rank-and-file contains more
real left-wingers than its
government policies suggest.
Schmidt’s goal is to win in
October—but not by too big a
margin.”

In other words, if the SPD
win an absolute majority they
will not be able to hide behind
the ‘need’ for a Lib-Lab
coalition. They will have no
socialist programme of nat-
ionalisation and workers' con-
trol. An absolute majority will

be the first step towards
‘Labour to Power on a
Socialist Programme’, the

demand of German marxists.

By Mike Levene
(North Nottingham LPYS)

i
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The Minister of Coloured
Relations Marais Steyn reac-
ted arrogantly. He alleged
that “‘political agitators’ were
inciting the schoolchildren for
their own ends. He sent in the
police to break up meetings
with clubs and teargas. He
threatened to close the schools
if the pupils did not go back
to school.

In May, the government
closed the black university of

Fort Hare in retaliation
for a student boycott. In
reply, the pupils resumed

their mass boycott of classes
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It is fear of another Soweto uprising [above] that worries the rulers

on 21 May.

The youth have once again
been forced out onto the
streets. They can have few
illusions in the promises made
by Prime Minister Botha
which only expose the bank-
ruptcy of the regime. The
capitalist system can offer the
youth no future.

The youth are prepared to
make enormous sacrifices in
the struggle to transform
society. The road to achieving
this goal lies through linking
up with the struggle of the
workers.

BACK INTO

ECONOMIC
REGESSION

The recession is here.
the major industrial-
ised countries are fac-
ing unemployment
and little growth. As
the accompanying
graph indicates, the
seven major capitalist
countries have entered
this recession in a
worse position than
the last, 1974-75.

Whereas in the 15 years
preceeding 1974, Western
countries averaged a 5.5%
growth rate, since 1974 it has
only been 2.5%. There has
been no return to the
“normality”’, which capitalist
spokesmen promised.

The growth of 1975-6
quickly subsided and current
forecasts predict stagnation
this year for the major
capitalist countries in the
Organisation for Economic
Cooperation and Develop-
ment [OECD]. Unemploy-
ment it is predicted will reach
record levels, inflation on
average will soar over 10%
[with some countries 20%
plus].

Balance of payment diffi-

culties will get worse and

" million

monetary problems grow.
Unemployment may reach 20
this year in the
advanced capitalist world and

SCHOOLSTUDENT REVOLT
CARES S.AFRICAN

R et

of the apartheid society

Only the organised working
class can defeat the bosses
and the state, abolish national
oppression and lay the found-
ations for a democratic social-
ist society. The youth have a
crucial role to play in building
up the organisations of the
working class on the basis of a
programme for the socialist
transformation of South and
Southern Africa.

ANNUAL GROWTH RATES OF OUTPUT, PRICES AND
UNEMPLOYMENT IN THE SEVEN LEACING OECD

COUNTRIES

Prices and GNP
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within the EEC alone, it is it was just a hiccup. Now, no

expected
million
December.

In 1974-5 workers were told

to rise from 6 capitalist commentator is so
to 7 million by optimistic. It’s a bleak future
their system offers.




12 MILITANT 6 June 1980

Dear Comrades

Last Tuesday, my six year
old daughter came home
from school with some
forms for a sponsored walk.
Naturally I thought it was
for a school trip, but when I
asked her she said it was for
books and pencils.

What a cheek! So now we
have to pay twice for our
kids’ education. This is
what the Tory cuts mean to
my family.

Today it’s books and
pencils, tomorrow it will be
school buildings paid for out
of the collecting tin. Reverse
the cuts now! Kick the
Tories out!

Fraternally

Malcolm Hyde

Handsworth Labour Party

TORIES WHITEWASH
STARVATION WAGES

Dear Comrades

Can anyone now doubt
whose interests the Tory
government are trying to
protect, when this week they
have refused to publish the
names of 33 British compa-
nies who are paying African
workers starvation wages in
their operations in South
Africa [‘Observer’ 25/5/
80]?

These companies are
profiteering in various major
industries including oil,
banking, engineering and
insurance; of 100,000 work-
ers employed by them over
20% are paid below the
minimum level “recommen-
de” by an EEC code of
practice—which is itself
doesn’t guarantee a decent

living standard.

Including these 33 com-
panies there are some 200
operating in South Africa.
Several of these [Gallaghers,
Hoover and Sun Alliance
are three well-known ones]
failed or refused to give
information on their condit-
ions of employment. They
are trying to hide the
appalling conditions and
low wages their employees
are living with.

It was a ministerial decis-
ion not to publish the
companies’ names in the
Department of Trade report
which was prepared last
month. In other words, the
Tory government are at-
tempting to protect capital-

Dear Comrades,
The running of hospitals,
docks and even the trans-

port systems of Britain
would be impossible for one
second without the efforts of
working people.

Management are proved
to be incapable of produc-
tion without the workforce.
Recent strikes have demon-
strated how workers them-
selves can manage the
running of giant hospitals,
the docks and, as during the
lorry drivers’ strike, organise
the entire goods’ transport
in Britain.

This action poses a real
threat to the employers as it

endorses the idea that
socialist planning of the
economy is not only an

attractive idea but entirely

possible.

However the letter from
Joe Herbertson of ‘Real
Steel News’, fails to pose an
alternative to the bankrupt
management of the present
nationalised industries. The
letter states that Lynn
Walsh (issue 502) simply
argued for increased repres-
entation on the BSC board
of management.

On re-reading Lynn's ar-
ticle, we find this is not the
case. ‘Militant’ argues sg-
uarely against workers’ par-
ticipation but understands
the need to pose an alterna-
tive to the present manage-
ment, who aim to axe
52,000-plus jobs.

The argument is for full
workers’ control in the

BSC MIS MANAGEMENT

Dear Comrade

Joe Herbertson in his
letter (Militant S04) makes
many correct criticisms of
the worker-director scheme
in BSC. It was a sop to the
workers’ demand to have a
real say in the running of the
nationalised steel industry.
No one should have any
illusions that it is even an
interim solution.

As far as workers are
concerned the scheme leads
nowhere. However, it is not
a major cause of the past
weakness of ISTC. In fact it
is pretty much irrelevant.
Many of us came to that
conclusion long ago: the
Teesside Joint Branches
passed a resolution oppos-
ing the scheme.

Unfortunately Joe seems
to have misunderstood what
Lynn Walsh and ‘Militant’
say. At no time has ‘Mili-
tant’ called for a few extra
workers on the board.

We want the present
system scrapped. It is
impossible to run national-

ised industries properly with
the old management or
people from that circle.

The addition of a few
token workers to these
unelected and non-respon-
sible boards is no answer.
But what is to take its place?

At a time when ISTC is
calling for an enquiry into
the Board and workers in
the industry are questioning
the management of BSC, we
must put forward an answer.
Unlike Joe’s letter which has
no answer, ‘Militant’ puts
forward workers' control
and management.

We want the nationalised
industries to be run for the
benefit of society, not the
private sector as at the
moment. It should be run by
the people who know how—
the working class.

Workers' management on
the basis of one-third,
one-third, one-third: one-
third of the board from the
steel unions with their know-
ledge of the industry, one-
third from the TUC, repre-

running of the shop floor,a
movement from below which
extends checks already est-
ablished over safety, hiring
and firing etc. This is linked
to workers’ management,
not in a token form, but
with industry in the hands of
the movement, management
drawn one third from the
shopfloor unions, one third
from the TUC and one third
from the government.

However, with capitalism
in crisis no body can be seen
as static. The labour move-
ment would have to use the
management of any indust-
ries to expose the capitalist
system itself, explaining the
illegal price rigging of the
building firms and the legal
rigging of interest rates by
the banks and money len-
ders.

From such a platform it
would be possible to explain
in unshakable argument the
need to nationalise the
subsidiary industries
mobilise for the full socialist
transformation of society
with a planned economy and
all industry under democra-
tic workers’ control and
management.

Yours fraternally,
Jon Ingham,
Leeds No 6 AUEW

senting the knowledge and
needs of other industries
such as coal, transport,
motor cars and manufacture
which are closely linked to
steel, and one-third from
the government, would en-
sure integrated planning of
the industry. The board
members would be paid the
average wage, would be
responsible to the bodies
that elected them and
subject to recall.

Along with workers’
management of the entire
industry, the day-to-day
running would be under the
control of the workers in the
industry. Workers' control
would ensure the best
running of plant while
maintaining the interest of
the workers, and would act
as a further check on the
board.

Workers’ control and
management would mean
that the skills and know-
ledge of the working class
would run industry for the
benefit of the whole of
society not just the few.

Fraternally

Harry James

ISTC Teesside

and |

VIEWS? COMMENTS? EXPERIENCES?

CRITICISM? WRITE ABOUT THEM TO:
MILITANT, 1 Mentmore Terrace, London E8 3PN

ist interests by demying in-
formation to the labour
movement in Britain and by
trying to whitewash the
activities of British compan-
ies in South Africa.

It is the responsibility of
the trade union and labour
movement to demand this
information and to press for
decent wages and conditions
for their brothers in South
Africa. International work-
ing class solidarity is neces-
sary to smash the internat-
ional class solidarity of the
capitalists and to end their
system!

Yours fraternally

Alan Anderton

TGWU 9,212

MAY 14th

Comrades

Regarding the TUC Day
of Action on the 14th, I feel
the blame must fall fairly
and squarely on the should-
ers of the hierarchy of the
TUC. Does it really take six
months to organise a one
day strike?

As with the AUEW
general secretary Duffy’s
handling of the Derek
Robinson affair, the interim
period of waiting is used to
great advantage by the
media to drum up a planned
hysterical war of propagan-
da.

We can learn from this.
Next must come a one-day
general strike, organised
with as little notice as
possible. The workers’ with-
drawal of their labour is the
most important part, and it
only needs 2 or 3 weeks to
prepare leaflets and organ-
ise marches.

Let May 14th be the first
step, but next time a much
larger step along the road to
the permanent demolition of

~ Toryism once and for all.

Yours fraternally

Dave Lovett

Youth Officer, Bourne-
mouth East CLP

NEWS?

Dear Comrades

Two weeks ago ‘Militant’
carried an interesting article
on the bias and reactionary
politics of the press. It's also
worth pointing out the
absolute rubbish many of
these papers print in the
name of ‘news.’

Last Sunday we were
unfortunate enough to have
a copy of the ‘Sunday
Express’ delivered instead of
our usual ‘Observer.’

There was little of interest
in the paper—anything ap-
proaching serious news was
confined to the front page,
but one thing did catch my
eye; the ‘Sunday Express’
claims a readership of
29.5% of all board direc-
tors.

I could not help thinking
that it explains something
about the state of British
industry to know that this
‘elite group’ (‘Sunday Ex-
press’) spend their Sunday
mornings informing them-
selves on such important
new topics as “Why he'll
always love the girl who said
no” and ‘“‘Bleep bleep at
night makes village pub run
out of beer.”

Fraternally

Anne Dobbins

Swindon CLP

WHEN THE

SUN NEVER SET

Dear Comrades,

I was recently writing an
essay for my course at poly
and came across some
interesting quotes in a book
by Ferdynand Zweig, pub-
‘lished in 1961. They illus-
trate how things have chan-

ged and how right the Marx-
ist analysis that ‘Militant’
gives is.

“First we can witness a
considerable rise in security-
mindedness. the factory
worker has a relatively high
security of employment.

“The bitter memories of
the past are fading away. If
he is under 40 he hardly
knows what it is like to be
unemployed.”

The myths and promises
of a growing capitalist
economy were used to make
people believe in capitalism
and the affluence it created.
The Marxist analysis given
at the time was right in
pointing out how short-lived
these ‘gains’ would be.

The same author goes on:
“'Class divisions are no long-
er marked out by hostility
and segregation,” and talk-
ing about the working class
he writes ““The class struggle
interests him less and less.”

Events have shown how
wrong such comments are,
as more and more groups of
workers are drawn into
struggle against the present
government and the capital-
ist system. It pays not to
forget the easy promises and
opinions of the past.

Yours fraternally,

Andy Allenby,

Havant and Waterloo

LPYS

WATERING
THE BEER

Dear Comrades,

A large survey recently
carried out by South York-
shire County Council has
revealed that 9 pints in every
100 served in the county’s
pubs have been watered. As
a result of South Yorkshire's
lead, tests have also been
carried out in other areas,
and a similar incidence of
watered beer has been found
in other parts of Britain.

Given the low wages, long
hours and now the possible
introduction of new techno-
logy which checks every
drop of alcohol (perhaps!)
delivered, it is not surprising
landlords sometimes resort
to corruption.

The consumer service is
often the first to be ‘cut’ by
Tory local authorities. Even
the Labour council in South
Yorkshire has had to restrict
the activities of this service,
not only under the present
Tory government, but also
under the last Labour
government.

As the economic crisis
grows therefore, less checks
are likely to be made
precisely at a time when the
temptation to ‘fiddle’ to
maintain profit margins will
increase. So not only are
workers going to suffer
further from declining wa-
ges: they are more likely to
get cheated when they spend
their money!

Yours fraternally,

DA Milsom

Attercliffe LPYS

NOLS:
WHAT
CRISIS?

Dear Comrades,

Alan Watson (Militant 503)
makes a number of allegations
about NOLS.

The NOLS NC accepted that
it would put forward constitu-
tional amendments to the next
NOLS conference to admit
some categories of part-time
students to NOLS. But the NC
cannot amend the constitution
itself, and the amendment
passed by conference last year
to delete the words ‘full time’
from the constitution is not
acceptable to the NEC since it
gives no effective definition of
who is entitled to join NOLS.
The NC’s view was accepted by
the organisation sub-committee
of the NEC:(of which Tony
Saunois is a member), unani-
mously.

The NC did not abolish
‘minority’ documents. It recog-
nised that NOLS members have
a wide range of views and that
no particular minority has a
right to special privileges. All
NOLS clubs now have the right
to submit full amendments—in-
cluding ‘delete all and insert’
type amendments—to the part
of the conference documents
which will be voted on.

On the NEC's Youth Com-
mittee, I supported an increase
in the LPYS budget of £9,000.
NOLS has consistently argued
for substantial increases in the
youth budget, ie for both LPYS
and NOLS. The figure of
£50,000 is however simply not
realistic in the party’s current
financial situation and merely
serves to make the LPYS seem
irresponsible. That level of
increase certainly would mean
redundancies at Labour Party
Head Office and cuts in the
political education department
and women's sections—both
areas of the party’s work which
NOLS strongly supports.

On Glasgow University Lab-
our Club, the allegations made
are very serious and in the first
instance are the business of the
student organiser, precisely
because he is politically inde-
pendent within NOLS—unlike

the inquiry Alan proposed. He
will report to the NC’s Septem-
ber meeting and appropriate
action will be taken if necess-
ary.
On Alan's more general
points, I am astonished to learn
that ‘this is a time of crisis for
the NOLS leadership’. At the
last NUS Conference, two
independent NOLS candidates
were elected to the NUS
Executive. When Glenys Bith-
ell, then representing the ‘Mili-
tant’ ‘fighting Marxist leader-
ship” of NOLS, stood in 1975,
she received nineteen (19) votes.
This Easter NUS adopted
Labour's alternative economic
policy as a whole for the first
time ever, largely due to NOLS’
efforts, while Militant’s prog-
ramme was overwhelmingly
defeated.

With LPYS membership sta-
tic and the number of branches
represented at conference not
up on 1978 after a year of ‘the
most reactionary Tory govern-
ment this century’, why not talk
about the crisis ‘Militant’ faces?
NOLS membership is up 21%
this year, and has grown by
70% in the last three years from
3,500 to 6,000.

It is hardly surprising if
NOLS’ success is news to most
‘Militant’ readers. ‘Militant’
has consistently failed to enable
NOLS officers to respond to the
attacks on NOLS in your
columns. This makes a mockery
of Bob and Lynne Faulkes’
claims in the same issue that
“ ‘Militant's letter page has
always been open to opposi-
tion."”

Yours fraternally,

David Smith

NOLS Chairperson
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‘ Area

Received

Eastern 1,534
East Midlands 1,331
Hants & IOW 1,183
Humberside 488
London East 2,278
“London West 1,572
London South 2,325
Manchester & Lancs | 1,037
Merseyside 1,857
Northern 1,918
Scotland East 818
Scotland West 1,394
Southern 1,795
South West 853
Wales East 469
Wales West 602
West Midlands 2,855
Yorkshire 1,792
Others 6,133
(Total received 34,214

e
Percentage of half-year’s
target achieved

Target Target
half-year for year

2

2,250 | 5,000
1,710 | 3,800
1,755 | 3,900
1,125 | 2,500
2,790 | 6,200
2,115| 4,700
1,800 | 4,000
2,295 | 5,100
2,700 | 6,000
3,285 | 7,300
1,440 | 3,200
2,250 | 5,000
2,655 | 5,900
1,440 | 3,200
1,260 | 2,800
1,395 | 3,100
4,050 | 9,000
3,285 | 7,300
5,400 | 12,000
1 45,000]100,000

TARGET FOR JULY 12th £45,000 TARGET FOR YEAR-£100.000

DOUBLE
OUR

INGOME

The core of the manufacturing
sector of the British economy
seems to be heading for the
lowest rate of profits for many

years.

It’s easy to see why:
the gove ument does
not realise that the
working class have
been subsidising prof-
its for years; not only
by working for low
wages, but as tax-
payers and rate-payers

as well.

Now the chickens are
coming home to roost. Only
the North Sea Oil sector,
along with noun-productive
banking and property firms
are doing well.

What's been happening is a
transfer of resources from the
productive sector to the
service industries. As this
process continues, with fore-
casts of millions more unem-
ployed and capacity idle, we
need every penny we can get
to expand our circulation and
put forward our programme
in the labour and trade union
movement.

This week our Fighting
Fund total was down for the
second successive week, but
we believe there's money
already collected and on its
way from many areas. Money
is still coming in from May
14th (where supporters got
paid anyway, or where they’re
full time TU officers etc)—
thanks to L Woods, Edin-
burgh, and D Colbourn
(Croydon) amongst others.

We'd also like to thank all
the trade union branches that
have donated. At the top of

By Derrick
McClelland

the list is Jarrow ISTC with
£20.

Nearly £35 came from
delegates to the Special
Labour Party Conference,
including £4 from Bill Deal
(1979,/80 FBU President) and
£2 from J Dunn (Clay Cross
LP). Thanks also to A Breeze
and J Sutton (Newham),
Audrey Wise, and NGA
members (£8).

Manchester supporters are
trying to catch up with their
target. If they follow the
example set this week by
readers in Ardwick, they'll do
it yet! Over £66 came in, with
£17 from Rusholme Ward
and GEC readers, and £3
from Mrs Baxter supplement-
ing various small donations.
Rochdale ‘jewellery’, a frequ-
ent boost to our profits,
netted £25.

Birmingham's Readers’
Meeting was successtul finan-
cially, to the tune of £54, and
£26.52 was sent from a
‘Militant’ meeting in Cum-
bernauld.

A fair number of fivers
were counted this week, but
we're sure there's more still
our there! Thanks to D
Newbury, T&GWU, (Blid-
worth) and 3 Sheffield com-

THIS WEEK:
£1,168

We need £2,130 per week
to reach our July 12th target

rades, one of whom, however,
admitted it was his winnings

at cards. We can ask
comrades to emulate the
following good example

though, from Sheffield: ““Aft-
er the paper sale on a Friday
night, when we average about
30/40 per week, we go to the
local pub and before com-
rades buy a round we always
have a collection for the
paper.”

M Campbell (Eastbourne)
sent us £10 given him for ‘Bed
and Board’ by a comrade
visiting him. How many other
readers could make this a
useful source of funds for us,
after allowing for extra costs?
D Roberts, Birkenhead, en-

closed £1 with a letter to the
Editor. Thanks, brother.

Finally, ‘profitable enclo-
sures’ came from B Ogston of
Morecambe CLP and readers
in Cardiff SE CLP who sent
us just over £20 this week.
What about the other Welsh
readers, then? We urge all
supporters to send us some-
thing each week to ensure we
get the £2,130 per week to
reach £45,000 by July 12th!

Sell a book of raffle tickets
each week, for a start! (see
advert) And use a collectors’
card to record donations.
Send them off promptly to
avoid complicated arithmetic.
Our ‘profits’ will be a step
towards socialism.

TROTSKY POSTER

1-19 55p each; 20 plus—40p each. Postage included.
Cheques to North Nottingham Militant supporters.
Orders from G Freeman, 14 Jacklin Gardens,
Top Valley, Nottingham
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Militant Readers’
Meetings

STAFFORDSHIRE
MILITANT
RALLY

Saturday 7th June 1.30-
6.15pm in Stafford At: Uni-
ted Reform Church, Eastgate
St. Stafford (Meetings start at
2.00pm). 2.00pm ‘Militant’
The Socialist Way Forward.
Speaker Ted Grant—Militant
Political Editor. 3.45pm
Break, food, drink, stalls.
4.30pm ‘Militant’ and Inter-
nationalism. Speaker: Jeremy
Birch. Birmingham Selly Oak
Labour Party. finish 6.15pm.
7.30pm Social, with disco at
Railway Club, Stafford. All
welcome. For further details,
information, Contact: D. Gri-
ffiths, 72 Peel Terrace, Staf-
ford (48400).

NORWICH Militant Readers’
Meeting. ‘Marxism and the
Labour Party’. Speaker: Bob
Edwards (prominent ‘Militant’
supporter, Harlow CLP). 8 pm
Thursday June 12th. White's
Pub, Queen Street, Norwich.

MILITANT SUMMER DRAW
1st prize—Portable TV/ Radio/
Cassette, 2nd prize—Electronic
Clock. Drawn on 12 July 1980.
Tickets 10p each from your
regular Militant seller. Order a
few books to sell yourself, from
Militant Summer Draw, 1
Mentmore Terrace, London E8
3PN.

' CLASSIFIED: 5p per word, |
minimum ten words
SEMI-DISPLAY:

£2 per 2
column centimetres.

All advertisement copy should
reach this office by SATUR-
DAY

(lassified

Erith and Crayford LPYS
barbecue. 315 Bexley Road,
Erith, Kent. Saturday 7th June.
Entrance S0p. Bring a bottle.

Lothian LPYS ‘Educated for
Unemployment’ Conference
Ainslie Park High School,
Pilton Avenue, Edinburgh.
Speakers: Ron Brown MP,
Margaret Reavey (LPYS Nat-
ional Committee), Chris Hill
(Newcastle Unemployed Centre)
1 pm (o S pm. Saturday 14th
June. Plus Disco 7.30 pm
Saturday evening. Triangle
Club, West Pilton Bank, Edin-

burgh.

HILLINGDON Labour Party
Young Socialists Public Meet-
ing “How 10 Fight the Tories”
Speakers: Andy Bevan (Natio-
nal Youth Officer) and Jake
Magee (Uxbridge Labour Party)
Tuesday 10 June 7.30pm, Hayes
Community Centre, Island site,
Station Road, Hayes, Middx.
(nearly opposite Hayes BR
Station).

MILITANT MARXIST
WEEKEND SCHOOL
June 27th-29th

COURSES ON:

Introduction to Marxism Speakers: John Pickard and Brian

Beckingham.

Marxism and the Trade Unions Speakers: Brian Ingham

and Bob Faulkes.

The Life of Trotsky Speaker: Ted Grant.
China: History and Perspectives Speakers: Peter Taaffe and

Lynn Walsh.

Marxist Economics Speakers: Brian Beck .gham and Rob

Jones.
PLUS:

Debate: The Lessons of Chile 1970-73. Speakers: Lynn
Walsh (Militant) Mike Gatehouse (Communist Party).

FILM: The Battle for Chile

At: Goldsmith’s College Students Union, Lewisham Way,
London SE14.

Cost: £3.00 whole weekend, £1.50 Saturday or Sunday only,
£1.00 Friday evening only. Half price School Students and
Unemployed. (Cheques payable to ‘Militant’).

BOOK NOW! Send bookings to, or for further information:
Militant Marxist Weekend School, 1 Mentmore Terrace,
London E8 3PN.

Summer T-shirts. Colours—white, yellow, sky blue. dark
green, navy and black. All with red motif. Styles—roung
neck, and short sleeves or cap sleeves (state which one you
prefer) sizes—children’s 24, 26, 28 and 30 inch chest. £2.50
each.

Adults’—Small—32-34. Medium—34-36. Large—38-40.
Extra Large—42-44. £3 each.

Both costs include postage and packing.

Please indicate, colour, style, and size prefered. ALL
PROCEEDS TO THE FIGHTING FUND.

Cheques and postal orders made out to R. Harris. Send
orders with payment to: R. Harris, 35 Westminster Court,
Blackburn, Lancashire, BB1 1UR.
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TRADE UNION CONFERENCES I

SOGAT

By Jimmy Freil
(Scottish Graphical

When delegates to the Biennial
Delegate Council of SOGAT

assembled last,

in the arly

summer of 1978, we had a
Labour government in office.

The Callaghan govern-
ment was confident of
re-election and determined
to ride out the growing swell
of criticism from the ranks
of the Labour Party and
trade unions about its
‘social contract’ incomes
policy, unemployment at the
million mark and cuts in the
welfare services. That fail-
ure to heed the criticism of
the trade unions led to its
downfall and the return of
the Tories in May 1979.

That is the grim differ-
ence facing us in 1980. Print
workers' own experience has
made them all-too aware of
the working class, anti-trade
union ideology of the Tories.

Thatcher’s big business
backers have seized the
opportunity to attack our
wages and conditions with a
vigour not seen for decades.
The bosses at Times news-
papers were prepared to
forfeit millions of pounds in
a fight to introduce new
technology for their benefit
and not for ours. The
British Printing Industries
Federation picked up the
fallen sabre of ‘The Times’
for a second round in the
recent battle on wages and
new technology.

The fact that both ‘The
Times' and the BPIF were
defeated is a huge testimony
to the strength and power of
the print unions, and a slap
in the face for the Tory

| generals urging the bosses to
take us on. H~wever these
are only early s rmishes.

A titanic battle still looms
over the introduction of new
technology. While support-
ing the sentiments of resol-
ution 295 on new technol-
ogy, the crucial factor in
determining whether we
present a united fighting
front, is progress in creating
one union for the print.

Resolutions 328 and 313
from the Scottish Graphical
Division, which call for a
common wages’ policy for
all print unions and the
setting up of Joint Federated
Chapels, are worthy of
support as practical steps
towards this aim.

The executive are actively
involved in merger talks
with the NGA. have had
approaches from NATSOPA
seeking amalgamation,
while the NUJ are seeking
tripartite discussions with
the NGA and SOGAT.
Conference should make it
clear that these negotiations
should be pursued as a
matter of great importance.

The recent disagreement
between SOGAT and the
NGA in the BPIF negotiat-
ions is a serious warning of
the divisions the print bosses
will foment if concrete
progress to create one union
is not made.

The issues of working
hours and a minimum wage
are clearly related to the
fight on new technology.
Resolutions 304 to 311
consider the demand for a
35-hour week, but of these
305 as amended and 311
give the most positive lead.

With jobs being lost in the
industry right now, a cam-
paign for 35-hours backed
with industrial action, com-

bined with a call for similar
action from the TUC, would
be the most effective policy
to adopt. Most of the resol-
utions, by contrast only call
for negotiated implemen-
tation.

The demand for an £80
minimum wage in resolut-
ions 260 and 385 must be
passed as an essential
counterpart to the introduc-
tion of a shorter working
week.

The struggle for wages
and conditions in the print
is, however, only part of the
greater struggle against the
Tories and the capitalist
system they represent. The
BDC must prepare SOGAT
members to play their part
in that wider fight.

Resolutions 346 to 350
and 352 to 357 take up the
issues of public expenditure
cuts and the Tories’ assault
on trade union rights. All
these resolutions should be
supported; 346 from Lon-
don Central, stands out
because it clearly links the
fight against the Tories with
the need to return a Labour
government committed to
implement socialist policies
based on public ownership.

This BDC should also
commit our union to public
ownership of the press,
under workers’ control, by
amending the General Con-
stitution and Rule Book as
suggested by the Scottish
Graphical Division in reso-
lution 2. The recent hysteri-
cal campaigns against work-
ers in dispute,- trade union-
ists and Labour Party
members, reaching new
depths in the baie-faced
propaganda over the TUC’s
Day of Action, show how the
bosses will use their press if
it is left in their hands.

In the meantime however,
the socialist press should be
supported. In particular the
amendment to resolution
394 calls for support of
‘Militant’. No section of the
socialist press has suffered
more scurrilous attacks than
the ‘Militant’.

The Marxist wing of the
Labour Party, fighting in
the labour and trade union
movement has earned our
support, along with the
‘Morning Star,’ ‘Labour
Weekly' and ‘Tribune’.

The Labour party is the
political voice of the trade
unions and it is time that
SOGAT members fully
played their part in return-
ing the party to its socialist
origins, out of the grip of the
carpet-baggers and career-
ists of the right wing. In this
respect resolution 193, from
the North Western Group,
and its wider implications
for the future role of
SOGAT in the Labour
Party. must be passed.

New technology, wages.
conditions, and the fight for
a socialist alternative to
capitalism will become more
pressing as the crisis of the
British economy deepens.
The 203,000 strong mem-
bership of SOGAT can no
longer allow itself the luxury
of meeting only every second
year to determine policy and
strategy.

Division, West Branch)

EIS

By David Williams
(Delegate to AGM)

The determined action of EIS
members over the last few
weeks in fighting for a decent
wage increase has shown how
prepared Scottish teachers
are to defend their living
standards.

Our present official action
has been forced on the union
leadership by the increased
militancy of the membership
—with walk-outs, lobbies of
union headquarters and the
emergence of action commit-
tees in the best organised
areas of the country.

The leadership now has the
task of harnessing this energy
to win the full claim. If the
latest negotiations fail to
obtain a decent increase then
they must reject arbitrat-
ion or staged deals and
instead continue the cam-
paign.

The AGM's agenda shows
that debate after debate will
bring up the question of the
role of the EIS. For too long
many sections of the leader-
ship have attempted to hold
the union back by stressing

the ‘professionalism’ of teach-
ers, playing down our role as
trade unionists.

However, teachers are not
prepared to be what EIS
President Rose Galt describes
as ‘the genteel poor of
society.” Instead we should
build a democratic, fighting
trade union, capable of
defending teachers and the
service we provide.

Our strategy must be
clearly worked out. While the
suggestion of a ‘Pay Review
Body’ may seem attractive to

some teachers, it would
effectively be a tool of
government policy.

Since it would ‘‘make

recommendations which
would be expected to be
accepted by all Parties”
(*Scottigh Educational Journ-
al" 30/5/80), it would be
difficult to see the benefit to
us when the government is
determined to cut our real
wages.

To make matters worse,
taking pay out of the political
limelight would effectively

take fighting for pay increases
outof the’hands of the unions
and consequently damage the
EIS's ability to fight for its
members. Instead of with-
drawing from pay negotiat-
ions we should be making our
bargaining position stronger
—by linking up with other
teachers and the general local
authority unions.

While most of the AGM
motions on the cuts deal
solely with education, the
issue of local anti-cuts cam-
paigns arises. The EIS must
begin to play its part in
fighting not just against
education cuts but all cuts in
social spending, returning the
tremendous support from
other trade unionists in our
wages campaign.

Motion A16, calling for
opposition to the Tories’
Employment Bill, together

with motion 59 on picketing
and motion 72 on the closed
shop, bring the issue of a-
stronger approach to indus-
trial action to the fore.
Unfortunately, though the

agenda has massive gaps in
it—no debates on the econ-
omy, unemployment, health
service, etc. The situation
where no debate is allowed on
‘non education matters’ must
be ended. This year, motions
on defence expenditure,
abortion and other issues
have been declared incom-
petent and so cannot be
debated.

The tasks of democratising
the AGM and indeed all levels
of the union are now being
considered by manv members.
Once this year's wages fight
has been finished, no doubt
many EIS members will turn
their attentions to establish-
ing permanent reps commit-
tees, control over officials, a

more democratic structure
ete.
While the AGM must

decide on the policies neces-
sary to defend our living
standards, the membership
will be enthusiastically build-
ing an organisation and
leadership capable of fighting
for these policies.

NALGO

By Jim Cameron
(NALGO)

The National and Lo-
cal Government offi-
cer’s union, NALGO,
is undergoing a radi-
cal change.

NALGO members are be-
coming increasingly aware
that if the Tory government
succeeds in its aim of
destroying public services, the
result will be massive redun-
dancies and wage cuts for
workers in the public sector.

This mood is reflected in a
number of conference resolu-
tions attacking government
policies and calling on the
union leadership to mount
and lead a fighting campaign
against these policies.

Resolutions from Liverpool
and Glasgow rightly identify
the need for NALGO to link
up in this campaign with the
broader labour and trade
union movement, both at

national and local level.
Another resolution from
Strathclyde stresses the need
to fight for the early return of
a Labour government, but
emphasises that such a gov-
ernment should not be based
on the programme and poli-
cies of the last two Labour
governments (Wilson and
Callaghan have been called
the inventors of public ex-
penditure cuts), but ‘“‘com-
mitted to the establishment of
a planned socialist economy.”
Resolutions such as these
have more immediate rele-
vance than ever before, given
the fighting mood of NALGO
members. This was most
dramatically shown in the
recent completely successful
campaign of industrial action
waged by Local government
section members, in their
fight against the national
employers’ original compara-

bility offer.

This campaign and victory
clearly demonstrated that
with resolute fighting leader-
ship, local authority workers
(the majority of our member-
ship) have the strength to
resist attacks on jobs and
living standards.

As a consequence of the
victory of the local govern-
ment members, the NEC’s
white paper on industrial
action is likely to be amended
or referred back, to take
account of the lessons of that
victory.

NALGO members now
clearly see the link between
government policies and their
jobs, wages and conditions of
service. Consequently, the
question of NALGO affiliat-
ion to the Labour Party is
emerging as a vital issue.

One resolution, from
Southwark, calls for confer-

ence to vote on affiliation at
this stage. Given the level of
confusion among ordinary
members regarding the issues
involved, supporters of the
‘Militant’ regard this as
premature. We are calling for
support for the resolution
submitted jointly by Strath-
clyde and Lothian branches,
which calls for a ballot of all
members following a mini-
mum period of six months
publicity and debate.

The Tory government is
planning an all-out offensive
on public services and public
sector workers. NALGO
members represent a substan-
tial proportion of that group.

This year’s conterence oft-
ers an opportunity for the
largest of the white collar
unions to commit itself and its
members to a policy of total
resistance to the Tories and
their polcies.

ASTMS

By Geoff Jones
(ASTMYS)

This weekend’s Annual Dele-
gate Conference of ASTMS is
important for several reasons.

A union as diverse as
ASTMS will obviously have
many internal difficulties to
sort out and part of the
agenda is devoted to these.
After last year’'s ADC where
delegates refused at first to
accept the recommendations
of Standing Orders Commit-
tee, more efforts have been
made to produce an agenda
which reflects the wishes of
the membership.

But for a union this size, a
two and a half day conference
is obviously inadequate. Fer-
ranti 146 branch have a
resolution calling for an
examination of ADC and this
should be supported.

This year, for the first time,
items on ‘political’ questions
will be debated by the full
conference rather than just
those who pay political levy.
In ASTMS probably a minor-
ty pay the levy, and a
campaign to increase the
number is vital. There is also
the necessity to tighten up
rules on political levy pay-
ments atter members of one
branch took the union to

court in order to pay the
branch’s political fund to the
Tory trade unionists’ organis-
ation.

How anyone considering
themselves a trade unionist
could take this step is difficult
to believe, given the Tory
attacks on trade unionists,
but conference must come

down heavily on this question.

This can not only be by rule
changes but by giving a much
more vital lead to groups from
staff associations etc. who
have seen the necessity of
becoming part of the trade
union movement but have not
yet understood that unions by
their very nature must have a
political voice—in the form of
a Labour Party.

Certainly the major quest-
ions on delegates’ minds will
be cuts in employment, social
services and wages and how to
oppose them. Composite C
calls for ASTMS to actively
oppose cuts in public expen-
diture and must be support-
ed.

The NEC has itself made
one propaganda step in such
a campaign by taking up the
initiative of Brighton Trades
Council and refusing to

accept civic hospitality from
Brighton’s Tory council which
is bent on cutting expenditure
to destroy social services.

But such a campaign
cannot stop at mere opposit-
ion.

It is necessary to put
forward some alternative.
Composite A at least declares
that socialist policies form the
only solution, but does not go
on to spell them out.

Most likely, the view adop-
ted by the NEC will be that of
the TUC’s ‘Alternative Eco-
nomic Strategy’ with all the
weaknesses that have been
spelled out in the pages of
‘Militant’.

Particularly there is a
resolution from Bosworth,
826. which calls for a boycott
of imported goods, which, as
we have spelled out time and
time again would merely
mean British workers cutting
their own living standards in
the interests of the bosses.

ASTMS Annual Delegate
Conference 1980 definitely
represents a big step forward
from previous years. Partly
this represents the beginning
of the knitting together of the
various groups that form the

union, under the pressure of
the Thatcher ‘government.
But that development must
be speeded by increasing the
accountability of the execu-
tive and officers to the union,
and by mounting a greater
campaign both inside and
outside the union for positive
opposition to the Tory at-

OouT
NOW!

Militant Teacher
summer 1980
‘No class rooms
over thirty’

Price: 25p, from
Mentmore Tce,
London E8 3PN.

Available soon: a
Militant pamphlet
for NALGO :




On Wednesday 28 May a
.. mass meeting of over 400 bus
“ crew staff -of Bristol City
T&GWU 3/111 decided to-

" strike to secute the reinstate- .
.. ment of their Branch Sec-

;":ﬂr"’retax;y, sackea hy the antol"‘

‘NUDBTW

‘crews, are using. allegaﬁonsi‘ ing
.that Brother Hall uSed i offens

“The one thing that stands in
the way of the Tories is 12
million trade unionists...more
positive and stronger action
than May 14 is needed.”
This was how Frank Cot-
tam, delegate from Shipley,
sumed up the angry anti-Tory
mood at the National Council

of the National Union of .

. Dyers, Bleachers and Textile
_ Workgrs ~

very Tory governmen
encesc -rightly casﬁgahed

med only when the employers
know the union means busi-

Strategy to save jobs, and !

"Redundancies can be stem-

ness and are forced to fear
riding roughshod over textile
workers. Import controls
would offer no lasting solution
—they would merely protect
our bosses’ inefficiency and
chaos.

Measures to take the fight
forward, such as-a.35-hour
.week, were passed but a
‘resolution on'a £75 minimum
‘wage was narrowly. defeated

A delegate nghttg

out that " a’
should not :

that a purely econoniic battle
could not solve workers'’
problems. Resolutions calling

because it was-“‘too specxﬁc 3

Conference 'obvmusly fe!t :

for more Labour Party in-
volvement, affiliation to local
cuts campaigns, for reselect-
ion of MPs and the national-
isation of the banks and
finance houses were passed.
The union now has a spon-

sored prospectwe parhamen

'.hourbronelé-ywnidhd
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NOTTS NUM:.

FIGHT CLOSURES!

The need for national leader-
ship in the fight against pit
closures was spelled out by
Albert Froggatt, Secretary of
Teversal NUM, when he
spoke at a Mansfield LPYS
public meeting.

Despite the unsuccessful
campaign to keep the Tever-
sal colliery open, Albert
pointed out the need to keep
up the fight concerning other
pit closures in South Wales
and so on.

Describing the fight to keep
Teversal open, he told how
members of the liaison com-
mittee had worked 18 hours a
day canvassing other pits in

Birthday rises aren’t paid
for -6 or 8 months after they

the area, but the lack of a
national campaign on the
question proved decisive.

Fortunately, most of the
men from Teversal have now
got jobs to go to at other
places, but in the future with
a long waiting list, most
Notts. miners might not have
a job to go to.

It was told how an offer by
Tony Benn to allow the NUM
to veto any pit closures had
been turned down by the
leadership of the union.

Bob Moody (Wellbeck
NUM) spoke about the effect

of pit ‘closum -on local 2y

plcketlinehsgrown veryv,

bitter over management’s-
tactics, with pickets being

-By Paul Shawcroft
(Mansfield LPYS)

with colliery closed, ‘‘the
whole heart was ripped out of
the village.”

As if to prove his point, a
few days later the local cricket
team disbanded, after being
in existence for over a
hundred years. Bob said that
the miners should put up @
united fight:

* No to pit closures.

* A four-day week with s8
loss of pay

* Democratic workers’ ces-
trol and management of

the mining industry "L
% For - a -socialist plannei-
‘economy.

ASLEF

As all ASLEF members
are aware, 1980 marks the
centenary of our union.
From the days when rail-
waymen worked 24 hour

shifts, suffered deductions of
pay or sackings for trivial
_ mistakes,
- organisation - meant risking
your job, railway -workers
~'have been at the forefront of

: _manyworhngclasssﬁuggl&s '

~ But amid our -centenary
- pelebrations we must ask why,
despite mighty struggles of
the past, from Taff Vale to
the defeat of Heath’s Indust-
rial Relations Act we are
facing the most reactonary
Tory government since Bald-
win’s time.
Resolutions to this year's
ASLEF Conference certainly

and trade union

reflect an understanding of
what this Tory government’s
policy means and the determ-
ination and readiness to fight
back.

Practically all the resolut-
ions on wages and the claim
make reference to. the high
rate of inflation and the need
for substantia_l pay. rises at

least in line with-the rate of g
inflation. Resgmm “from: &
Polmadi and Corkerhill cor- “mann

rectly warn of -the Tories’ ;w

financial policy with regard to
nationalised industries and its
effect on future wage rises.
There are preparations for
future battles alse. The
Birmingham resolution num-
ber 14, amended by Stratford,
calls for future national
strikes to include all members

on both LT and BR. This
reflects a growing desire in
both companies for increasing
our strength through greater

-links-and full unity in acfion

in the future. .
The fight to. maintain rail

; ]obs fatums in several parts ;
* the - commitment from . the: TUC

u- and the Labour Party to a
her policy of public -ownership
mdmtegratlonofaﬂiormsof
’.transport <3 .

attempttomnthemtnys-

‘within the (mis) gv:;lelmes
Resolntion 47 Redhill,
appears to compromise .on all

opposition to the document,

and should therefore be
opposed. So too, should
resolutions 112 and 115 from

Marylebone and Woking re-

spectively which call upon the
EC to accept one man
operation, and drivers to take
over certain guard duties.
Sheffield Midland spell out
in resolution” 194 how an
expanded rail network is to be
achieved in . calling for a

“A'step in mm will
be to work {er. the removal of
this Tory government as
clause 4 in- resolution 191
from Polmadi demands. As
amended by Kings Cross it
includes a number of fighting
demands including defiance
of the Employment Bill, and
practical support to be given

to any group of workers
opposing Tory government

- policy.

To ensure that the next
Labour government s
accountable. to  the working
class, resolution 188 from
Corkerhill, ~and 189 from
Aberdeen in support of the
present swpg @ards Labour-
Party demo
be supported;

Resolutwa,:m from Pol- somly ‘where Gnemp!

madi calls for gn irreversible:
shift in the blhme of wealth -
and power in . favour - of
working people and for such

policies to be included in

Labour’s election manifesto
and the programme of the
Labour government.

In order to ensure this is
carried through successfully

',mustalso

S =aa)

the labour and trade union
leaders need to mobilise the
movement around the pub-

‘licity put forward by the

Marxists which are growing in
support.

In that way we won’t only
see the bringing down of this
" Tory government in the 1980s
‘but can also be certain that
long before our bxcentenary

we'll be: living“in a2

-and . other atfacks on ﬁxe
warhngdassaxeaﬂtmgii
 the past. ]

By Martin Elvin
(Stratford, ASLEF)
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LABOUR PARTY YOUNG
SOCIALISTS

WANTED

-A FUTURE FOR SGHOOL
LEAVERS

The Tories are proposing that
as from next year school
leavers won’t be able to sign
on until the beginning of the
term after they leave school.

Easter leavers will have
to wait until the summer
term, and summer leavers
will have to wait until
September before they can
sign on.

The Tories claim that many
young people go back to
school and so shouldn’t claim
benefit and also that the
Department of Employment
is overworked during the
summer months. But those
young people who do go back
to school in September often
do so simply because they
can't find a job, and school
and taking more exams is a
better alternative to the dole
queue.

Young people need that
social security payment of as
little as £12 a week in order to
look for work. A journey from
home to the careers office for
young people in my area is
over £1. Fares to interviews
for jobs can cost a fortune.

The Tories are attacking
young people from every
corner. They stop them
claiming benefit, then attack
school-leavers for not going to
interviews and for not being
prepared to take a 40-hour-a-
week job for £30.

School leavers should have
the right to a decent job with
proper training and a decent
wage.

Already this year school

POEU

A marked shift to the left
in the Post Office Engin-
eering Union was marked
this week by their de-
mand for a 30% wage
increase and the election
of two lefts to their NEC
at conference—one a
‘Militant’ supporter.

The POEU rank and file
members were among the
first to take industrial action
in the fight for a 35-hour
week and give a lead to the
working class.

Once again the attention
of the whole trade union

By Claire
Baines
(Labour Party Young

Socialists National
Committee member)

leavers are facing lengthening
dole queues with the prospect
of a job disappearing into the
distance. The ‘Guardian’ last
week reported that in Liver-
pool for the 2,000 young
people registered for work
there were only 14 jobs
available, and that was even
before this year’s summer
school leavers had left school.

The Tories’ answer to the
“problem’ of youth unem-
ployment is to create 180,000
places on the Youth Oppor-
tunities Programme (YOP)
which is the umbrella name
for government-sponsored
schemes to help school-leavers
receive some kind of job
training. Whilst the YOP
does give some training, it
does not solve the problem of
unemployment. It is open to
exploitation by firms who
rather than take on a young
person to do a job at a
minimum wage, take on
school leavers, 26 weeks at a
time, and get the government
to pay the £23.55 weekly
allowance to them.
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Labour Party Young Socialists in action on their demonstration in

February

In areas of high unemploy-
ment like Scotland, Northern
Ireland, the North East and
North West, thousands of
young people go on the
schemes only to find that they
are unemployed again when
they’re finished. .

The Tories and their capit-
alist system, greedy for prof-
its, cannot solve the problem
of unemployment, as unem-
ployment is a feature of their
system.

The Tory economists are
predicting two million or even
more unemployed by the end
of the year, and that means
that young people are going to
the hardest hit.

We don’t want the bosses’

In frontline

movement will be focused
on the POEU for their
position here at the 1980
conference, to go for a wage
rise of 30% on the basic
rate.

Delegates representing
126,000 post office engineers
decided unless this is achie-
ved by the end of July,
industrial action would be
taken to win the claim. This
means that the POEU will
be the first in line for the
1980 wage round.

The union will be in the
forefront of a full scale
battle against cash limits

imposed by a Tory govern-
ment intent on holding
down wages, and using the
public sector workers as a
whipping boy.

‘Their fight is our fight’
must be the standpoint of
the TUC if the POEU are to
win their claim, and at the
same time deal a crippling
blow to this reactionary
Tory government.

Conference also decided
to seek a further 7%
separate from the main
claim, and a payment for
changes in skills brought
about by new technology.

system, which means unem-
ployment and misery for
thousands of workers. Under
a socialist planned economy
we would not see the waste of
unemployment and the loss of
talents and resources which
the Tories have given us.
That's why the LPYS
demands:
* a guaranteed job for
school leavers
* a national 35-hour work-
ing week without loss of pay
* an £80 minimum wage
* Kick out the Tories,
Labour to power on a socialist
programme
* A socialist planned econ-
omy under democratic work-
ers’ control and management.

PHOTO: POEU members in
action in 1978 for 35-hour
week again come to the fore-
front

SACK
THATCHER

CONTINUED FROM
PAGE ONE

on the coking coal trade
with Margam steel
works. If they stop our
coal going in there, it will
devastate our pit, there’s
no other place we can sell
it.

We must oppose the clos-
ure strategy of the NCB. A
fortnight ago Arthur Scargill
in a meeting at Taibach said
that the Yorkshire miners had
gone on strike over the pits
being closed in Kent. We
must all be united together in
South Wales over any threat
to the pits wherever they may
be.

Last year our pit lost £1.6
million as we had to sell our
coal to Uskmouth power
station at a loss of between £8
to £12 a ton. So next year we
could be placed on the review
list with a view to closure.

Already there are stockpiles
of coal all over the place. In
Maesteg, it stretches for half
a mile and amounts to 1.2

million tonnes.

The Tories undoubtedly
want the situation in case of
any further miners’ strikes, as
the Ridley report suggested.

In Wales as a whole there
are between 32 to 4 million
tons of coal stockpiled, but
they must be joking if they
think they can move it.

We need new markets for
coal and also adequate finan-
cing of the industry, and that
means the same subsidies as
coal producers abroad. We
have to counter NCB argu-
ments about geological and
economic difficulties and
therefore the need to close
pits.

They are trying the same
argument in Tymawr. The
South Wales miners are very
experienced in producing coal
in difficult conditions. We
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don’t produce as much as the
‘easy’ pits in other areas but
on an efficient cost basis.

The mood of our members
was quite clear on the TUC
day of action. The support
was galvanised by the an-
nouncement by the NCB of
six collieries undergoing re-
view in the South Wales coal
field. If it came to a fight, no
question, the membership
would respond.

But we need a definite
direction from our leadership;
a proper campaign, with
leaflets, demonstrations, pit
meetings, posters, and so on.

We can’t tolerate the
situation any longer. In
Maesteg four factories have
put 200 on the dole this year
alone; we have had two
complete shutdowns and mas-
sive redundancies. on the
Forge industrial estate we
have five factories, two of
them empty. The only factory
in Cymmer has been shnt
down.

We have formed an action
committee to co-ordinate the
local labour and trade union
movements to fight these
redundancies.

In ope factory, Silent
Channell, we have had a
programme of work-sharing
for the last three months so
we didn’t have any redundan-
cies. The action committee
held a very successful public
meeting on the 10th May with
leading trade unionists and
MPs, 250 people attended.

It was probably the biggest
political meeting that Maesteg
had seen in recent years. They
also publish a regular news
letter explaining the issues to
people and pointing a way
forward for the fight to retain
jobs.

South Wales is facing
economic devastation; only
the working class can defend
jobs and gains won over
generations. We, as trade
unionists must join the politi-
cal expression of the trade
unions, that is, the Labour
Party and fight for a political
solution to the crisis of
capitalism.
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