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Anti
Apartheid calls national
demonstration

The Anti Apartheid Movement’s national committee has
decided on a programme of action, ending in a national
demonstration on Sunday 16 June. The theme will be an
end to the police killings and a demand for the British
government to act against the apartheid regime.
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THE RACIST regime in South
Africa continues to terrorise the
black population as each day
passes. Against a background of
the growing economic and
political crisis the full legal and
military apparatus of the regime
is being used to curb the growing
opposition of the black popula-
tion. ‘

The latest attack on the deter-
mination of the black masses to fight
back comes this week with the jailing
of an African National Congress
member, Jabu Ngobese for 15 years
for treason. Ngobese was accused of
bringing weapons into South Africa.

Two black trade unionists
Meriman Nduna and Zane Mapela
who were accused of helping Ngobe,
were each sentenced to five years. A
further 27 people are still awaiting
trial for treason, including the 14
United Democratic Front members
scheduled to appear in the National
Supreme Court in July.

With the continued police and
military operations in the town ships,
the repeated killings and use of the
courts to suppress the black rebellion,
we must redouble our efforts and
show the real international solidarity
that exists for the fight against apar-
theid. Only this week South Africa
had to admit to its continued presence
in Angola despite repeated public
denials.

There can be no compromise with
such a murderous regime. The full
weight of the labour and trade union
movement world-wide must be
brought to bear on the racist state.
The best way we can do this im-
mediately in Britain is to support the
national demonstration called by the
Anti Apartheid Movement on 16
June.

Britain is involved up to its neck in
support for the apartheid regime both
politically and militarily. Historically,
Britain has a disgraceful record in
maintaining apartheid. Thatcher is
only the latest, if the most en-
thusiastic, example of this. Her
refusal to allow the ‘Durban 4’
asylum in the British embassy and
Botha’s visit here last year show this
clearly.

The 16 June demonstration has
wide and important sponsorship
across the labour movement including
the Labour Party. The Liberal Party,
SDP and Communist Party are also
supporting the demonstration. The
TUC has sponsored the demonstra-
tion along with the following trade
unions: APEX, AUEW TASS,
BASWU, CPSA, FBU, IRSF,
NALGO, National Union of
Students, SCPC, TGWU, UCATT,
UCW, COHSE, NUM, ACTT and
ASTMS. In addition, Edinburgh
district council Labour group, the
British Youth Council and the British
Defence Aid Fund have sponsored the
march. The main speakers at the rally
so far are Neil Kinnock and Bishop
Trevor Huddleston.

All labour movement activists and
those who want to see the end of the
racist, apartheid state should step up
solidarity immediately and move
resolutions of support for the
demonstration. Turn June 16 into a
massive show of solidarity against
apartheid.

Stop the Massacres
All Qut on 16 June

- aparthe
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A significant

stép forward

THE DOCUMENT by Tony Benn and Eric

Heffer presented to the Labour Party NEC,

which. we print on our centre pages this

week, is the most extensive critique made

of the present direction of the Labour Party
by leaders of its left wing since the election

of Neil Kinnock in October 1983. The na-

tional executive has refused to discuss it.

It is a searing indictment of the party's pre-
sent course — and the leadership given by Kin-
nock. As Tony Benn has written elsewhere, the
present course of the Labour Party is a distanc-
ing from those in struggle, a shift to the right,
and blocking those who want to fight against
Thatcher. By these means Kinnock is also objec-
tively preparing the way for a coalition govern-
ment with the Alliance. It is to carry out this
course that the leadership is forced increasingly
to attack democracy in the party.

While it is not necessary to agree with every
part of the document, and we have differences
with it, it does outline correctly important parts
of the direction to go forward in the fight against
Thatcher — and the fight against the party
leadership which is blocking the struggle against
Thatcher. :

The Benn-Heffer document is a correct alter-
native view to the positions of those who,
mistakenly, think that the way forward today is
for Tony Benn, or a similar figure, to run against
Neil Kinnock for leader of the party. The real way
forward for the left is nor such a campaign —
which would actually understate the support of
the left and thereby seriousiy weaken it. way
forward is three priorities.

The first, as correctly outlined by Tony Benn
and Eric Heffer, is support for those in struggle.
Despite the defeat suffered by the NUM, the
continuing assaults made by Thatcher leaves no
choice but for sections of the working class to
fight back againt them. The number one priority
for the Labour Party, and Labour left, must be
support for all those engaged in such struggles
— support of the type which the solidarity com-
mittees of the miners, and the Campaign group
of MPs, gained during the miners’ strike.

This support must also be given interna-
tionally. Particularly urgent is building solidarity
against the US blockade of Nicaragua, support
for those fighting missiles and weapons in
Europe, the black struggie in South Africa, and
the fight of the Irish people for independence.

The second key task is to fight to transform
the Labour Party into a real ‘party of labour’ — a
party adequate to the real composition of the
working ciass and its allies. This means winning
the fight on the political levy, the creation of
black sections, winning the demands of the
Women's Action Committee, total commitment
to British withdrawal from Ireland, taking a
debate a clear party policy in favour of gay
liberation. The perspective of a party of labour
oorresponds in practice to Tony Benn and Eric
Heffer's call for a refounding conference of the
Labour Party. ’

The third crucial question is opening up the
fight on policies within the party — not policies
primarily which a Labour government might im-
plement, but policies which can be fought for by
the mass action of the labour movement. Here
Tony Benn, Eric Heffer and the Campaign group
of MPs have also taken the initiative. Some of
their proposals — full amnesty for those vic-
timised and arrested in the miners' strike,
withdrawal from NATO, nationalisation of the
land — we endorse. The issue of amnesty and
withdrawal from NATO, linked to the removal of
all US bases, can readily be campaigned for by
the mass movement. Other proposals of theirs,
such as the belief that the police can be
democratised, we do not support but welcome
opening up a debate on all these key issues.

But on these three key priorities — support
for those in struggle, fighting for a real party of
labour, opening up the issue of policy linked to
the mass struggle — we consider the Benn-
b‘;?tﬁer document is a real step forward for thg,

Steel’s open letter to
Neil Kinnock

Dear Neil,

We have known each other sufficiently long in the
House for you not to resent my asking you directly
to give further thought to the stance you took in
your speech last weekend attacking David Owen and
your subsequent interview on TVAM. My interest in
the matter is simple. I do not relish spending any
substantial time in politics over the next few years
holding hands between you and David Owen. Your

personal remarks were

intemperate and your

political observations ill founded.

I can well understand
that you will see your task
as leader of the Labour
Party to be one of taking
your party to a majority at
the next election and
therefore into a Labour
government. (It will not
surprise you that cor-
respondingly David and I
see our task as trying to
muster sufficient support
to form an Alliance
government). It must
therefore, I well unders-
tand, have come as a shock
to see your party drop 124
seats in the county elec-
tions and decline in the
two opinion polls since
published.

In those circumstances
whether you like it or not
you owe it to the public to
give rather more construc-
tive thought to what will
happen if the electorate
decides to deprive Mrs
Thatcher of her majority
but to give no clear majori-
ty to anyone else. That is
what the Alliance leaders
have done,

The national crisis —
especially the scourge of
unemployment — surely
demands that if the elec-
torate so decides politi-
cians of different parties
should at least attempt to
agree a priority package of
reform and provide a suf-
ficiently stable govern-
ment to see it through. The
public will not lightly
forgive those who refuse
to join in such an ap-
proach but who prefer in-
stead to inflict another
general election on them in
the hope of securing a dif-
ferent result.

Rule

We can rule out our
mutual friend Margaret
Thatcher from such con-
siderations. As she told us
repeatedly ‘the lady is not
for turning’ even in the

face of increasing despair
from her natural allies in
industry or within her own
party and indeed Cabinet.
If she lost the election 1
give her sufficient credit
for consistency to believe
that she would step down
rather than ‘turn’ too late.
Any discussions between
the Alliance and the Con-
servative Party after the
next election are therefore
likely to be with a new
leadership as yet
unknown.

Fool

But that is not the case
with you, unless you
foolishly allow yourself to
be driven by the militants
in your party into a corner
of your own creation,
repeating dogmatic state-
ments of non-cooperation
in any circumstances. If
Labour has no majority
you have no right to expect
to have everything your
own way. As a democrat [
do not see how you can
deny this.

Indeed if the last
Labour government could
turn to an agreement, as it
did, with me representing
a dozen seats in parliament
and about 10 per cent of
public opinion at the time I
fail to see how in principle
you could justify refusing
to do so with the leader of,
say 100 MPs and- 10 per
cent of the electorate. If
because the Liberals are
the larger of our two par-
ties that leader were me
'you must understand here
and now that your an-
tipathy towards David
Owen cannot be allowed
‘to separate us.

I would not be
prepared to enter discus-
sions on behalf of the
Liberal Party alone. The
SDP must be included.

It would not be a sus-
tainable position for you

to say ‘here is my pro-
gramme sanitised of items
such as renationalisation
— take it or leave it’.
Without a coalition agree-
ment we would leave it for
two very good reasons.

First, such a minority
government would be
liable to fall in any week at
any unforseen hurdle, and
second because of that
there would be a lack of in-
ternational confidence in
the government, which
would itself damage the at-
tempt at industrial
recovery.

1 would just remind
you that although Labour
had to sacrifice some of its
policies during the Lib-
Lab pact, in the 18 mon-
ths’ duration inflation was
brought down from 20 per
cent to nine per cent with
only a ¥4 per cent increase
in unemployment.

The same vigorous
determination is now
needed to combat
unemployment. That is
more likely to be achieved
by a broadly based govern-

ment, secure in parliament
and representing a majori-
ty of the electorate.

Power

If you are not prepared
to contemplate power
sharing and dusting down
the Labour Party’s pre-
war commitment to elec-
toral reform, then you
must not be surprised if
the Conservative Party
moves fast in these direc-
tions post election and you
find yourself continuing as
leader of our official op-
position, while we get on
with the job of restoring

- the nation’s economy and

social harmony.

Naturally I do not ex-
pect to read any reply to
this open letter. Your par-
ty would doubtless - not
allow you to respond
positively. Instead of fur-
ther negative arguments,
what [ am suggesting to
you is a period of con-
structive silence and con-
templation on  these
serious issues.

Yours sincerely,
David

A

No Lib-Lab pacts

Photomontage:

THE OPEN letter from David Steel to Neil Kinnock
on the question of a coalition government after the
next election, if the Tories are defeated and no party
has an overall majority in parliament, is a clear at-
tempt to open a discussion on coalitionism. Steel
openly threatens to form a coalition with the Tories
if Labour is not willing to play ball with the

Alliance.

Steel also makes it clear
that the price for an agree-
ment with the Alliance will
not simply be a Labour
programme ‘sanitised’ of
policies such as na-
tionalisation, but agree-
ment on a ‘priority
package’ of proposals to
deal with the economy and
a legislative programme.

To msake the point ab-
solutely clear, Steel refers
back to the Lib-Lab pact
with Wilson )
Callaghan in the 74-79
Labour government.
Then, in return for sup-
port from the Liberals —
and, it should be added,
Ulster Unionists — the
Labour government in-
troduced a swingeing
‘priority  package’ of
austerity measures.

These measures reduc-
ed working class living
standards by 10 per cent in
two years and doubled
unemployment. It led
directly to the ‘winter of
discontent’, Labour defeat
at the polls in 79, and
Thatcherism. ‘

The Lib-Lab pact and
the austerity programme
was ushered in by the sterl-
ing crisis of 1975, and the
IMF intervention that
followed. Steel reminds
Kinnock that a minority
Labour government would
have to face ‘a lack of in-
ternational confidence ie.,
a capitalist-inspired
aconomic  crisis. The

British ruling class are
preparing for a possible
defeat for the Tories at the
next election. For the rul-
ing class the issue is not

Thatcher, but That-
cherism.
H the Tories fail at the

general election they want
to ensure that the basic
programme of Thatcher is
carried on. Even a right
wing Labour government

“is not an acceptable instru-

ment for this. The left
wing is too strong. The
Alliance is therefore vital
in holding the balance of
power, and using it to
force Labour on to a
course that will help to
weaken and demoralise the
working class — and
prepare the way for an
even more virulent form of
Thatcherism.

Labour’s answer ' to
this proposal must be the
firmest possible rejection.»
This means not simply a
formal reply repudiating
coalitions with the
Alliance, but a clear pro-
gramme of socialist
policies that makes any
such agreement impossi-
ble. The left in the party
and in the unions-must
fight to stop the drift to
the right in party policy
and to refound the party as
a real party of labour
which defends the interests
of the working class in the
way suggested by Benn
and Heffer elsewhere .in
these pages.

| A PIECE OF THE ACTION
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Kinnock’s basic

values

‘I AM ADAMANTLY against black sections. The
overwhelming majority of the NEC are against
them. I would be against any development which
constitutionally gave separate status on the basis of
colour of skin or ethnic origins. I would not give a
«damn if the whole Labour Party was against me on
this. This is not the case, but it is a matter of basic

values.’

That’s what Labour
Party leader Neil Kinnock
told a Times reporter at
the end of last week, after
the positive discrimination
working party’s substan-
tial support for black sec-
tions had been extensively
leaked in the press. The
working party will meet
this Thursday to consider
a draft report, based on
proposals from its
members and submissions
from g variety of groups
and interests within the
labour movement.

By Annie Brady

It will be putting
together a final draft for
the national executive's
organisation sub-
committee to consider on
10 June. From that
meeting, the report will be
submitted to the NEC at
the end of June along with
the comments of the sub-
committee. So, 10 June is
a vital date in the battle for

- black sections.

The final report of the
positive action working
party will take up many of
the arguments against
black sections — and
answer them in the affir-
mative. For instance, the
accusation of apartheid.

It is an utter travesty to
claim that the démand for
black  self-organisation
bears any relationship
whatsoever to a system
whereby a white minority
enforces by law its separa-
tion from the black ma-
jority and completely sup-
presses black people’s
rights. Those opponents
who so accuse black sec-
tions wouldn’t dare say
such a thing to black com-
munity groups.

The fact that Kin-
nock’s statement plays on
such sentiments shows he’s
prepared to use the lowest
level of racist arguments to
reinforce the institu-

tionalised racism of the
Labour Party.

Marc Wadsworth, who
is a member of the positive
action working party and
on the national commitfee
of black sections, describ-
ed Mr Kinnock’s outburst
as ‘irritating but ir-
relevant’. ‘Neil Kinnock
isn’t the Labour Party," he
said.

‘It is 2 mass movement
not just one individual.
There is more support
than ever for black sec-
tions. There are more than
30 already established:
that's more than there are
workplace branches. That
attests to the success and
support for black sections
at rank and file level in the
party.

‘Kinnoci, this anti-
democrat, is trying io
preempt our report going
to the NEC. 1 place my
emphasis on the rank and
file of the party. Once they
stir on an issue they’re
convinced of, then he’s got
problems.

‘Once party members
understand what is admit-
tedly a complicated issue.
they will support us. I've
spoken to union and party
branches from Glasgow to
Brighton, and that sup-
port’s coming in.

‘People like Kinnock
talk about playing by the
rules, but they’re prepared
to deviate when its suits
them. There are disaf-
fected black groups up and
down the country who are
talking about withdrawing
the black vote from the
Labour Party — and Kin-
nock’s arguments will fuel

moves for black  in-
dependence.
‘We call on the NEC to

suppor their working par-
ty’s report, and to present
it to national party con-
ference with a recommen-
dation for conference to
support it.
democracy.’

That’s
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her view of black sections’ role in the party.

You’ve been short-listed
for parliamentary can-
didate by Brent South.
Can you explain what’s
the situation in that party
and what your view of the
selection is?

In Brent South something
like 46 per cent of the com-
munity are black. That’s
the biggest percentage in
London. The party has a
black section there and
they’re committed to hav-
ing a black MP. But
they’ve not actually got
black section representa-
tion on the GC.

My view is that,
because Brent is one of the
strongest parties in Lon-
don — it’s likely to have a
black candidate, and it's
likely to return a Labour
MP — it should stand firm
with other constituencies
who are going through the
process of selection with
black section delegates in-

-volved, I think thev were

wrong not to have realized
thev could have plaved an
important part in :hat
strategy.

if thev didn’t want ¢
zefer selection tiil after na-

Jdonal partv conference.
nen thev should have
suspencac the process 0
permit & nange 0 g¢
througsn : black
section na n

*hat way the
been in a beite
sUpport other :.
cles.

Thev  cou:d ze
a position wherz 1
would have hac o
negotiate with us abou: <oz
role of black secuon:
That's why T fee: :
should have actuaily gene
for what was agreec &

man

tlack section nationa:
committee.
The Bremi GC s

aiready f{rozen to ensure

continuity in the selection
process — that’s normal
practice. They could have
moved for a deferment un-
til October, unfreezing
their GC and allowing
black section delegates to
participate.

Although
section is established, it
has no representation on
the GC at this time.
Brent’s decision was taken
with the support of the
black section — who
thought it better to go for
representation after selec-
tion process. And they will
get it,

So, what’s your position if
they go ahead?

I think they are likely to go
ahead, but it’s due to be
discussed at their GC.
They'll move to select a
candidate in June.

My position is that [
will take the opportunity
10 explain the probiems
facing black secticns and
what I think the Brent par-
t’s responsibility should
€.

What do you think black
sections’ role n the
Labour Party actually is?
Are they the danger the
ieadership fears?

Toevre a danger fo racisis
n the party., Thev.are 2
anger 0 peopie wnho
zren’t in favour or egua.
Jprortunities  or  egua:
-saius.  They're nor 3
-anger to anv other -
~ent in the partv.

;¥ vou have a1 muiti-
“aciar society and Gon't
rave a muiti-raciai party,
nere's something :

vrong, SO blacx secnons
~je would te to recru! 1o
_ne party, and to hignlignt
-he :zericus probiems rac-
.ng clack peopie in Britain

the black

today.

In some areas race at-
tacks would be an issue; in
other areas housing or
unemplovment. The na-
tional perspective of black
sections would be to link in
all these local campaigns,
to have an overview, and
ensure that we get some
kind of redress through
policy formation at every
level.

Sharon Atk'in

Black people are among
the most solid Labour
voters but their interests
are not at all represented
by Labour. What do you
think the effect of having
active black participation
in the Labour Party wonid
pe?

if vou exclude certain sec-
sions of the community
then vou’re not going e
el a very representative
narty, commiitted to good
socialist  principies and
soiicies. Ultimately :hat
party, and a labour
zovernment, s omnmg ¢
fall short of the aeecs ana
aspirations of neorvie as a
whole.

If wou

Rave major

plack ‘nveivemen: n the
party then rou o2 igeiv {0
v, The

get 2 ‘awrer socier

zarty seeds O ferhink s

strategy,
There

floating

document
the
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The case for
Black sections

‘Black sections are a danger to racists’

BRENT SOUTH Labour Party looks set to select a
black candidates to stand in this safe Labour seat at
the next general election. But it’s decided to go
ahead with the selection process without the involve-
ment of its own black section. One of the three
short-listed candidates, SHARON ATKIN, chair of
the black section national committee, doesn’t agree.
She told CAROL TURNER why not, and explained

Parliamentary Labour
Party from Peter Shore,
that says ditch the working
class, ditch black peopie.
These peopie will lose
Labour votes at the next
election.

The party was founded
to represent working class
interests. It relies on black
people to elect councillors
and MPs,

But if Labour aims to
win the election next time
round then they have to
find a place and a base and
arecognition. It is a way of
saying yes we want you in
the party, you are
welcome, we are interested
in your ideas — on a whole
range of issues, not just
race.

That idea fits into a more
general discussion about
how and on what basis
Labour will win the next
election. The arguments
you mention are about ap-
pealling to ‘middle
ground’. That means:
drop any policy that might
be contentious. The de-
mand for black sections
slots right into the middle
of that.

Labour can do that. It can
move away from the very
people who look to the
Labour Party to provide
an alternative way of life.
it can become the pariy of
the middle classes and out-
do the SDP.

But if vou are n the
Labour Party IC change
society, then that outlook
of “nding the middle
ground is not the way for-
¥ard. it can only lead tc a
‘urther split in the partyv.

People wno think the
_zbour Party is moving in
chat nebulous direction
+1il fust move out. Ve'll
see a situation wnere “he
~abour Partv it never
slected as the government.
The leadership nas :0
rethink.

There are more and
more veople in the work-
ing class whe de want a
radical change in society.
In most areas of the coun-
trv at {he last slection there
was hostilitv 10 the party,
and I think it's because

they didn’t put forwarc
socialist policies.

People are looking for
some alternative to That-
cher, some alternative to
the status quo. They won’t
stay with Labour if people
like Kinnock continue to
duck the issue, to run away
— as he did during the
miners’ strike, as he did
over rate-capping.

And what role do you
think black sections have
in this?

Our function is twofold.
It’s recognising that a large
number of black people
who vote, vote Labour;
and making sure that they
don’t just vote at election
time but that they have a
voice in the party and how
it’s run,
~ Black sections can do
two things very well: not
only recruit to the party,
but actually change policy.
For example in my own
black section in Streatham
we had a recent discussion
about rate-capping and
the effects on black peo-
ple. How it would affect
jobs — by and large black
people are the lowest paid
workers. How it would af-
fect services to the black
community, housing and
social services, and 5o on.
There is a great deal of
support for the campaign

against rate-capping in
Lambeth among black
people. Through black

sections we're able to ex-
press and identifyv areas of
soncern of black peopia.
and to formulate cam-
paigns and support among
those people.

The miners’ strike was
another example. There
are 3000 biack miners.
Black peopie played a very
acrive roie in supporting
that strike. The links have
not been iost — thev're
zhere for life.

S0, black sections can
infiuence policy locally
and naticnaliv, And we
can helre tuild a mass party
committed o change.

Siven  the  constitu-
ional c¢hanges we wan:
thev’ll piay an ever. greater
role in the future.
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LCLGR model
resolution

This conference opposes all discrimination
on the grounds of sexuality and notes that ex-
isting Labour party policy with regard to Les-
bians and Gays (L&Gs) fails to meet the
legitimate demands of L&Gs, and that a con-
sistent and principled campaign conducted
over a number of years is necessary {o reverse
that failure.

Conference welcomes the progress made
by some Labour authorities and looks for an
end to the institutionalised oppression of
L&Gs.

It therefore:

a) Instructs the NEC to draw up a L&G rights bill,
which should specifically:

i) declare that L&G acts and relationships are not
contrary to the public policy of the law:

ii) prohibit discrimination by the courts against
L&G in child custody and in unfair dismissal on
grounds in any way connected with sexuality or
lifestyle: -

iii) abolish criminal laws that discriminate against
L&Gs:

iv) make discrimination on grounds of sexuality
an actionable civil offence and invalidate all
discriminatory regulations and by-laws:

v) prevent police harassment & discrimination
against L&Gs and calls upon the PLP to introduce
such a bill & support bills to reform the law in this
direction with a three-line whip:

b) Calls upon all Labour local authorities, district
and county Labour Parties to adopt practices and
policy to prevent discrimination against L&Gs,
and in particular to:

i) adopt and enforce equal opportunities policies
in relation to sexual orientation along the lines of
Islington...

ii) end discrimination against single people &
L&Gs in housing policies:

iii) provide funds for L&G switchboards & cen-

tres:”
iv) publicise the anti-discriminatory policies listed
above:

¢) instructs the NEC to: )
i) organise a campaign of education amongst the

s

Scotland against
Powell & Gillick

Irish
victory

LABOUR WOMEN
for Ireland scored an
important victory last
week at the Labour
Party national ex-
ecutive committee.
David Hughes, the
national  agent, had
referred a resolution on
discussion on JIreland
passed at the Greater
London Labour Party
conference to the NEC.
This was an attempt to
prevent its implementa-
tion and stop discussion.

membership of the party on the oppression of ON SATURDAY 18 May, women in Edinburgh ing human life. More women joined the

L&Gs in conjunction with the LCLGR: made clear their total opposition to Powell and Anne McClery, speak-  Scottish Abortion Cam- The resolution simply
ii i i . i ish’ i i ' alls for ‘open and wide
ile)agzeat:euzgrge “the 13(;::'11,‘:_31536 niz(ggu?ga?{; gﬁxcne- Gillick. An open conference had been organised bya /8 ot thetmk betwean g I;r%r:ldpl:v?ﬁel;relssgtksgig :{mzing, debate and
ports L&G I’lghtS — join the LP.’ Joint meeting of Edlnbllrgh Labour Women’s Sec- the Powell Bill and the Edinburgh now. discussion  throughout

the labour movement on
the matter of British
withdrawal.” It says the

tions, and was chaired by Val Woodward, an Edin-
burgh district councillor and member of the council
women’s committee.

Gillick ruling. Whilst the
Gillick ruling does not ap-
ply in Scottish law, figures

It was recognised that
the Warnock report also

d) Instructs the NEC to set up a sub-committee in . )
needs fuller discussion and

collaboration with the LCLGR to organise the im-

i i i i i basis for discussion
tementation of this potlicy. released by the Brooke ad-  the meeting agreed to cir- ¢
P porey Alan Templeton, who  Syndrome. visory centre in Edinburgh  culate resolutions on %Itl’(i)tgl‘llttilrahv:af l(;illily E;ﬁ:l"s

NB Please remember that resolutions count as one works at the Edinburgh He also pointed out a  @lready show adrop in at-  under-16  contraceptive ed last summer. P

availability and on abor-
tion rights.

Attack

Just one week atter the
conference in Edinburgh
thie Gerneral Assembly of
the Church of Scotland
I
1

tendance of under-16’s.
The conference said
that more work should be
done to explain that
under-16s should go for-
ward for contraceptive ad-
vice in Scotland. Women
agreed to atiend the
demonstration in London
against Gillick o 23 fune,

contradiction in the views
of those supporting the
Powell Bill — at the mo-

unless the wording is at least slightly different.

University Centre for
Reproductive Biology
Research, stressed his total
opposition to the Powell
Bill. ‘It would be a disaster
for reproductive research
in this country if this Bill
wernt through.”

He outlined the many

Hughes reported on
the resolution but was
immediately taken up by
Tony Benn. If the NEC
working group could
meet all sorts of people
during its deliberations,
why couldn’t the rank
cand  file? Obdviously

By Ann Henderson

ment 50 per cent of human
embryos just. peter out,
and only research will allow

areas of research which  us to find out why that  andtotryto invoive LPYS  launched another attack | iPere’s one law for the
would  be stopped,  happens. . branchesin this camnpe wonen’s  rights. < A i dzadership ang another
highlighting the work be- Ii would surch he of | ter the membership.

ichate on abortion

P Tie opiy  obieclion
the position, by | ¥ By BN
pasiton, by raised B fhaghes was

ing done on infertility. and
ali conditions ke Downs

Islington Socialist Action Forum

‘Gay Liberation in the Eighties’

‘A discussion around the book which describes the
origins and the forms of gay oppression. Reaction
to gays in the communist countries is compared to
that in the West and a programme for change is
elaborated that will ensure that gay people and
heterosexuals are no longer separate and opposed
groups.

The discussion will be led by Jamie Gough, 4.

one of the authors of the book.

Sunday 2 June, 7.45pm Queens Arms,
Queensland Rd N17.

up again!

POWELL’S SUP-
PORTERS are deter-
mined to push

through the Unborn
Child (Protection) bill
at all costs.

The latest move by
leading anti-abortion
MP Andrew Bowden
(Brighton Kemptown)
highlights the fact that

‘they wish to prevent a

wide ranging discus-
sion taking place in
the country on the
issues raised by the
bill.

The government
could move to prevent
Mr Bowden’s pro-
ceedural resolution —
which .would ensure the
house does not rise on 7.

June unil the bill has
completed its stages —
on the grounds that it
would set an unwelcome
precedent.

By sticking to its
‘neutral’ stance, and noft
opposing the motion, as
is most likely, the
government will enable
the bill to be passed.

Then it will go to the
House of Lords which
has been traditionally
more ‘liberal’ on these
issues.

It is important now if
you have no already
done so to write to your
MP opposing the bill.
The National Abortion
Campaign is continuing
to accept petitions which
will be presented on the
morning of 7 June before
the debate on the bill.

Scoiland, M-
Crea of ths Scotdish
Labour Women’s Com-
mittee both referred te the
expertence of the mobilisa-
tion of the labour move-
meni in the Corrie Bill
campaign.

While the Powell Bill
and the finding of the
Warnock Report appeared
to raise more complicated
issues it was vital that the
labour movement res-
ponded once again,

Rosina McCrea ex-
plained Labour women’s
totatopposition to the free
vote among MPs on this
issue. All MPs in Scotland
have been approached by
the  Scottis Labour-
Women’s Committee to
vote against the Powell
BIIi.

The conference of over
40 women agreed to take

information on Powell.

and Gillick back to their
various organisations.

assembly.

i pasition
represents a4 reai  step
backwards for the Church
of Scotland, and has pro-
duced an outcry amongst
many  ministers, the
medical profession and in
the press.

The Scottish Daily Ex-
press describes the deci-
sion as ‘a return to the
dark ages’ and points out
that less than (.25 per cent
of abortions occur because
a woman’s life is at risk.
Diane Munday of the
Brooke Advisory Centre
was also quick to condemn
the decision saying that it
would not lower abortion
rates but simply add to
women’s emotional stress.

This decision, in addi-
tion to the threat posed by
Powell and GillicE. shows
how vital it is to build a
mass campaign to defend
women’s abortion rights in
Scotland. :

7 o
W“ TR K tes, ifi. abor- :
. Arstods NN 2 sup- thal tae intentions of the
- ] e " wirth , movers of the resolofion
’ I ‘ﬁ'g ) Yyonae U -a 'wo[“--v*’: Bif Cwerg ounciegr. AR that
bl 1 ‘ R T - Tl 5 aIe e Fo st .
?(} ‘}% ei 3 p Op S ne\'\-v}y ﬁ&"ih W T;he foetus was ‘ ;v:.s lil:ﬂ,iu((li ‘?315 ?h}{(the
" Officer fo full rights by the s Londoz execuiive com-

i witiee should be asked

for  clarifieation  of
‘inttentivus’,

This has now been
reiegated to the minutes
of the NEC organising
committee and at this |
stage no further action is
proposed. In - other
words progress has been
made. :

It is clear that David
Hughes in particular was
taken by surprise at the
amount of opposition to
his original letter freez-
ing the resolution. Most
important it shows the
need to get resolutions
through women’s sec-
tions, general commit-
tees and so on and the
weig}lt they can have,
® More  information
Jrom: Labour Women
Sfor Ireland, ¢/0 Feminist
Library, - Hungerford
House, Victoria Em-
bankment, London
WC2.
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Wales Congress
at crossroads

THE DEMAND that a future Labour government
grant a pardon will be a key issue at this Saturday’s
All Wales Conference of the Wales Congress in Sup-
port of Mining Communities. The conference is be-
ing held at Maesteg Town Hall in the Llynfi valley
near St John’s colliery which the NCB has announc-
ed is to close. GRAHAM ATWELL reports.

The aim of the con-
ference, the Congress
states, is to develop a
united programme of
resistance and action for
the future.

But. whilst the Con-
gress undoubtedly will act
as a focus for the support
groups still active in South
Wales, it is unlikely to suc-
ceed in its aims.

The Congress was set
up last year by supporters
of the Communist Party
with the backing of the
South Wales NUM. It
drew in Plaid Cymru and
Welsh Labour MPs as well
as the backing of many
‘trade union officials.

During the strike the
Congress organised little
‘activity but provided a
‘think tank’ for the rapidly
rightward-moving South
Wales NUM leadership.
They stressed the need to
win over public opinion
and criticised Scargill’s
support for Orgreave and
refusal to condemn

violence.
Following the end of
the strike, the unholy

alliance behind the Con-
gress has shown signs of
cracking. Radical Wales,
Plaid Cymrw’s monthly
journal, has warned that
‘the Wales Congress faces
its own extinction through
the sectarian sabotage of
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an increasingly irrelevant
Labour Party.” They
criticise the Labour Party
‘for failure of its MPs,
many of whom were
members of the steering
committee, to turn up to
meetings, let alone make
serious constructive solu-
tilons to the miners’ strug-
e.’

¢ But in an article entitl-
ed “‘Congress at the
crossroads’ they come up
with new ideas on the way
forward. Besides fund
raising, they propose turn-
ing the congress into a
‘back up team for the
miners in Wales’, under-
taking social audits, help-
ing the NUM research
department dig up facts
and arguments in favour
of coal.’

Meanwhile the Com-
munist Party sees the Con-
gress as an ‘anti-Thatcher
broad alliance’ bringing
together all sections of
Welsh society to defend
local communities. They
want the Congress to start

taking up local community
issues.
Neither offers any

hopes for the miners’ jobs
under threat, or the miners
facing trial for offences in
the strike. St John’s col-
liery will not be saved by a
social audit of the Llynfi
valley.
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DPemonstration

Women Against Victimisation
(Co-ordinated by South Wales Women’s Support
Groups}

Assemble Swansea Crown Court
10am Tuesday 18 June

This is a silent demonstration to support
the 102 Welsh miners charged with riotous
assembly for the occupation of the cranes

at Port Talbot - s

Contact: Barbara Edwards, Hirwaun 814576 or
Margaret Watkins, Mountain Ash 472951

The campaign of the
last week in solidarity with
Shankland and Hancock
has shown a way forward.
Thousands of supporters,
demonstrating their sup-
port, together with the
walk-outs at Merthyr Vale
and Oakdale, have forced
South Wales NUM leaders
and the Labour Party into
action.

As many as 18 pits in
South Wales are under
threat of closure today.
And in three weeks time
the trials begin of seventy
miners for the occupation
of the cranes at BSC at
Port Talbot.

The miners need the
organised support of the
solidarity movement in
South Wales. At the end
of the day only mass ac-
tion, including strikes and
demonstrations in their
support can save South
Wales jobs from the
ravages of MacGregor and
Thatcher.

Kinnock

HUGO YOUNG pointed
out in Tuesday’s Guardian
that while Michael Foot
MP (Ebbw Vale) and Ted
Rowlands (Merthyr) had
expressed outrage at the
murder verdict on Dean
Hancock and
Shankland, Neil Kin-
nock’s advice to the two
miners was that the best
thing they could do was go
to the appeal court.

What brilliant advice
from the Bedwelty MP!
Ray Davies, one of the
organisers of the two
demonstrations that have
taken place in South Wales
pointed out that despite
the legal irregularities in
the case the establishment
will never reverse this
charge of murder.

‘What Neil Kinnock
should be doing is arguing
for an independent review
so that the next Labour

Black
policing

THE TWELVE
MONTHS of the
miners’ strike and the
new public order pro-
posals put forward by
the Tory government,
have clearly indicated
that the Tories are
prepared and willing
to use the total force
of the state to crush
the working class
struggle.

During the strike, the
| miners received tremen-
dous support from the
black communities and
black militants have
organised as the ‘Black
Delegation to the Mining
Communities’ to try to
make visible the support
from the black com-
munities.

I The support organis- pressed.

delegation

conference

Russell

government Home Secret-
ary can release these boys.

‘If he’d come up to the
Rhymney Valley the Sun-
day before last, when he
visited his constituency as
he does every weekend, he
would have seen the judge-
ment of the people in the
Welsh valleys who march-
ed in their thousands to
say that Dean and Russell
were not guilty of murder.

‘Neil Kinnock gave no
lead during the miners’
strike and we cannot ex-
pect him to give a lead in
fighting for justice for
these class war prisoners.’

Ray urged all labour
movement  activists to
‘blaze the trail to TUC and
LP conferences’ winning
public opinion behind the
demand that the next
Labour government re-
lease these miners.

ON
BLACK DELEGATI
TO THE MINING COMMUNITIES

. wOMEN PRISONERS

IN
ARMAGF |
/ot

= M COUNTY HALL

ed by the Black Delega-
tion has been very suc-
cessful. During last
year’s Notting Hill car-
nival, the Black Delega-
tion and the Notts miners
were able to collect over
£2,500 within two days.
Since the end of the
strike, the Black Delega-
tion has been organising
a conference to discuss in
greater depth the chang-
ing strategy of policing
and its effect on the
future struggle of the op-

CONFERENCE
N

A

NG '
COMMUNITIES.

SAT 1 JUNE

conference
hopes to highlight the ex-
periences of three com-
munities: from Ireland,
the mining communities

The

and the black com-
munities all of which
have much experience of

Photo: PAUL HIGHFIELD

facing the brunt of police
repression during their
struggle.

The conference will be
on the Ist . June at
10.30am in County Hall._

By Valerie Coultas

TOWARDS THE end of the miners strike
Ian MacGregor promised the NUM that
‘people would now discover the price of
insurrection and insubordination’.

That promise is now being made to come true
with MacGregor’s statement to the parliamentary
employment committee last Wednesday that the
Coal Board would not reinstate those 670 miners
who have been sacked as a result of their
activities in support of union policy during the
coal strike.

Arthur Scargill and other leaders of the
NUM denounced these measures as ‘vindictive
justice’, pointing out that Kent and Scotland had
been singled out for particularly vicious
punishment.

While 79 per cent of miners have been
reinstated in South Wales not one had been
given his job back in Scotland or Kent. The
punishment in these areas is unrelated to the
crimes committed. It corresponds instead to
the objectives of the Coal Board, It is these two
areas that pits have already been designated for
closure and more are planned.

The high number of NUM branch committee
members among those sacked proves that the
NCB wants to cleanse the pits of militants, who
will lead a fightback.

Three cases of injustice were highlighted by
miners’ leaders during the inquiry to prove that
victimisation had occurred. Arthur Scargill
reported how a Kent miner had gone into the
Betteshanger colliery with management to
persuade the miners inside to end their
occupation. He had been sacked.

Peter Heathfield told of a Scottish picket
who was allowed on a bus to try and convince
scab miners not to go to work. When he asked
to get off the bus management refused and then
proceeded to sack him for trespassing.

He also mentioned the case of another
Scottish miner who was sacked for placing his
foot on a white line illegally drawn by a colliery
manager on a public highway.

The pattern of revenge in Scotland showed
that the Coal Board had no intention of showing
any justice towards the miners there.

Eric Clarke pointed out that 71 per cent of
those sacked in Scotland were branch committee
members, This included miners who had been
found not guilty in court and those who had
never been brought to trial.

Going over the heads of the NUM and
refusing to talk threatened safety in the pits.
Already two miners have died in Scottish pits
since the end of the strike and six have suffered
serious accidents because of dangerous working
conditions.

MacGregor was adamantly opposed to the
miners leaders demand of a general amnesty. He
argued that all miners should go to the industrial
tribunal set up to deal with unfair dismissals and
there should be no special procedures to deal
with the 670 by the NCB.

It is rarely the case that sacked workers
receive anything more than compensation from
such bodies and MacGregor obviously hopes
that he can wish goodbye to these men forever.

The 670 miners, living in areas where work is
hard to find outside the pits, deprived of social
security by the DHSS who assumed they were
still in dispute to punish them further are among
the best fighters for jobs and the defence of
trade unions anywhere in this country or in any
other in Europe. .

It is our responsibility as labour movement
activists to support any initiatives taken by the
NUM or other labour movement body to fight
for these men to get their jobs back.

The Campaign Group of MPs has launched
an appeal for a general amnesty. Activists should
make it a top priority at their next trade union
branch or Labour party meeting to pass a
resolution calling for a National Amnesty
Campaign demanding the Labour Party
reinstates all miners sacked when it comes to
power and donating a regular amount of money
to the NUM Solidarity Fund.

The Miners Solidarity Fund is the official fund.
The account no. 30000009 is at the Co-op Bank
pic, West Street, Sheffield.




A Memorandum by Tony Benn
and Eric Heffer

Introduction

This memorandum is submitted to
the NEC for its consideration. It
begins with the election defeat of
1983, and the various reasons given
for it, goes on to list the changes
that have been made inside the par-
ty since then, some of which have
been put to conference, and con-
cludes with a series of recommen-
dations designed to assist the party
prepare itself now for victory at the
next election.

Everyone in the party is determined
to work unremittingly for the defeat of
the present government. There is no
one in the party who is secretly hoping
that we shall lose, in the interests of
some suppose ‘shift to the left’ after
another election defeat, and sugges-
tions that this view is held are both un-
true and deeply damaging.

We are, all, equally united in our
resolve to secure the election of a
Labour government, with a large work-

ing majority, at the next election, in the

interests of the people whom we repre-
sent who are, now, suffering real hard-
ships at the hands of the Tories. The
real question that we have to discuss,
and decide, in a spirit entirely free from
personal animosity, is how best that
desire for victory may be realised in
practice and we must also accept that
there will be genuine and sincere dif-
ferences of opinion about it,

The aftermath of the
electoral defeat

The very serious electoral defeat suf-
fered by the party in the 1983 general
election has, quite properly, led to an
examination of the weaknesses in party
organisation. Some of this examination
has involved a political analysis, and
the organisational aspects have been
undertaken by the ‘Review of Reviews’
committee, whose official task it was to
re-examine the organisational recom-
mendations made by earlier committees
of inquiry, to see what lessons might
still be drawn from them.

This ‘review’ committee was made
up of members of the NEC, the PLP
and trade union representatives, and

will report to the NEC for decisions. In- -

evitably its work extended far beyond
the problems of administration and, as
the minutes submitted to the NEC have
shown, it has discussed a whole range
of subjects including finances, and
even the need for a change in the NEC
sub-committee structure.

Differing views as to .
why Labour lost

Many different reasons for our
defeat in 1983 have been offered depen-
ding upon the view point of the people
concerned:

The consensus or liberal:
view
The consensus, and liberal media ex-

planation of our defeat may be sum-
marised as follows:

a. The party, and especially the NEC,
fell into the hands of the extreme left.
b. Under the influence of this NEC,
conference was persuaded to adopt a
whole range of detailed policies, many
of which were unrealistic, irrelevant
and unacceptable to the electorate.

c. The 1979-81 campaign for greater
democracy in the party was divisive,
unnecessary and electorally damaging.
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AT LAST week’s meeting
of the Labour Party
National Executive
Committee Tony Benn
and Eric Heffer presented
a major paper dated May
day, summarising the
development of the party
under Neil Kinnock and
presenting an alternative.
It is undoubtedly the most
important criticism of the
present course of the
party produced by leaders
of the left wing of the
party since Kinnock’s
election.’ ‘
Socialist Action’s
view on the issues Tony
Benn and Eric Heffer
raise is in this week’s

editorial on page 2.

d. These events forced a lot of decent
moderates to leave the party and form
the SDP.

e. This, in its turn, split the Labour

vote, led to mass defections by Labour

voters and lost us the election.

f. Therefore the party should now
return to a more middle-of-the-road
position, leaving key decisions to the
more moderate PLP, which is more
likely to win public support.

Another explanation for
our defeat

There is however another, and quite
different view, widely held within the
party, which attributes our defeat to
very different factors:

a. Mistakes made by earlier Labour
governments, which lost us the support
of working people and, in particular,
the trade unions.

b. The defection, to the SDP, of 10 per
cent of the PLP, including two former
deputy leaders and other former
cabinet ministers, people who owed
everything to the labour movement,

but who were hostile to the role of con-
ference and to socialism, and then, with
full media support, launched a vitriolic
attack upon the party.

¢. The apparently unqualified support
initially given by to the Falklands war
which damaged the party’s credibility
as a peace party.

d. The fact that many Labour MPs, in-
cluding a number of its most senior
members, amongst them the two
previous party leaders, had spoken out
strongly against conference decisions
and the manifesto before, and during,
the election campaign.

e. The attacks upon the left, from
within the party, as at Bermondsey,
which gave the public the idea that the
party leadership itself actually believed
that the party had been taken over by
wild extremists.

It is necessary to recall this background
if we are to understand what has hap-
pened inside the party over the last 18
months and look ahead to the future.

Planning fora
Labour victory

What has happened
since 1983

The new NEC, elected after the
general election, has reached a number
of very important decisions about the
party, which have now -been im-
plemented. This quiet revolution is still
in progress, but so far, its effect may be
summarised by listing the decisions that
have been taken:

1. Removal of policy making from the
NEC.

Basic policy-making is no longer under-
taken by the NEC, through its sub-
committees, many of which have been
wound up, but by joint committees
composed of selected NEC, PLP and
TU members, who are charged with the
task of drafting these new statements,
subject to the technical right of the
NEC to change them at the last stage.
2. A shift of power from the NEC to
the PLP.

The role and authority of the PLP and
especially the parliamentary committee
has, as a result, been immensely
strengthened, as compared to the NEC
and is, increasingly, separately financ-
ed through: ‘

a. continuing with the allocation of all
the — extra — government (or short)
money to the PLP, some of which is us-
ed to finance research assistants, work-
ing personally for front bench
spokespersons, who are not paid trade
union rates, are not answerable to the
NEC, or conference, and do not have
security of employment;

b. continuing with the principle that
trade unions directly finance some PLP
spokespersons with money that does
not go through the central funds of the
party.

3. A shift of power from the NEC to
the Trade Unions for a Labour Victory.
The TULYV, made up of trade union
leaders, or their deputies, who are not
elected by the Labour conference, have
been given a more influential role in
managing the party, This has been
achieved by the NEC adopting the
practice of applying to the TULV for
money for specific purposes, which
then has to be justified, to the TULV,
case by case, rather than by using the
TULY as a collective fundraiser, leav-
ing decisions as to expenditure to the
NEC itself, subject to conference.

4. A downgrading of CLP members on
the NEC.

With, one exception, NEC members
elected by the constituency section,
have been removed from chairman-
ships of all the main NEC committees
thus eliminating them from their ex-
officio membership of other commit-
tees. In addition a new campaign
strategy committee, including some
NEC, PLP and trade union members,
has been set up, from which other NEC
members are excluded, which has been
justified by reference to a wrong inter-
pretation of a conference decision. This
committee has established its own sub-
committees still further distancing the
NEC itself from real power.

5. Changes in party policy.

The party’s policies have been altered
in a number of key respects, some of

which have gone to conference.

a. The ‘Alternative Economic
Strategy’ has effectively been replaced
by a more general ‘Jobs and Industry’
campaign, from which some of the
clear socialist committments on public
ownership, economic planning and ex-
change control have been omitted.

b. The committment that Britain
would withdraw from the Common
Market has been replaced by a
reference to ‘an option to withdraw’
the exercising of which, has been left
deliberately vague.

¢. The committment to reduce Bri-
tain’s defence expenditure to the same
percentage of the GNP as our Euro-
pean allies in NATO, has been explicit-
ly dropped and in its place we have a
committment that such a change could
not be made during the lifetime of the
first Labour government, and ‘indeed,
there is a new pledge actually to in-
crease expenditure on conventional
weapons as British nuclear weapons are
phased out. '

d. Other policies that had been in
Labour Programme 1982, and in the
1983 manifesto, have either not been

referred to, or appear to have been
replaced by ‘Charters’ which are more
vague, illustrative and general.

6. A purge of the Left.

Despite solemn assurances given to
conference that there would be no
witch-hunt based upon the opinions of
party members, the attack upon some
of the left has been stepped up.

An appeals and mediation commit-
tee has been set up, with only one CLP
representative on it, and its main work
has been to carry out this purge. Some
of the key decisions made by this com-
mittee, and confirmed by the NEC, in-
clude:

a. The expulsion of one party member
for selling Militant in another consti-
tuency from the one in which he lives.
b. The refusal of a transfer of a
membership to a party member who
was alleged to have sold Socialist Ac-
tion.

¢. The expulsion of members of
another party, mainly on the evidence
of a Labour councillor, who then left
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the party and joined the Liberals.

d. Non-registered organisations are to -
be denied a listing in the conference

diary, whereas all-party groups may be

included. .

This may be contrasted with the
confirmation, after a recorded vote on.
the NEC, of Frank Chapple’s con-
tinued membership of the party,
despite his refusal to take the Labour
whip in the House of Lords, and his
consistent attacks upon the party in his
column in the Daily Mail.

This purge is, presumably, designed
to fend off attacks from the media,
which has run, and is still running, a
campaign designed to denigrate
socialist ideas and those who hold, or
advocate them. )

7. Distancing the party from struggle. -
A stand has been taken, by some in the
PLP, against any suggestion that non-
compliance with Tory laws could ever

be justified; and strong criticisms have

been voiced, within the PLP, about the-
conduct of industrial disputes, notably
during the miners’ strike, which ap-
peared to distance the party from cer-
tain aspects of that momentous strug-
gle. v

8. Re-organisation to support these.
changes.

Though apparently limited to the task
of dealing with the efficiency of the
party HQ and its staff, the thinking
behind the ‘review of review’s’ commit-
tee seems to be that there must be a fur-
ther, re-shaping of the party’s organisa-
tion to support the major changes
outlined above. .

Conclusions and
recommendations

The changes described above are all
of fundamental importance; represent
a far bigger change in the party’s con-
stitution than occurred in the 1979-81
period; take us back to the structure
that existed pre-war, and post-war,
when the PLP and the general
secretaries of some major unions effec-
tively ran the party and the NEC was
weak and ineffective; and though some
of these changes have been to con-
ference, others have been carried out
without the party, as a whole, really
realising what has been happening,.

It is essential that any report, on

party organisation issued by the NEC
to the 1985 conference should make ab-
solutely clear what is happening, and
what is now planned, so that the party
may know precisely what is going on,
before it makes its own decisions.
The recommendations given below
were drafted to help secure that victory.
1. Campaigning around real struggles.
To win the next election the party must
be seen to be giving whole-hearted sup-
port to all those who are in struggle
against the government, and that all
party campaigns should centre around
those struggles, as well as during all by-
elections, local elections and the TU
ballots, and all must be used for basic
socialist education.
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2. The NEC and conference must run
the party.

The central direction of the party, its
policy and administration, must, under
its. own constitution, remain with the
NEC which is elected by, and accoun-
table to, conference, since conference is
the only link that the membership
have with political decision-making.

3. The PLP must be integrated into the
party.

The PLP must be brought closer to the
party, the NEC and conference;

a. by integrating PLP standing orders
into the party constitution.

b. by channelling all PLP finances
through the NEC, including all
government funds (which would then

be used by the NEC for PLP work);.

and all TU funds (leaving the unions
with the right to earmark their own
money, if they wished to do so, for cer-
tain purposes — including the support
of the PLP).

c. by providing greater accountability
of the parliamentary committees, and
the cabinet (when Labour is in office)
to conference, perhaps through annual
election by the same electoral college as
now ¢lects the leader and deputy leader.

4. The need for Socialist policies to
win,
Policy-making has a major role to play
in the present deepening crisis, where
the government has the Iinitiative.
Labour must be able to respond with a
considered socialist alternative that has
been discussed, agreed and, put to con-
ference for decision as soon as possible.
The 1983 policies, far from being
too radical, are likely to prove quite in-
adequate to deal the situation that the
next Labour government will inherit,
which will be so critical that we shall
almost certainly be forced to consider
the development of stronger policies to
deal with it. We therefore intend to
submit another paper to the NEC

which will concentrate on future
policy. .
6. A socialist dialogue instead of a
purge.

The Labour Party is the principal
political insturment for working people
in Britain, having been established by
the trade unions for that purpose, and
having consciously adopted socialism
as its objective. Here and world-wide,
the socialist debate is rich in variety and
experience of successes and failures and
we must be able to learn from both, and
then build our own brand of socialism,
based upon social morality and a deep
committment to democracy and human
rights. N

There are a number of different
schools of socialist thought in this
country, many organised around their
own neéwspapers or magazines, and at-
tracting a following of a few hundred
or a few thousands. None of these
groups are capable either of taking
over, or of replacing, the Labour Party,
and their contribution should be seen as
a part of the on-going discussion about
socialism. Nor is there any evidence to
suggest that any of them are actually
planning the overthrow of democracy
in Britian, or are engaged in the
preparation of violence.

Most of them, are made up of de-
cent and serious people who work hard
for the labour movement and whose
arguments deserve serious considera-
tion. If such people, or organisations,
put up candidates against the Labour
Party then they are ineligible to join us,
but that should be the sole criterion by
which they are judged to be eligible to
join the party,

Any policy by the NEC of seeking
out, and then expelling them, or more
generally of attempting to isolate what
the media choose to call the ‘hard left’
— whatever that may be — is a mistake
because:

a. it suggests to our opponents — quite
falsely — that the pary is deeply
penetrated by a whole lot of violent
revolutionaries whose secret objective
is to destroy Britain’s democratic in-
sititutions — which we all know is rub-
bish, .

b. it diverts the party, locally and na-
tionally, from its central task of
defeating the Tories and the SDP.

c. it gives the impression that we are
frightened of socialist ideas, but are

.unable to answer: them and prefer to

eliminate
means. .
7. Extending affiliations to the party.

The NEC should recognise that a whole
new range of political issues, and
organisations, have emerged since the
party was founded in 1918. More
recently the women’s movement, the
ethnic communities, the peace move-
ment and a mass of other special in-
terest groups have come into existence,
as evidenced by the long list of
registered groups within the party itsetf
and by the campaigns for greater rights
for women and blacks within the party.

Many of the most active people in
these new movements and organisa-
tions are socialists, or Labour sup-
porters, much as they are in the trade
unions. The issues and policies that the
party takes up are designed to meet the
needs of many of these groups, in-
cluding, of course, women and the
ethnic community and we should
seriously consider opening up affilia-
tion to allow those that wish to do so to
join, on the same basis as the unions
and the socialist societies did in the
past.

This would broaden the range of
party membership, help us to escape
the — largely legitimate — charge that
the party is dominated by white males,
and help to make us the instrument for
all working people in this generation, as
we were in the past. There is, therefore
a strong case for establishing a commit-
tee to examine this possibility, to report
to the NEC in time for the 1986 con-
ference. )

If these proposals were acceptabie
there would be, later, a major constitu-
tional conference, like the 1918 con-
ference, to which all appropriate and
acceptable movements and groups
would be invited, with a view to their
affiliation to the party, on the same
basis as the trade unions and socialist
societies are now affiliated.

8. Organising for victory

All the organisational changes that the
party now makes should be geared to
support this alternative view of our
future. We believe that this would also
offer the best possible prospect of win-
ning the next election, by showing
ourselves to be sensitive to the new
situation, the new issues and the new
organisational structures which are
emerging in the politics of Britain in the
eighties and nineties leading on to the
next century.

The time has come for the Labour
Party to look to the future, dare to have
a vision of ‘Socialism in our time’, and
have the courage to re-shape itself so
that is can discharge, for this genera-
tion, the historic task that the founders
of the movement dreamed of so many
years ago.

them by organisational

Conclusion

The national executive is invited:
a. to note this memorandum, and;
b. to refer it-to the appropriate com-
mittees, and
c. to consider it again when they report
back to the NEC.

Tony Benn
Eric Heffer
May Day 1985
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Palestinians
sacrificed
in Lebanon

IT WOULD be difficult to imagine a more
bitter and tragic irony than the events since
19 May in Lebanon. The Syrian-backed and
Muslim Amal militia are carrying out an at-
tack on the Palestinian camps at Sabra and
Chatila that is at least equal in scale and

ried out by Israeli-backed Christian militia in
September 1982,

By Pat Hickey

The attacks mark another stage in the collapse of
the Lebanese central government in the wake of
Israeli withdrawal. It is another step by the Syrian
regime of president Assad in its attempts to win
control of Lebanon.

It shows yet again the cynical disregard of the
Arab bourgeois regimes for Palestinian interests.
Although the Shiite militins fought the Israelis,
this attack on the Palestinians demonstrates that
they are not a revolutionary or anti-imperialist
force. Nabih Berri, the Amal leader and Lebanon
justice minister represents bourgeois nationalist ﬂ

_interests. The Palestinians are being attacked, as
they were previously utilised, in the interests of
Assad’s role in a future Middle East settlement.

When the Israelis invaded Lebanon they had
two aims, First, to break the strength of the PLO.
Second to establish a Christian-Phalangist pro-
Israeli state. The first was achievable, the second

' was not.
A christian state no longer corresponds to the
political, military or demographic balance of
forces. The main political factor now in Lebanon
is Syria.

The Israeli Wltlldrawal’ to the Awali river —
which in reality leaves them in control up to the
Litani river — has opened the battle for control of
Lebanon. This struggle, given the decisive weaken-
ing of the Christian forces, is concenirated on the
issue of who controls West Beirut which is mainly
Muslim. The Shiite Amal has pushed back the
Sunni muslims. The Palestinians however have
been building up their forces in Lebanon over the
past few months.

They represented a threat to the Amal forces,
hence the attack on the camps. The Assad regime
has an interest in emsuring that no section in
Lebanon assumes dominance. It wants a divided
client state, that will ensure Syria’s place amongst
the Arab bourgeoisie in future negotiations. The
crisis in Lebanon, with shifting alliances by Syria
between Shiites, Druze and Maronite christian
militias will continue.

The losers in ail this are the Palestinians.
Arafat’s policy of relying on Arab bourgeoisie for
the advancement of the Palestinian cause has en-

- sured that the PLO has once again entered a blind
alley. It is surely the crowning irony of the situa-
tion that the anti-Arafat Palestinians around Abu
Musu, whose alternative was the alliance with the
Syrian regime, have been as much under attack as
the pro-Arafat wing in the camps.

Syria’s Shiite clients have their own interests as
well. The result has been that the pro-Syrian fac-
tion has also been forced to fight for its life. The
conclusion must be that the choice of alliances bet-
ween bourgeois Arab regimes is no choice. For the
Palestinians, uniess their fundamental interests are
placed above those of the ruling groups in those
regimes, there will be no victory.

Nicaragua

More support from
Labour needed

What is

LAST WEEK Socialist Action published the appeal
from the Sandinista trade union federation, the
CST, for aid for Nicaragua following US president

Reagan’s economic

blockade. STUART

HOLLAND, Labour shadow minister for overseas

development

-and cooperation,

told CAROL

TURNER how Labour could be doing more to sup-
port the popular government of Nicaragua from the

American threat.

AMERICA’S economic
blockade of Nicaragua is
scandalous. It demon-
strates the double stan-
dards the US is applying to
one of the weakest and
poorest countries in the
world, allegedly on the
basis that Nicaragua is
threatening America’s
security.

At the very time that
president Reagan, at the
Bonn summit, is arguing
for a liberalisation of trade
to offer markets to
American exports, he is
simultaneously seeking to
impose unilaterally sanc-
tions on  Nicaragua.
Labour’s position is well
illustrated by my state-

ment in the House of
Commons challenging
this,

" We demanded of
Timothy Raison, minister
of overseas development,
that he dissociate himself
from support for sanctions
given by Geoffrey Howe
and Margaret Thatcher.
Unsurprisingly, we got no
such commitment from
him,. Britain’s position is
especially interesting. Not
only is the government
coat-tailing the Americans
wherever they . go on
Nicaragua, it has also has
invented technical reasons
for not supporting the
British aid programme to
Nicaragua.

I first took this up
when I was in Nicaragua in
November 1983. I follow-
ed it up again in the sum-
mer of 1984, when I asked
the finance minister for
the details of the aid pro-
ject submissions made to
the World Bank.

They were first class.
The Nicaraguan National
Centre for Economic and
Social Research (CRIES)
is headed - by Xavier
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Gorstiaga, a Jesuit and a
Cambridge-trained  ec-
nomist. He is one of the
most outstanding econ-
omists in Latin America,
who was the minister of
planning in the first San-
dinista government.

Aid

Nicaragua utilises peo-

_ple like Jorje Sol, El

Salvador’s  ex-executive
director on the Interna-
tional Monetary Fund.
These are people of world-
class standard. Their sub-
missions are as good as
any.

There are no technical
grounds whatsoever for
blocking aid programmes.
That recently emerged in a
report by the Observer.
Following that report, it
now appears that an of-
ficial of the Overseas
Development Aid is under
investigation. This is com-
parable to the Ponting
case but with a far less
public profile.

In claiming ‘technical’
grounds for blocking aid,
at best Timothy Raison
has been seeking to
mislead the House of
Commons, at worst he’s
been lying.

Wwe’ ve begun to take
this up in the Commons,
challenging Raison to
come clean and deploring
the investigation. But the
scope for putting pressure
on ministers is relatively
limited. Actions outside
are important,

It’s crucial a campaign
is launched and opposition
spokespeople have a cer-
tain nuisance value, but
mass major public protest
can be very effective.

There’s been a relative-
ly high profile for a few
weeks on the trade em-
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bargo, but the aid em-
bargo is going almost un-
sung. It’s important that
the national secretary of
the Sandinista trade union
federation, the CST, has
made the statement he has,
showing both the cost of
the war to Nicaragua —
running at over $500
million — and the cost to
projects in Nicaragua
from aid cuts.

The reality is that the
United States has been
leaning on both the World
Bank and the Inter-
American  Development
Bank to cancel lending to
Nicaragua. In 1980 the
World Bank committed
$57 million to Nicaragua,
in 1981 just under $50
million. In 1982, *83 and
’84 it committed nothing
at all.

The Inter-American
Development Bank
granted over $100 million
in 1979, $8 million in 1981,
and $1 million in 1983.
Now nothing at all.

The  Reagan ad-
ministration claim this
showed a willingness to
support Nicaragua aid
programmes. That is un-
true. This money is for
programmes already
agreed by the Carter ad-
ministration.

People who argue
Labour should leave the
World Bank have a very
strong point, It is
dominated by the US. Ata
minimum we should not
increase our quotas to the
Bank while it’s behavmg
like this.

These issues should be
fully considered by the
Labour Party. My own in-
clmatlon is to say that were
we in government, instead
of increasing our contribu-
tion to the Bank we should
make bilateral contribu-
tions to such countries.

Party policy is against
tied aid. But even if you
don’t tie the aid, 85 per
cent of the orders
generated are likely to
benefit first world coun-
tries. Our aid to Nicaragua
should not be tied. But the
faroblcm isn’t solved simp-

by untying the aid.

v ke o w h m o— g a4 s

desperately

needed in countries like
Nicaragua is support for

their basic needs pro-
gramme: housing, educa-
tion, social services, food.
Such programmes don’t
even qualify for World
Bank lending. Party policy
debate should focus on
giving sizeable aid to coun-
tries such as Nicaragua for
non-economic as well as
economic projects,

Support

Another area where it’s
important the party con-
ference takes a position is
on the scale by which a
future Labour government
would be committed to in-
crease its aid programme.
The party is already aim-
ing at one per cent, which
would actually double the
aid programme, from
around £1 billion to £2
billion a year in current
prices.

And what countries
like Nicaragua desperately
need is not just aid for
non-eCconomic  program-

mes, but also credit lines.
The point is that countries
like Nicaragua are now in
such a chronic balance of
payments situation that
they literally can’t afford
to buy essentials.

In the immediate term
it’s important that the
statement of the CST gains
the maximum possible
sulf)port within the party.

be doing the best I ¢an
to help gain that.

We have our own dif-
ficulties here — with anti-
trade union legislation,
with rate-capping, with
other acts by which the
Thatcher government is
trying to roll back the
frontiers of the organised
working class — but these
pressures are insignificant
in terms of what Nicar-
agua is facing. One of the
most effective acts of
solidarity which could
come from the labour
movement includes finan-
cial contributions for pro-
jects and development
work and the assistance of
trade union activists in
Nicaragua.

TELECOMMUNIC-
ATIONS is an inter-
national industry. It’s
time the horizon of
our union went
beyond Britain.

By Ian Grant,
NCU, Met North
West Branch

That’s why two Na-
tional Communications
Union branches have
tabled resolutions to this
week’s annual con-
ference proposing af-
filiation to the Nicaragua
Solidarity Campaign. To
allow a full debate, the
NSC will be holding a
meeting in Blackpool
during conference.

NCU supports
Nicaragua

Last December a
group of TELECOR (the
Nicaraguan _ telecoms
company) workers were
ambushed by US-backed
contras and killed.

They were erecting
poles in a province
bordering Honduras in
the north of Nicaragua.
Their vehicle was riddled
by gunfire and set on fire
— with no survivors.

Reagan’s trade em-
bargo, backed by That-
cher, is the latest blow
aimed against the
popular Sandinista
government there.

Trade union solidari-
ty is urgent. The NCU'’s
affiliation to the Nica-

a  Solidarity Cam-
paign would be just a
first step. . .
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'Say no to the

‘Defence Charter

In 1985 CND, five years into its ‘second wave’ of
uninferupted growth is going to face some pretty
crucial decisions about its future. The agenda for a
debate that is likely to dominate the lead up to
December’s conference is being carefully set by an
influential wing of the leadership. Their project in-
volves a sharp turn away from campaigning for
~ British unilateralism using the new generation of
missiles as our cutting edge towards advocating a
non-nuclear ‘Defence Charter’,

Every CND activist
would do well to prepare
. themselves for this debate

-by studying an article in
-April’s Marxism Today,
“The Case for the Defence’
by James Hinton, con-

By Tony Southall,
Secretary Scottish
Labour CND (personal
capacity)

venor of the national pro-
jects committee of CND.

Hinton’s argument
starts with the 1983 elec-
tion.- That was a debacle
for CND: ‘In June 1983
unilateralism made a
significant contribution to
the collapse of the Labour
vote ... Labour deserters

“.explained to canvassers:
“‘but you would leave us
- defenceless’ ... The lesson
is that no .amount of
mobilisation against par-
ticular weapons systems
will enable the peace
movement to turn the
" nuclear issue into an elec-
toral liability for the
Tories.” The only way out
of this situation, argues
Hinton, is to tackle head-
on the accusation that we
are leaving Britain
defenceless. To do that
CND must campaign for
non-nuclear defence. A

vehicle would be ‘a new
national initiative
undertaken by a new na-
tional organisation. This
would not be a member-
ship organisation but an
ad- hoc committee in-
cluding leading members
of peace  movement
organisations, churches,
trade unions, political par-
ties etc. The committee
would draw up a *“Defence
Charter’’ designed to set
the agenda for the defence
debate in the next general
election.’

The Charter would de-
mand no cruise, no Tri-
dent and urge the next
government t0  move
towards a non-nuclear and

- less provocative defence

policy. But it would
deliberately omit all other
questions — Polaris’ fate;
the time-scale and pro-
cedure for removal of US
bases; arms conversion;
how much of GNP should
go to defence; should
British forces stay in Ger-
man Public support
would be sought for ‘one
simple proposition: ‘Bri-
tain can be defended
without nuclear weapons.’

The Charter should

‘become ‘for a year or 18

months before the next
general election...a cen-

Dumbarton YCND
on the road

ON SATURDAY 1
June Youth CND is
holding a unafionsal
demounstration on the
theme of Youth Agains:
Trident. [t a2pe
propriaie that i siouds
be heid in Glasy
Trident will be e‘wseu K
mere 20 miles awgay in
Faslane.

It is disgracefui ina: =
town with 80 per

By John McKenzie,
Secretary Dumbarion
District YCND

youth unemployment
should have this base on its
doorstep. These are the
reasons why the YCND
national demonstration is
being held there.

As a direct result of

. this initiative a number of
" new YCND branches have
been set up. One of these is
Dumbarton District
YCND, established with
the financial assistance of
the local CND branch, the
LPYS, Scottish YCND
:il;d also the district coun-

This new branch has
been very active in prepar-

. ing for the demonstration.
es are laid on to

leave Dumbarton district

on that day and — thanks
to the hard fund-raising
efforis of different groups
—~ they will be free.

A joint meeting with
Irumbsrion LPYS was
3 heid, with speakers
i i.,"\d Labour CN{}
asit  the Fas!ane peace
zamp. The meeting was
well attended and new
memiers were recruited (o

© i £.P%ES and to YONY.

Another joint venture
of the LPYS and YOND
was boycotting a YTS
open day which both
groups felt had to be ex-
posed for what it really
was. A picket of the
building where the open
day was held proved suc-
cessful — with many
young people turning back
and not attending the
meeting. ‘

Since setting up the
Dumbarton District
YCND branch much work
has been carried out in
order to enlighten young
people on events around
them. The present aim is to
work towards building the
demonstration in Glasgow
to show young people in
?rimin who the real enemy
S, &

The first step towards
getting young people in-
volv in ting this
enemy is the protest in
Glasgow this Saturday.

tral campaigning tool for
the peace movement and
its allies.” Hinton’s project
is the most serious threat
to CND’s unity and in-
dependence since Stuart
Hall came up with pro-
posals ‘Steps Towards
Peace’ in 1963. If not
directly organised by an
alliance of the Kinnock
Labour leadership team
and Eurocommunists it
bears an uncanny

resemblance to  their
political strategy.

That involves
deliberately obscuring

issues and a defeatist adap-
tation to the ex1s}ence of
the Alliance leading they

et e

hope to a coalition against
Thatcher. Just as that pro-
ject can only bring
political defeat for the
Labour movement, its off-
spring in the peace move-
ment, would only succeed
in destroying the in-
dependence and strength
of CND.

Hinton’s argument
starts from a wrong
premise. Unilateralism did
not suffer a debacle in
1983. It was never tes-
ted. That's because the
Labour leadership quite
deliberately modified the
party’s commitment to
unilaterlism,

Callaghan was most

explicit in

policy. More
was the confusion in-
troduced by Healey over

denouncing
important

putting  Polaris  into
negotiations and the un-
willingness of any section
of the leadership to put
unilateralism and ‘Jobs
not Bombs’ up front in the
campaign.

After one false start at
the 1983 conference when
it unsuccessfully tried to
get unilateralist resolu-
tions remitted, the Kin-
nock leadership is now on
the same pathway. The
document Defence and
Security for Britain passed
overwhelmingly but never

Not much of a welcome for women peace campaigners last weekend

400 Greenham women arrested

FOUR HUNDRED women were arrested when the
Greenham Common airbase was invaded last Satur-
day. Protesting at the siting of cruise missiles, the
women used the action to show the way in which oid
by-laws were being resurrected to make criminals of
anyone who dared oppose the nuclear threat.

A number of women
refused to co-operate with
the police by giving their
names and were sentenced
on Monday to one week in
prison. As the police cap-
tured the women they
locked them in buses in-
side the base from six in
the evening to six the next
morning. The women were

only given soup and bread
to eat.

Police tactics towards
the Greenham women

By Valerie Coultas

have become more brutal,
-Anne Francies, charged
with criminal damage to

the fence at Greenham —
worth £67.75 — was
recently sentenced to one
year’s imprisonment.

The decision to invoke
old by-laws relating to
criminal  trespass in
military  establishments
shows the length the state
will go to to stop the pro-
test against nuclear
weapons.

As Helen John, one of
the women arrested, said:’
‘We are told that weapons
are here to protect us. But
Feople who protest are

acing more and more

ment is actually
to do to escalate

discussed at the 1984 con-
ference is precise on only
three things — no cruise,
no Trident and .
supports NATO
Its formulations in fact
come very close to those of
Hinton. It avoids a clear
unilateralist commitment
on Polaris by calling (a la
Healey ’83) for its inclu-
sion in negotiations and
‘decommissioning’ if they
fail. It calls for discussions
to arrange the removal of
US nuclear bases (defined
by Denzil Davies as only
meaning Poseidon and
F111 — not vital NATO
communications bases).
Like Hinton, the docu-
ment also avoids any com-
mitment to reduce arms
expenditure or on arms
conversion. Its central
weakness is of course to
place its whole programme
within unquestioning
allegiance to the Atlantic
alliance, while proposing
mutual dissolution of
NATO and Warsaw Pacts
as ‘a long-term goal’.
Meantime  ‘non-nuclear
defence within NATO’ —
if necessary involving step-
ping up conventional com-
mitments to the Treaty is
the order of the day.
Hopefully we’ve said
enough above to show that
adoption by CND of Hin-
ton’s proposals would
mean the movement tail-
ending the Labour leader-
ship, Far from providing
the base for CND to make
an independent interven-
tion into the next election
it would reduce it to cheer
leader for the Labour Par-
ty who, if they can
possibly do it, look set to
avoid the (to them) embar-
rassing topic all

legal threats. The govern-
ment is not interested in
protecting people, but

simply  protecting  its
weapons.
‘The only choice facing

us is continuing to con-
front the government.,
When we engage in non-
violent direct action at the
point where the weapons
are sited we bring it home
to people what the govern-
repared
€ arms
race.’

The arms race requires

- Labour

together.

Hopefully CND ac-
tivists will become rapidly
conscious of the need to
defend our mass move-
ment and its strengths and
achievements against the

Hinton project. That
means reasserting the in-
dependence and single

issue character of our cam-
paign. That’s what’s been
responsible for all our suc-
cesses — including please

note, those inside
Labour Party which
changed its  policies

because of the public im-
pact of CND’s mass cam-
paigns.

Commitment to any
«ind of defence charter
removes one of CND’s
central campaigning
planks. We say continually
and correctly that there is

- no ‘Russian threat’ against

which we need defence.

Commitment to the
charter would, despite
Hinton’s arguments to the
contrary, be unacceptable
to that important section
of our movement that
defines itself as pacifist.

Campaigning for non-
nuclear defence means ac-
cepting continued massive
arms expenditure. Nuclear
weapons account for only
14 per cent of defence
spending. Where now
would stand our ‘Jobs not
Bombs’ slogan?

Hinton’s project must
be rejected at every level of
CND. Its effect would be
the destruction of CND as
a mass campaign. 1985’s
conference must reassert
the primacy of the interna-
tional campaigns against
the new generation of
weapons, including Star
Wars and against NATO
and for more consistent
campaigning to show the
links between the counter-
revolutionary wars of im-
perialism globally — most
notably now in Central,
America — and the ever
present threat of nuclear
extmctlon

Only that path will
build a movement capable
of having a decisive effect
on the next election and on
the policies of whatever
government follows it.

not only the building of
weapons but the militaris-
ation of society and the
erosion of democratic
rights. The Greenham
women have been at the
forefropt of exposing this. _
They continue to do
50, and need your support.
® The next London
Greenham aoffice meeting
takes place at Featherstone
House at 7pm on 10 June.
® Send messages of
solidarity to Anne Fran-
HM Prison,
C}ookham Wood, Nr
Rochester, Kent.

TRACEY LTI
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In the Unions

New threat at
Coalville

THE LESSON we learnt at Coalville during the
miners’ strike was that nothing is inevitable. You
don’t have to accept anything that is against the in-
terests of railworkers. We stayed solid right through

the strike, and that spirit is continuing now. The
depot is more united than it’s ever been before.

We've had a significant
success since the end of the
strike. We’ve stalled the
implementation of a
scheme to reduce eleven
posts at the depot even
though our sectional coun-
cil, the London Midland
Region negotiating com-
mittee, agreed to the loss.
We did it by threatening
industrial action, an over-
time ban and a work-to-
rule. The latter would have
been particularly effective
because we now move
more coal than we did
before the miners’ strike.

We've proved the lie
that was put about by
management during the
strike that our support of
the miners would mean
loss of coal tonnage per-
manently. Not only have

we out-stripped their most.

optimistic predictions, the
fact that we’re moving so
much more coal has em-
barassed them.

Threat

Management iried to
divide ASLEF and the
NUR a tactice that worked
during the early days of
he strike. They convened
separate meetings oeliev-
ing that the drivers would
capitulate, but the drivers
have been hardened up v
-he struggle to suppor: the
.ainers.

They immediateiy cail-
2d a Federation meeting in
Coalville, which
from the open meeting cn
4 MNovember 84, was the
frst time such a meeting
~ad taken place. NUR and
ASLEF have never work-
=d closer than we do now,
znd this is a direct resuit of
tne miners’ strike.

apart”

We’re under no illu-
sions that management
will stop trying to reduce
jobs at Coalville and con-
tinue their plan to close the
depot. But the most im-
mediate threat to us now is
the introduction of driver-
only operation and single
manning on freight trains.

By Roy Butlin

As Rail News,
management’s paper said,
now that the 4.89 pay
claim has been agreed,
they want the ‘outstanding
productivity ~ measures’
which affect only one fifth
of the staff’, the train
crews, to be implemented.

The workshop day of
action showed what could
be done by completely
closing down the Scottish
region. One of the main
problems we are going to
have to tackle this year is
the crisis of leadership in
ASLEF and the NUR.

1 agree with Arthur
Scargiil when he said at the
AUEW/TASS conference
that we are now entering a
decisive phase in industrial
relations in general, -and
that the fight is not over
for the miners or anyone
eise.

“We were involved in a
fundamental and principi-
2d struggle with the ruling
class’ and ‘you either take
your stand with the class to
which you belong, or by
your inactivity you give aid
to those who oppose it’ he
said.
I think the rail ie&ders
should take heed of these
words. We want a fighting
union, not a union that
says it is against produc-

tivity and then cave in at
the first opportunity.
Productivity measures

. are designed to make us

pay for the modernisation
of the railway system with
our jobs, and with reduced
wages, which is what a pay
settlement below the rate
of inflation reallv is.

BR management, in-
structed by the Tories, are
using their tried and tested
tactic of divide and rule.
They are paying a bonus to
drivers, power box
signalmen and traffic
supervisers to agree  to
driver-only trains.

We all know how the
bonus system destroyed
the unity of the NUM, and
how  Arthur  Scargill
always took a principled
stand against it. We want
to see the Federation of
ASLEF/NUR take a
similar stand against such

tactics, because if it
doesn’t it will be
destroyed.

There is no alternative
work for guards and
secondmen  either  at
Coalville depot, or in the
Leicestershire aread.

So for us this is a life
and death struggle we
can’t afford to lose.

Plan

Qur experience is not
unique in the Nocrth and
Midlands, and (ke the
miners it’s either put up a
fight or go on the doie.

Productivity is a na-
tional question Zor the rail
anions, a0t jocal o
Coalville, and that's how it
must be fought. Insiead
of NEC members describ-
ing at meetings what unicn
policy on productivity is.
we need a plan of action.
The NEC needs to give
local Departmental Com-
mittees explicit instruc-
tions about how to stop

management forcing pro-
ductivity on us through the
use of Clause 80, a clause
which management use to
assume negotiations have
taken place.

We need a national
strategy to fight produc-
tivity deals, otherwise
depots and workshops will
be picked off one by one.

If productivity deals seem -

to affect only one grade or
one sector then the
workers become isolated
and vulnerable.

This is what happened
last week with the dispute
in London Transport and
the union leadership failed
to overcome the problem.

The NUR sent out a
circular this week saying
that BR- had confirmed
that they would be in-
troducing DOO on the
Eastern Region in October
and in the Strathclyde area
at the end of the year.

Kings Cross and Hit-
chin depots already know
that they are to lose one
hundred guards jobs. The
circular says, ‘be alert to
what managment are do-
ing and keep Unity House
informed.’ But that’s not
enough.

We want a national
campaign throughout the
Federation against pro-
ductivity. We want this
campaign to be taken into
the Labour Party. A
reconvened Guards and
Shunters Conference is
necessary.

We need national tours
of railworkers from depots
and workshops .m-
mediately under threal.

The lobbies of the NUR -

and ASLETF conierences
being put forward by
Kings Cross Neo I brancn
NUR at the Guards and
Shunters Conference this
week snouid alse be back-
ed.

This s what we neea if
we are 10 get the industrial
action that is necessary 10
save railworkers jobs.

Rebuilding on LT

FOLLOWING THE defeat suffered by the rail
unions on both British Rail and London Transport
in 1982 the NUR London Transport District Council
attempted to assess the reasons for that defeat and
map out a way forward to prevent repetitions in the

future.

The recent defeat of
the union when the vast
majority of the member-
ship ignored its call for an
all out indefinite strike
against management’s im-
position of QPO on the
East London, District and
Metropolitan lines, makes
it essential to go .back to
the drawing board once

again.

The post 1982 discus-
sion correctly identified
the nub of the problem.
All currents of opinion
were apgreed that a large
and very dangerous gap
had opened up between
the activists in the union
and the vast majority of
the rank and file. It was
decided to campaign for
an overall policy of op-
position to all job loss and
to establish a shop
stewards network and a
reguiar District Council
bulletin to fight for that
position.

The policy of No Job
Loss was reasonably qui-
ckly established on the
District Council = against
the position of those who
only wanted to fight com-
pulsory redundancies. It
was pointed out that
management does not call
for compulsory redundan-
cies nowadays. Instead
they need ‘job loss’ or
‘reduction of unit costs’.
These only become com-
pulsory redundancies if
the union fights for every
job.

However the fight fora
shop stewards system and
a regular bulletin never got
off the ground. A major
opportunity to launch this
work was missed during
the miners’ strike. There

was a lot of excellent
solidarity work done at the
level of the District Coun-
cil itself. A lot of money
was raised and many
militants were central to
their local miners support
groups. However with a
few exceptions no consis-
tent work was done at the
workplace.

It was ruled out that
the 40 or so activists could
have conjured up a shop
stewards network from
15000 members even over
the 12 months of the
miners’ epic struggle.

Patrick Sikorski NUR
{Personal capacity)

Within this framework
the leaders of ihe rail
umons also failed. While
thev and Slater of the Na-
tional Union of Seamen
did order the non-
movement o7 coal,
massive opportunities o
go onto the offensive in
support of the NUM were
deliberately avoided.
These were around the pay
claims and the victimisa-

tion of the Coalville
railworkers, But while
these  obstacles  were

always going to determine
the overall outcome of the
solidarity battle on rail
more could have been
doneon LT. )

The eventual outcome
of the miners’ strike re-
inforced all the tendencies
the District Council had
identified previously. The
corrosive effect of 4 years
of mass unemployment
and the defeat of the
strongest section of the
British  working class

Why railworkers
must vote Yes

IT'S CARDS on the table time for railworkers. The
Tory Trade Union Act of 1984 says our union must
have a vote by all members as to whether or not we
keep our custom of supporting the Labour Party.
NUR and ASLEF policy is to ask all members to
vote ‘yes’. Why is a ‘yes’ vote right?

First we must know a
little history. In 1899, a
fighting railworker from
Doncaster, Tom Steel, a
member of the
Amalgamated Society of
Railway Servanis (ASRS)
later named the NUR, put
down a resolution for the
1899 TUC Conference.
From this, the Labour
Representation Commit-
tee was set up which even-
tually became the Labour
Party.

The first Labour MP
was ASRS leader Richard
Beil in Derby. The rich
capitalists  were against
this. Twice with the help of
riendly judges they took
cur union to court. in 1%0C
in the Taff Vale case and
1909 with the Cstorne
Judgement, They were iike
someone {rying (o urn
back the waves from a
peach. Our union used its
industriai and politicai
muscie to defeal nese at-

- tacks.

Todav once again our
cnemics are ving 1o
iighten their grip on what
we can and cannot do as
uiion members. The Tory
govenment is & govern-
ment of the rich. it lives

off our labour and has no
right to order us how to
run our union. We decide
what we want to do at our
union branch and at an-
nual conference.

By Dave Russeill, NUR
{personal capacity)

This law is zart and
parcel of a cror of anti-
union ‘aws which at the
stroke of a ‘udge’s pen at-
§ m1gni 10 strike and
nicket. The anicn
ser up oo rhe <AL
o nd nossible
~0 defear “hese rians.

“he NUR ana ASLEF
=r2 drganising a campaign
“aroa 'ves’ vote on the
positicai fund. Posters and
icaflets have been produc-
ed for branches {o use at
work. The provlem with
:his propaganda ‘s thal
there is 100 mucn aoout
what our ;1 MPs are do-
ing. Gf course they are im-
portant and e umon
musi protect them. A ‘5o’
vote would cut their link o
the union. However what

widened the gap between
the activists and the ranks.

The  numbers of
workers who mistakenly
believe that they are safe
and demand a ballot as an
excuse not to struggle
became larger. When the
strike call came it was they
and not the activists who
led the middle ground.

Firstly the majority of
sectional council represen-
tatives and some branch
officials argued against the
District Council policy
over a period of several .
months. Over the years the
Sectional Council system
has rotted the union from
within. 1t must be discard-
ed. If a shop stewards
system is going to be built
on LT the activists will
have to campaign from
now on for their branches -
1o refuse to have anything
10 do with this system of
collaboration with
management.

Secornidly major con-
sessions in the campaign
were made to the leader-
ship of ASLEF in order to
mamntam  unity in  the
Federation for as long as
nossible. This was a wrong
approacn. Its  starting
point was not the develop-
ment of unity from the
ranks upwards coupled
with demands for unity in
struggle on the leaders of
both the NUR and
ASLEF; but was an at-
tempt to have unity bet-
ween those who were go-
ing to fight — the District
Coungcil and NEC
representative of the NUR
and those who weren’t —
the ASLEF District Coun-
c¢il and their NEC
representative.

The problem of . the
Sectional Councils and the
Federation can only be
overcome by getting down

“to the task identified three

years ago of building a
Sh19p stewards system on -
LT. ) .

is missing is leaflets and
posters on what union
members are doing day by
day to defend jobs.

Pay

This years pay claim
had a demand ‘as agreed
by the 1984 conference’
for £100 minimum basic
wage aimed at cutting the
massive overtime worked
in the industry. That claim
was sold out for a
miserable 4,85 per cent.
MPs words do not count
for much when outside
parliament our union is
not backing them with in-
dustrial action.

Our leaders are not
qelping rank and file
fighters to get the message
:0 all railworkers that
politics is not just about
Labour MPs in parlia-
ment. Real politics is the
NUR organising national
industriai action to fight
for our demands. It’s
about taking that strike ac-
ion ¢ members of the
* abour Party getting them
on our picket lines and us
:0 their meetings. Taking
our fight to the masses in
general and  industrial
workers in particular.

in doing this we wouid
bend and shape the

-{.abour Party to our will

and our need for more
nay, jobs and investment.
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Hackney agrees

to set a rate

ANGER ERUPTED last Tuesday when Hackney
Council decided to set a rate. Local trade unionists
and activists occupied the council chamber and,
despite appeals from council leader Hilda Kean,
refused to leave. When the meeting was reconvened
the following day, there was no doubt that the unho-
ly alliance of right-wing Labour with the Liberals
and Tories would pass a cuts budget.

The
outlined by
‘moderate’ Tony
Millwood involve £5
million in ‘negative con-
tingency” — ie unallocated
cuts —- and rely on as yet
unpromised money from
the GLC and the District

spending plans
Labour

- Health authority, together

with the sale of commer-
cial property to finance
current expenditure.

As a result local people
will have to pay an average
£1.63 every week in rates
for the ‘privilege’ of lousy
services.

The worst crime of the
Labour right is their attack
on the living standards of
those who voted them into
office, but they have also
let down the other councils
like Liverpool and
Lambeth who looked to
Hackney as an example. It
is also a slap in the face for
Labour activists who, just

~over a week before, had
reaffirmed the no-rate
‘position at an Annual
Borough Conference. Not
one of the right-wing

councillors had argued
their position, indeed they
voted to re-elect the coun-
cil leadership. Wednes-
day’s vote was truly a
negation of both
democracy and accoun-
tability. Ruth Gee —
Deputy Leader of ILEA —
attempted  to argue,

By Jeanette Findlay
and Chris Bertram

following the sell-out, that
councillors were only
bound by a four-year old
manifesto and by a com-
mitment to ‘the elec-
torate’. Where have you
heard those arguments
before?

The council leadership
has resigned. It is a correct
decision, Hilda Kean and
the other left-wing coun-
cillors — a majority of
Labour group — have
declared that -they will
fight the implementation
of a cuts budget. It is good

Civil and Public Services

that they have done so.
But while the left is united
in its condemnation of the
scabs, many activists feel
nervous about a public
breach in Labour’s unity.
But it is the scabs who have
breached that unity. If
Labour is not to pay the
price it must publicly
break with the right and
fight in an unconditional
alliance with the trade
unions and community
groups to prevent the im-
plementation of cuts. In
this respect, Hilda Kean’s
condemnation of Tues-
day’s occupation gave the
wrong signal. Yes, we will
also replace the scabs, but
it would be both wrong
and counterproductive to
subordinate the struggle
against cuts to the internal
battles of the party.

Many will ask: what
went wrong? In the end
only cross-borough in-
dustrial action could have
defeated rate-capping.
That it did not occur is not
the fault of either local
trade unionists or the left
councillors all of whom
fought bravely and at con-
siderable personal risk.
The left councillors did
lead the campaign in the
boroughs, but it is the
national Labour Party and
trade unions that should
have taken on the respon-
sibility. By refusing to

Association

Conference 85 — halt the
drift to the right

THIS YEARS CPSA conference took place amidst
a major and perhaps irreversible split in the forces of
the left. The dynamics of the split can be traced back
to the '84 conference when the Stalinists and the
Broad Left Labour Group refused to take on
Alistair Graham, ‘new realist’ General Secretary of
the CPSA after the debacle over GCHQ.

Many rank and file ac-
tivists were dismayed when
at last November’s Broad
Left conference there was
a major walk out staged by
the Communist Party and
a section of the Labour
lefts. Their flimsy excuse
for this divisive action was
that the Broad Left had
become dominated by the
Militant. Rather than fight
some of the incorrect
policies of Militant
politically, they chose in
true stalinist fashion to try
and isolate  Militant
bureaucratically. Such a
strategy in a finely balanc-
ed union like the CPSA
was doomed to failure
from the start. The CPSA
has the largest and best
organised right wing of
any union in the country,
and the only way the left
has been able to chalienge

the ‘‘moderates’” was
through unity.
Unity moves were

undertaken to try and
reverse the split, but the
crunch for the hard left
came over this years pay
fiasco. The Broad Left *84
group (as the splitters had
reconstituted themselves)
voted with the right wing
to obey the Tory anti-trade

. union laws. As a result of

the actions of these wret-
ched individuals the pay
fight collapsed, and

thousands of low-paid
civil servants were forced
10 accept a paltry pay rise
of under five per cent.
Conference 85 saw the
two factions of the left
take on clearly different

Howard Fuller CPSA

- {Personal Capacity)

perspectives. Within the

* Official Broad Left, the

Militant has quite clearly
been forced to the left, and
will probably continue to
do so under pressure form
supporter of the ‘“Socialist
Caucus” (an alliance of
the hard left containing
Socialist Action  and
Socialist QOrganiser sup-
porters, but mainly con-
sisting of otherwise non-
aligned activists.) and the
Socialist Workers Party
who have now turned back
to the labour movément.

The Broad Left 84
group took a sharp turn to
the right, presenting a
quite  clear  defeatist
outlook, refusing to even
attempt to mobilise the
membership against Tory
attacks. Indeed most of
their energy was spent in
witch-hunting  Militgy,
paralieling the disgraceful
actions of the Labour
Coordinating Committee

inside the Labour Party.
Indeed BL 84 supporters
ended up voting with the
right wing on a number of
occasions, including sav-
ing Graham’s neck for the
second year running.
Many of the BL 84
leaders are ex revolu-
tionaries themselves,
Micky Duggan (ex SWP)
and Stewart McLellan (ex

IMG) have fallen into the-

trap of becoming entren-
ched in the wunions
bureaucracy and isolated
from the rank and file.
The most obvious sign of
their political degenera-
tion was their attempt to
force through the merger
with the Supervisors union
— the Society of Civil and
Public Servants (SCPS).
Fortunately  conference
had the sense to throw out
this bureaucratic man-
oeuvre which otherwise
would have had detrimen-
tal effects on the lower
civil service grades
represented by the CPSA.
The card vote at con-
ference rejected the terms
of the merger 86,000 to
58,000. Had the issue gone
to the rank and file
membership, the merger
would have been even
more overwhelmingly
defeated. N

This year’s election
results show quite clearly
‘the effects of the split.
With the left vote divided
approximately 50-50, the
right wing regained con-
trol of the NEC. For-
tunately the largest single
section of the union — the
DHSS ~- remained firmly

fight, Kinnock and Willis
gave a green light to the
new and newer realists in
Hackney and elsewhere. It
is Labour voters who will
pay the price.

in the control of the real
Broad Left, with the BL. 84
hanging on to the Scottish
region seats only, The way
forward for the socialists

in the CPSA in the coming

period as a result of the
electoral setbacks, is to
build a fightback at
branch level. Militancy,
particularly in the DHSS
has been on the increase.
The victories in the West
End N10 and Westminster

ILO disputes show that all

is far from lost.

Now is the time for the
hard left in the CPSA to
re-organise, and take ad-
vantage of the state of flux
in the CPSA. The
““‘Socialist Caucus”’ is best
placed to undertake this

- task, and was the only

group to come out of these
events unscathed, The
strategy  of  building
amongst rank and file ac-
tivists must be continued
and an alliance with the
SWP sought in order to
challenge the new right
emerging in BL 84 and
tackle some of the idiosyn-
cratic positions of Militant
whilst defending their
right to organise in the
face of the current witch-
hunt.

® The Socialist Caucus
will shortly be holding a
national conference of it’s
supporters, for further in-
Jormation and a copy of
the Caucus Newsletter
write to the Secretary, 15A
Crescent Road, London
Ei30LU.

company Mercury.

bans and strike action.

The Broad
strategy

THE GOVERNMENT’S
privatise BT brought a response from the
then POEU membership who elected a Broad
Left leadership in 1983. That new leadership
led the wnion into the fight over privatisa-
tion. The selective industrial action crumbled
after the NEC failed to stand firm against a
court injunction ordering the union to stop
industrial action against the private Telecoms

At the time the infamous job security agree-
ment (JSA) was upheld by the courts and the GEC
as the saviour of the Telecom workers. Since that
action the JSA has shown itself to be no more than
a redundancy agreement camouflaged as a
redeployment agreement. Unfortunately while the
membership now recognise the JSA for what it is,
the GEC (Engineering Group Executive Council)
still clings to its remains. )

Since the failure of the privatisation campaign
the NEC has responded to management’s pro-
‘vocations by producing the ‘Broad Strategy’. This
document is well researched and comprehensive
but it has no strategy for saving jobs NOW. The
strategy gives the union’s response to every aspect
of the new profit orientated BT. Its main trusts are
the negotiation of the 32 hour 4 day week spread
over 6 days and the re-nationalisation of BT.

This strategy is shown to be inadequate at best
and misleading at worst. While BT and the PO
take on branches individually the GEC had advis-
ed branches not to take industrial action but in-
stead to wait for the negotiation of the Broad
Strategy. The membership in numerous branches
have ignored this advice and launched overtime

The longer the leadership of the union wait, the
more jobs will be lost. The opportunity at the first
annual conference of the NCU to lay out the fight
for all jobs must not be missed.

intention to

A national strike

to save jobs

- THE THREAT to jobs hangs like a cloud over BT

and PO workers. The NCU conference will be
dominated by the debate on how to fight to save
jobs. Until now the Union has put its faith in the so
called Job Security Agreement, and the Broad
Strategy. The merit in the latter lies in its demands.
However it lacks the means to achieve them.

The NEC campaign on
the Broad Strategy has so
far failed to mobilise the
membership for a fight
against the job losses im-
plicit in the introduction
of new technology the pro-
fit drive and competition.
British Telecom trying to
avoid a national confron-
tation has cleverly used the
uneven nature of profit
centres etc to ¢ out its
strategy of shedding jobs
area by area taking on
Branches piecemeal.,

Ian Willer
Watford Branch NCU

This could leave the
membership demoralised
where the union does not
fight, without achieving
any concessions to the
Broad Strategy, The Na-
tional Executive Council is
in danger of leading the
Union into the same trap
as_ was seen with the
privatisation  campaign,

Error

TWO CORRECTIONS
to interview with Di
Parkin in last week’s
issue. Rent increases of
18 per cent were not in-
cluded in the budget pro-
posed and then passed by
the right-wing. Savings
will be made in the staff-
ing budget but it is not
proposed to make ‘im-
mediate cuts of two

million in staff.”

with further selective ac-
tion leaving those that are
fighting isolated and even-
tually demoralised.

The union must
recognise that the real
fight for jobs is being wag-
ed by individual branches
throughout the country. A
national response is need-
ed and it’s the role of the
National Executive Coun-
cil to campaign within the
union for solidarity with

those branches in the front
line. .

‘This solidarity must be
expressed in terms of
financial support and also
in terms of action. This
will undoubtedly mean an
overtime ban. But the
membership must not be
fed any illusions that
anything other than a na-
tional strike will defend
those branches that are
fighting not only for their
own jobs but everyones’

The NEC must build
for the national strike that
will be necessary to defend
those branches that are
fighting now for jobs. A
decisive fight now will lay
the basis for defending all
jobs in the future.

Conference tackles

the fight for jobs

THIS YEARS National Communications Union
(NCU) conference is being held under the shadow of
the newly Privatised British Telecoms and vicious

government preparations

Postal sevices.

The BT board an-
nounced last year that the
first phase of their job cut-
ting excercise was com-
pleted: 30,000 workers
had left the industry since
1982. In the next years
they wish to accellerate
this wastage.

BT management have
announced their intention
to cut exchange staff by 90
per cent by 1990 and
postal engineers by 50 per
cent in the next two years.
In many areas manage-
ment have declared suplus
staff to meet the budget
requirements. Since the
end of the miners’ strike
management have stepped
up their attacks on the
workforce to test the

-y

for the privatisation of

strength of the union. This
has included naming
surplus  workers and
changing long established
work practices without
consulting the union.
Where the local union has
responded with industrial
action management has
climbed down but the
situation is fast coming to
a head.

Strikes and overtime
bans in Swansea,
Cwmcarn factories,
Bournemouth, British
Telecom International
and Glasgow have shown
the membership is

repared to fight over job
osses. What is needed is a
nati(i:ial g leadership
capable and prepared to
iead that fight,



Everywhere you go, you hear them say,
Parvaiz Khan, him a warrior, warrior!’

THE TRIAL of the Newham 7 finally began on 21
May, over a week late, and will be a key battle for
the black community. Already two demonstrations
in Newham have resulted in over 40 arrests and an
Orgreave style clearance of Plashet Park by the
police. Four pickets outside the Old Bailey have
been arrested, something which never happened in
the six week Newham 8 trial. Is this a resuit of polic-
ing the pits? Or is the state so ashamed of this case
that it must suppress the protests?

In fact ten people not
seven stand in the dock.
Three whites are also
charged to give an ap-
pearance of balance and to
make the police seem
neutral. But the details
show up this farce.

The whites are accused
of attacking a car full of
Asians. The charge is com-
mon assault, the very
lowest offence possible.
Two are also accused of
affray but only in terms of
going on the offensive
when attacked. Clearly the
police expect this charge to
be thrown out early.

The three whites do
however disrupt the unity
of the defence. Even the
prosecution agreed to have
some black people on the
jury, but a racist barrier
‘challenged’ three black
jurors. Usually defence

challenges are done as a
team; here it was impossi-
ble.

The real villains of 7

whole year to arrest them.
In Newham on that after-

-noon two white men and a

white woman carried out a
whole series of attacks on
Asians amounting to an
orgy of psychopathic
violence.

The Newham 7 are ac-
cused for their response to
this murderous threat to
them and their communi-
ty. The charges are affray,
possession of an offensive
weapon, actual bodily
harm, criminal damage
and conspiracy.

This time the prosecu-
tion have to admit that
racist attacks took place.
The jury has heard how
one of the attackers
brought a hammer that
afternoon to use on the
victims. The case is rather
that the Asians should
have waited for police to
catch those responsible.

Already the'police bias

Newham 7 on trial .

Parvaiz Khan, him a warrior

released the same evening
and not charged for three
weeks. Any Asian arrested
was automatically treated
as a suspect and kept over-
night. Can such police be
trusted to protect the
Asian community?

Even in court the
repression continues. On
day two, defendant Par-
vaiz Khan refused to eat a
pork pie for lunch for
religious reasons and ask-
ed for vegetables instead.
All he got from the prison
officers was head injuries
so severe he could not at-
tend court for two days.
Defence lawyers were not
told about this until he ap-
peared in open court half
an hour later.

It seems as though the
state is keen to provoke in-
cidents at every stage of
this complicated trial to
cover up this one sided
prosecution and further
criminalise the black com-
munity.

What is clear however
is that the Newham 7
defence inside and outside
court will put up max-
imum resistance.
® A mass picket took
place of the Old Buailey on
Wednesday 29 May. It is
proposed to hold such
pickets every Monday
after that at 9.30 am. The
next one will be Monday 3

MORE THAN 3000 people marched trough Car-
diff last Saturday in a show of solidarity against life

W

sentences for the killing of taxi driver David Wilkie.
Family and friends of Dean Hancock and
Russell Shankland were joined by Welsh MPs,
miners’ leaders, and pit workers and miners’ wives
from all over the country.
The march to the

Welsh Office was headed
by a huge banner which

in a struggle for jobs and
to build their communities
to provide jobs for the

is clear. Two whites were
arrested carrying poles, yet

June at the Old Bailey.
Nearest tube St Pauls.

E April 1984 are not on trial
at all as it took the police a
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declared ‘We are fighting
for justice’ while other
banners called for ‘Justice
with compassion” and
stated ‘Found  guilty
before their trial’.

At the demonstration
outside the Welsh Office a
letter was handed over for
delivery to Mrs Thatcher.

In the letter, president
of the South Wales NUM,
Mr Emlyn Williams, said
the sentences had left them
‘stunned and dismayed at
what is overwhelmingly
viewed as a gross miscar-
riage of justice.’

The rally was address-
ed by Bedwas councillor
Mr Ray Davies, Rhondda
MP Ted Rowlands, na-

tional NUM women’s
organiser Bett
Heathfield, and Sout
Wales NUM president

Emlyn Williams.

Councillor Ray Davies
called the rally, the march
had only been organised a
week ago. He drew
massive cheers when he
deciared ‘Our boys are not
murderers.

‘The 1two boys who
were jailed were involved

next generation, but That-
cher’s picketing laws put
an obstruction in their
way’, Mr Davies said.

By Graham Atwell

He said the police
denied pickets their liber-
ties by refusing them per-
mission to talk to the
working miners.

‘Out of these incidents
grew frustration and the
incident at Rhymney
Bridge was a direct result
of that frustration. And
what happened to Dean
and Russell could have
happened to me and any
two of you’, he told the
crowd to great applause.

‘If Thatcher and the
police think that after this
demonstration we will go
away and keep our mouths
shut they will have another
think -coming, because
there will be two cam-
paigns. One through the
courts, and the second to
mount a nationwide cam-
paign to have Dean and
Russell freed. If our cam-
paign through the courts
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fails we want the next
Labour government to
grant the boys a pardon.’

The campaign to free
the Rhymney miners, and
last week’s demonstration
and rally, have provided
an immense boost for the
miners and the solidarity
movement  in South
Wales,

Socialist Action supporters in rail have
duced a pamphlet called ‘Railworkers and
Miners’, the story of Coalville during the
1984/5 miners’ strike. It costs 50 pence per
copy and is available from Socialist Action,
PO Box 50, London N1 2XP. '

Valley miners’ . support
committee, The rapid
growth in support, and the
spontaneous walk-outs, at
Merthyr Vale and Oakdale
collieries, have forced the
NUM and Labour Party
leaderships off the fence.
This week the South Wales
NUM added their suport
and Ebbw Vale MP
Michael Foot called for




