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LAST TUESDAY the Tories
issued the most reactionary
election manifesto put forward
by any major party this cen-
tury. It promised:

® to end council housing by
breaking up existing estates and, in
practice, prevent councils building
new homes;

@ to break up the state education
system by allowing the best schools
to declare UDI from the local
system and become private;

® to consolidate existing gram-
mar schools;

® to abolish unemployment
benefit for those under 18;

® to sell off the remaining na-
tionalised industries — in par-

ticular electricity and water;

® to replace rates on property by
a regressive and reactionary poll
tax — a form of taxation last used
in the seventeenth century;

® by these and other means to
end any effective powers of local
government.

® to introduce a scabs charter
which will allow people to refuse
to participate in a strike even if the
majority voted in favour;

® throughout its 77 pages to put
forward a programme that would
‘eliminate for ever’ socialism in
this country.

This manifesto sets the agenda
for what this election is about. It is
not about the manifesto produced
by the Labour leadership — which
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is more right wing than even the

worst expectation of many party
members. It is not about the
policies of an SDP-Liberal
Alliance whose sole real demand is
that Thatcherism ceases to put for-
ward so brazenly its brutality —
and whose leaders have declared,
in advance, their willingness to
form a coalition even with That-
cher.

What this election is about is a
government which is setting out to
demolish every progressive gain
the labour movement has made —
and which has, in this manifesto,
announced this more openly than
ever before.

The task of the labour move-
ment in the next three weeks is sim-

Inside

ple. It is to stop that government,
and its policies, in the only way
that can be achieved on 11 June —
by veoting Labour and electing a
Labour government.

That doesn’t mean letting up
the fight against Neil Kinnock, his
policies, and what he has done. It
doesn’t mean having any illusions
about what a Labour government
would do. It means one simple
thing. Getting out every Labour
vote on 11 June. Between now and
then in every struggle, on every
demonstration, and on every
doorstep persuading people that
on polling day they have the op-
portunity to turn out the most
reactionary government this cen-
tury. If you don’t understand why
then buy the Tory election
manifesto and read it.
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® Kinnock’s record, pages 6 & 7
® South Africa, page 9

® Ireland, page 5

® True blue Alliance, page 3
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The only choice
is a Labour vote

ITIS fortunate that ninety per cent of those
likely to vote Labour will never read the

party’s 1987 manifesto. Because if they did

so carefully, and think about its implica-

tions, it would seem as one of the most in-

credible documents ever put before the

electorate.

It was summed up when campaign coor-

" dinator Bryan Gould appeared on the one o'clock

radio news on the day the manifesto was

“launched. It was pointed out that the document
was actually now ambiguous on its most famous

pledge — to reduce unemployment by one

million in two years. It appeared that more than

one quarter of the ‘reduction’ in unemployment

would be -accounted for by taking people into

training schemes — with no guarantee that they

|  would get a job at the end.

Gould had to' admit that this was trué. That

Labour was no fonger even pledged to get a
~ million off the dole and into real jobs. R

" This is the same on each major issue. Retreat
has followed retreat. |

® As we show on this page Labour's most

radical policy, unilateral nuclear disarmament,
has been watered down to the point where it has

now virtually disappeared. Gould was careful to
avoid even using the words ‘unilateralism’ when

interviewed on radio.

® Any commitment to remove nuclear power
has been eliminated. Instead the manifesto
simply states that Labour will introduce a policy
of ‘gradually diminishing Britain's dependence
upon nuclear energy’ — by what time, and to
what degree, is never stated.

e No figure whatever is given for what would be

the level set for the national minimum wage

which Labour would introduce. o

® The Ministry for Women, the one radical
measure in central government organisation

promised by Labour, is tucked away on page 13

of the manifesto — unlike the Alliance which puts
forward its policies on women's rights as the se-

~cond item of i.ts manifesto.

If you were to judge it by its manifesto, you
would have to conclude that Labour were a
rather right wing party with still — despite the
best attempts at concealment — a peculiarly
anti-nuclear ‘defence’ policy. Just why the
Tories, and Alliance, are getting so worked up
about the ‘looney left’, and the socialist threat,
would be hard to work out.

But the one thing the Labour Party cannot
avoid being is itself. What is significant about

Labour is not what it is pledged to but what it is -

based on. Because to carry through rheir policies
the Tories, and the Alliance, would have to break

every organisation on which the Labour Partyis

based. They would have to break the trade
unions, to break local government, to break the
tradition of voting for a party based on a free and
independent labour movement.

And inside those organisations today are con-
centrated every major force that stands for pro-
gress, freedom, and finally socialism, in Britain.

That is what that vote is about on 11 June. it
is not about Neil Kinnock. Or the lamentable and
right wing manifesto he has produced. it is.about

the long term development of socialism in Bri-
tain. It is because there is no way to socialism in
Britain which goes through seeing Labour's vote
chopped down by parties to its right. There isno.

way to socialism in Britain which does not
consist in strengthening, rather than

weakening, the major organisations of the -

labour movement.

. Thatcher hates Labour not for what it does
but for what it is — the one mass party of the
working class in Britain today. That is why she
wants to defeat it. That is why today every
socialist in Britain should be inside it. That is
why on 11 June, without equivocation, they
should vote for it. ' I

WHEN LABOUR’s manifesto was published on

~ Tuesday 19 May unconditional nuclear disarma-

ment in the lifetime of a Labour government was

definitely 7ot among the party’s pledges for the 1987

general election. Instead the leadership only under-
takes that if the US-Soviet Euromissiles talks break

down Labour will ‘inform’ the USA of its ‘wish’ to

remove cruise missiles from Britain. Whilst
reiterating the commitment to scrap Polaris and
cancel Trident, the manifesto contains no mention
of getting rid of US nuclear bases. In line with the
launch of Labour’s defence campaign last

" December, what does remain of nuclear disarma-
‘ment policy is firmly set in a pro-US, pro-NATO
 context. But, while Labour is retreating on one of its
few remaining progressive policies, Margaret That-
cher is cashing in on the climate created by the Gor-
‘bachev proposals, claiming she supports a ‘zero-

zero option’. CAROL TURNER reports on how the
right have sabotaged Labour’s nuclear disarmament
policies. | |
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AN ‘Advice Note’ issued
by Walworth Road on 11

- April warned prospective
- parliamentary candidates:

“The forthcoming general
election campaign will see
all kinds of broad non-
party political pressure

‘groups attempting to in-

fluence or win support for
their policies from Labour

candidates. It will also see

our political opponents,
particularly the Conser-
vative and SDP-Liberal
Parties attempting to
smear the Labour Party by
implying that we have no
policy of our own, but
have simply been ‘‘cap-
tured’’ by this or that par-

~ ticular pressure group Or

campaign. :
‘One of the most 1im-

portant issues where there

will be considerable pres-
sure group activity and in-
terest will be defence. The
most active and largest
pressure group here is the
Campaign for - Nuclear
Disarmament.’ \

CND will ‘attempt to
win commitments on par-
ticular issues from Labour
candidates’ Walworth
Road warns. ‘It is likely
that some of these com-
mitments will be contrary
to agreed Labour Party
policy.’ B

Support
In conclusion, can-

] are offered the
‘stricture: It is not CND

.policy to support or en-

dorse Labour candidates.
Nor is it Labour Party
policy to seek such en-
dorsement.’
Predictably, the
Labour leadership intends
to put the maximum
distance between itself and
the nuclear disarmament
‘'movement during the elec-
tion campaign. But who
does the Labour Party
leadership imagine it will
win votes from if not the
hundreds of thousands of
nuclear disarmers across
the country? |
In fact, among the
summary of party policies
listed in the ‘Advice Note’,
the policy directorate who

issued it are forced into a -

downright lie in order to
put across the leadership’s
inew line. The section on
.{US bases in Britain reads:
©  ‘Labour will continue
to provide bases and com-
munications facilities for
US conventional forces to
assist in the defence of

'Europe and our North

' American allies. We wish
't0.  remove nuclear

- facilities.
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weapons from the bases.

CND wants to close g/l US

bases and communications
This proposal

has been consistently

defeated at Labour Party

conferences.’ (original em-
phasis) .
By an overwhelming

‘majority at the 1983 and
~each subsequent annual"

conference, Labour’s
policy has been to ‘uncon-
ditionally remove all ex-
isting nuclear weapons and
bases ... within the life-
time of the next Labour
government’  (composite
resolution 40, 1983). -

Votes

Issued one month 1n
advance of the Clause V
meeting which decided the
manifesto, the ‘Advice
Note’ is, however, in line
with its contents. With on-
ly six votes against, the

Clause V meeting of Tues-

day 12 May which was
jointly held between the

Labour NEC and shadow
-cabinet rejected any men-

tion of removing US
nuclear bases.

-~ Back-tracking -on nuc-
lear bases began in earnest

at last year’s annual con-
ference. In his Tuesday ad-

dress to conference, Neil
Kinnock listed only four
that Labour would close

- down. -
| The pre-election rally
atmosphere created iIn

Blackpool meant that the
majority of delegates were
prepared to acquiesce. By
the launch of the Labour
defence campaign on 10
December 1986, all men-
tion of the nuclear bases
had gone from the policy

document, The Power To |

Defend Our Country.

The second stage of

ditching unilateral nuclear

disarmament came more

recently, on the eve of Neil
Kinnock’s ill-fated visit to
the USA. In response to
the Soviet proposals to get
rid of medium-range
nuclear missiles in Europe
which were then on the
table, Kinnock said that
Labour would delay retur-

ning cruise pending the

outcome of such talks.

~ Created

" Thus the Labour

leadership has not only

-dropped removal of US
nuclear bases but has also
created a deliberate am-

‘biguity on whether or not

all nuclear weapons would

go in the lifetime of a

Labour government. __To
reinforce the point, im-

A LE B T P

mediately after Kinnock’s
trip to the White House,
‘Denis Healey told the
press that claims from
Washington ‘that Neil
Kinnock put forward a
policy of unilateral nuclear
disarmament were com-
pletely untrue’ - -~
‘Since the launch of
Labour’s Modern Britain
in a Modern World cam-
paign at the end of last
year, Healey has become
the chief Labour spokes-
person on the nuclear
disarmament issue. His
opposition to unilateral
nuclear disarmament has
been well-known for many
years. Choosing him as
Labour’s spokesperson in
the election campaign can
only be taken as another
sign that the
leadership simply isn’t
"serious about uncondi-
tional nuclear disarma-

ment. -

Healey has
begun the spade work
which the right intends to
bury unilateralism with. In
the first article in the New
Statesman’s recent defen-
ce series, ‘The dream of
world society’, Healey ex-
plained that the changing
situation heralded by the

Euromissiles talks meant

multilateralism and
unilateralism were ‘worn-
out slogans’. He argued
for a ‘nuclear freeze
butressed by a comprehen-
sive ban on nuclear tests’.

A Guardian article of 4
April further reported that
Healey had written for the
USA Foreign Affairs jour-
nal that: ‘In seeking the
withdrawal of American

nuclear weapons from Bri-

tain we shall not act
unilaterally ... > and that
withdrawal ‘would have

speech,

Labour

already

no limit though we would
expect to conclude them
well within our first term.’

Healey reiterated this
line in one of the first ma-
jor Labour speeches of the
election campaign. Speak-
ing in London on Saturday
16 May, he repeated that

Labour would set no time
scale on discussion with
the USA. A Labour
government would ‘put to
the United States a cast-
iron case for removing its
own
from Britain’. |

This is a far cry from

‘the position of 1983 that:
~ “Conference recognises the

need to discuss the im-
plementation of this pro-

gramme with our allies,

~ but stresses that this will
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- not weaken our commit-
.ment to, or our timetable
‘in, securing a non-nuclear
- defence strategy for Bri-
tain within the lifetime of
the next Labour govern-
‘ment.’

The day after Healey’s
the . Observer
published an ‘exclusive’
story on the Tory smear
campaign against Labour
and against CND 1n the
1983 general election. The

evidence comes from one
of the Secret Society TV
- series (which originally in-
cluded the Zircon film,

now banned), the screen-

- ing of which was suppress-

ed because of the election.

The Observer quotes

Piers Wooley, a former

Tory Party official, who
said: ‘At the time, nuclear

issues were regarded as
possibly quite a large pro-
blem as far as the election
was concerned ... the par-

ty was worried that the

momentum CND and the

 Labour Party had gained
-would accelerate.’ -

With a manifesto that
completely downplays
nuclear disarmament, and
with Denis

of the election campaign,

‘there is no fear of the

Labour Party harnessing
such powerful support in
1987. On the contrary, it is
Margaret Thatcher who
has so far captured the
high ground on the
Euromissiles talks, with
her fake commitment {0 a
‘zero-zero’ option.

-Fiasco

Until now the Labour
Party has been seen as the
only party in . Britain
capable of forming a
government that would
scrap nuclear weapons and
the rest of the nuclear
-paraphenalia in this coun-
try. The Labour leader-
ship’s abject failure to
mount an up-front cam-
paign since the fiasco of

1983 has inevitably led the

party to the position of to-

- day whereby nuclear disar-

mament commitments
have been rendered well
and truly ambiguous.

The net effect of this
“will be a drop in Labour’s
vote, not an increase.

Within the party, it is
those who most trenchant-
ly opposed nuclear disar-
mament policy who have

now captured control of
that policy. They have

done so not by mounting a
frontal attack on what has
been an overwhelmingly
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" ment in the lifetime of oné

" pening the so-called soft

- were prepared to welcom

- tongues’.

~ itself does not compf

- whatsoever.”

Healey as
. Labour spokesperson on
the issue for the duration

popular demand in: :tHe:

Labour Party foruncondi=
tional- nuclear :disarma-

parliament, but by works
ing behind the scenes 4o
undermine that position..

Whilst that was -hape

left: maintained . af€
agnostic silence = which
allowed greater - and
greater ‘reinterpretation®’

of policy. In practice they
supported the right wilg
offensive. By the time the.
defence campaign = was
launched last Decembér;
the majority of the softh

it. - ' CT
The LCC-sponsol
Chartist magazine. &
nounced that “on the {ef
Tribune on "2 ipg usry
Nigel Williamson - wert
further: ‘The campaigh

Labour’s ~ non-nuglear
defence policy in-any way

Nt e
PR

‘He  concluded:: -*Sa
another myth  bités ¢
dust. Professional  publi¢
relations is .not aboift
diluting policies. It is pure-
ly and simply about
packaging and presenting
those policies in the way
which is going to convincs
the maximum number :of
people.’

| gl
Commit

_ Unilateral ~ nuclea
disarmament is one of th

[ "N
o

most important  policie

o e

ever adopted by a Labou
conference. Its . implica
tions go further than:th
question of  nuclea
weapons, as can be seg
from the opposite point
view from Laboug
defence campaign in th
election. S

‘They are fundament?
to all questions @
Labour’s foreign policy
The Labour leadership ha
dropped any clear commil
ment to get rid of ‘a

-

=

nuclear weapons because:
has chosen to nail its co
ours to the NATO mas!
Labour’s defence can
.paign is incoherent an

~ lacks credibility among th
~electorate  because: .-
simultaneously = propost
‘nuclear disarmament g4
goes along with cold "wg
rhetoric. =~ - ¥
Labour Party membe
have the full authority:«
conference to fight: ¢
unilateral nuclear disarnx
ment in the election caf

-

paign, against its. abs

-

" They should use it;
» X ; ’*-" o - ‘.:"4*
SRR TR B PO B R A S




2 AR - —ro— e N Gt ot o g —— = A [ ] - N t . @l L e Y -~ i PN . -
. e Py iy A g Nl e prigChaliiyrcy Rt P . B - - Rkl e e G 4 A S aah o e e . Lttt e EE RO+ LR I N T oy AL " ey eat 2 Tat e Tt b -
AR i I T N AT IR AT Sy I, PR TRTS S, -l WS A - Tl L s ALY Y T I E N A R A B . IR L A Ch el B0 Do m 0, e o2 e PSR S oL PU R PR N et Dl A e B P T S L L) ) T e e S N T A A S P Sl O A - SV S-S v P P 3 AU P PP L S S M DA - PR Diul g
n 7 o — - —— o . ~ e T g - T .. L p— TR AR ~- - = 0 P — = e N . DO X X . e e, T . o e M 2 g T T PO T ——— o -~

Socialist Action 22 May 1987 3

+ . IN . THE last months extraordinary attempts have
=~ -been-made to portray the SDP-Liberal Alliance as a
2. progressive anti-Tory force. The May Marxism To-
~";..;f-f:_;~;_*-'lfday -announced in one of its key articles: ‘The
- :Alliance is seen as untouchable by many on the left.
<~ Martin Kettle suggests that, on the contrary, it must

| be seen as part of the left.’

. The Guard:an for
~whom Kettle is a leader
- -writer, has been pursuing a
-+ similar line. It declared in
Sots editorial of 19 May that
-~ - - in-the manifesto they have
7. put forward for the 1987
s __Telectlon the Alliance: ‘ful-
-, ly justify the ... claim, far
« . too glibly dismissed from
0 the left to be just what it
. says — a real party of
_~rad1cal reform ... it is ab-
- - surd to claim that Labour
- now has any monopoly of
SN -,radlcal reforming policies.
- ;. the Alliance can fairly
clalm to be a party of the
B reformmg centre-left.’
= - A similar line is pushed
.- 'b Stuart Weir, who was
| nghtl forced to resign as
| ~.editor of New Socialist for
-, promoting tactical voting,
.. _-and by Frank Field — who
7~ has also called for tactical
;. voting.
- - What is astonishing
- about such views is that
% they almost never discuss
j_.-the ‘Alliance’s  actual
=~ policies — or if they do it is
= with extreme selectivity.
" The Kettle piece in Marx-
 ism Today, for example,
" did not quote a single
7 policy - statement of the
Alliance. However,

2. anyone who wants to

=+ -judge the Alliance now has
~:.no’" excuse not to be in-
-~ formed. The publication
=+ " of the Alliance’s 1987 elec-
“-" . tion manifesto gives ample
-opportunity to study 1its

.. policies in detail.
- The first striking, and
.. highly publicised, new

-2 feature of the manifesto is

= the strong and unam-
..+, biguous backing given by
Ly the Alliance to privatisa-
2 tion, It states: ‘We oppos-
~. ed the privatisation of
.~ British Gas and British
““" Telecom — although we
' would not reverse it ... We
.supported the prlvatlsa-
2. - tion of Rolls Royce ... We
i welcome - the fact that
“-.~ DBritish _Steel 1is now

L Operatmg profitably. We
"~ believe it should be retain-
“ ed as a single entity to
v withstand  international
. competition and should be
- considered for privatisa-
tion.’

Women

N The manifesto goes
-+ - still further in its detail.
- Tony Blair, Labour front
bench spokesperson has
pointed out that the
Alliance’s programime
assumes that £15 billion
- would be made in the next
- five years through the sale
of state assets. In answer
~ to questions from the In-
" dependent last Monday,
~-- the Alliance admitted that
" this £15 billion would in-
-+ clude revenue raised from
.= - council house sales, from.
' the sale of Rolls Royce,
‘from the sale of shares in
- British Petroleum, and as
much as £9 billion from
‘the ‘remaining stages’ of
- privatising British Gas and
. .. British Telecom. When
<+ - asked whether this meant
. the Alliance would sell the
..~ ‘remaining 49 per cent
cwtogovernment  stake  in
g -,_.,;f-.e_f:‘Brmsh Telecom it replled
‘ ' ‘That 1s one option’.
-4 . The Alliance also made
<elear the existing pro-

- should

gramme Qf prlvansatlon e

would be carried through.
Companies in the public
sector, and those ‘in com-
petitive  environments’,
could become future can-
didates for privatisation.

- Ian Wrigglesworth,
‘Alliance €Conomics
spokesperson, - repeated
the position on privatising
British Steel on BBC
television’s
Next Week: ‘British Steel
... that’s something we
look at for
privatisation because it is a
highly competitive sphere,
and could operate very ef-
fectively ... in the private
sector ... I see no reason
why it shouldn’t go into
the private sector.’

By Dick Carter

‘The second key feature
of the Alliance manifesto
is its position on the trade
unions. This is presented
very coyly but precisely.
The manifesto states that
the Alliance have: ‘taken
the lead in promoting the
extension of postal ballots
and internal elections and
have vigorously opposed
pre-entry closed shops ...
We will also encourage the
establishment of freely
negotiated strike-free
agreements especially in
the provision of essential
pubhc services.’

In its conclusion the

-mamfesto rather cryptical-

ly attacks Labour and even
the Tories, for having:
“‘voted ... against some of
the measures to put trades
unions fully under the con-
trol of their members.’
What this means In
practice is simple. The
Alliance have voted for

~every single piece of anti-

trade union legislation put
forward by the Thatcher
government. Indeed they
have attacked the Tories

for not being sufficiently

anti-union.

The first ‘Green Paper’
produced by the SDP on
trade unions, In 1982,

specifically crmmsed the

Tories for not ending the
system of ‘contracting out’
of the political ‘levy. The
SDP demanded the rein-
troduction of the ‘contrac-
ting in’ system first impos-
ed by the notcsious 1927
Trades Disputes Act —
and repealed by the 1945
Labour government.
During the miners

strike Owen consistently

attacked Thatcher for be-
ing ‘too soft’ towards the
‘NUM and the unions. On
8 July 1984, several mon-
ths  before Thatcher
resorted to the courts, he
declared for example:
‘Why should NUM funds
which, if civil law had been
invoked could now be
under severe threat be left
untouched?’

The Alliance manifesto
makes it clear that every
piece of anti-trade union
legislation passed by the
Thatcher government
would remain on the
books and, judging by
these previous statements,
further anti-union laws
will be introduced.

If we turn from the'

-core of the Alliance

manifesto,

" e ».V! -llnnnul/-*:.

This Week,

which . is.

carefully tucked away on

its middle pages, it 1is
worth looking at how the
Alliance wants 40 project
itself.

Here there is no doubt
the subjects it wants to be
associated with. The first
subject the manifesto deals
with is its plans for the

‘reform’ of government —
establishing a Scottish
Assembly, creating a
Welsh Senedd (senate),
setting up regional
assemblies, passing a Bill
of Rights and Freedom of
Information Act, and in-
troducing propomonal
representation. The se-
cond area dealt with in
depth, given treatment not

only in a separate section

but throughout © the
manifesto, 1is Alliance
policies on women.

Assemblies

The party - of
democratic  government
and the party who are for
women, that is the way the
Alliance wants to project
itself. But if you examine
the small print the real
nature of the Alhance
policies come out clearly.

The treatment of
women in the Alliance
manifesto vastly exceeds
that in Labour’s — to the
shame of the Labour Par-

ty. It also contains a
that

_ Labour does not — and

specific pledge

- will

- 'women

which Labour should im-

mediately adapt. This is the
promise that the Alliance
introduce: ‘equal
representation of women
on all appointed bodies
within a decade.’

- But examine what the
manifesto does not say
and you find that most,
not all, of the Alliance’s
policies for women are
directed towards a narrow
layer of higher paid, pro-
fessional women. The ab-
solutely key demand for
workers, who
make up the bulk of the
low paid, is the introduc-
tion of a national
minimum wage. But his,
promoted  inadequately
by Labour, is specifically
excluded from the Alliance
manifesto. Equally the
Alliance refuses to pledge
that temporary and part
time workers, who are
overwhelmmgly women,
would be
rights as full time and per-
manent workers.

Women would also be
drastically hit by the
Alliances’s support for
privatisation. The Alliance
refuses to state it would
halt the Tory programme
of privatisation in local
services: and health —
areas which particularly
affect women workers.

But, despite the many

other changes in govern-
ment it

‘Alliance does not propose

Proposes,

" Welsh

given the same

‘of wvast

the .

to establish a ministry for
women.

Turning to the other
policies it prioritises, the
Alliance puts forward pro--
posals for a Scottish
Assembly — the establish-
ment of which is to be sup-
ported. It also proposes a
assembly.  and
regional assemblies in
England. but the real core
of the Alliance proposals
on local government
comes when 1t explains
that the key issue is the in-
troduction of proportional
representation into local
government. This  is
argued on such grounds as
‘proportional - representa-
tion for local government
would stop unrepresen-
tative extremists from con-
trolling police authorities.
More generally, in the very
first section of the Alliance
manifesto, it is declared
that proportional
representation in local
government: ‘is the real
answer to the abuse of
power by the Town Hall
extremists.’

Laws

In short the Alliance is
saying ‘the Tory way of
dealing with left wing
Labour local authorities is
foolish. We propose to
defeat them by other
means.’

On proportional
representation itself - the
Alliance adheres strictly to
one of the
undemocratic  of  all
systems — the single
transferable vote. This
means the establishment
constituencies,
with five or six MPs, in
which any democratic con-
trol of MPs is impossible.

'_To ether. with state fun-
xdmg for political parties it |
is another of the ways that |

the Alliance aims to break
the trade union links with
Labour — as well as
smashing any democratic
control by Labour Party
members over. the actions
of thelr MPs in parha-
ment.

Finally
pledged to  maintain
private education and
private health care.

The core of the
Alliance manifesto . 1is
therefore clear. It would

“maintain and strengthen

the laws against the unions
and the privatisation of
the economy — the key
structural changes brought
about by Thatcher. It
would seek to improve the
situation of a small layer

the Alliance 1S

of women while doing
nothing for the great ma-
jority of women In our
society. It would seek to
establish a system of
government which would
attempt to prevent Labour
gaining a majority and
weaken the control of the
labour movement over its
elected representatwes

It 1s, in short, a
manifesto for maintaining
Thatcherism, not for over-
turning it.

Anyone who believes
that the Alliance is. an
‘anti-Thatcher’.  force
should simply read the
Alliance manifesto. That
would end all the hot air
coming from the ‘tactical
voting’ lobby.

most

. " . . .
~— e el P

New issue of Campaign
Group News out. Tony
Benn against ‘tactical
voting’,” Linda Bellos on
the new witch hunt against
the Black Section, Dennis

Skinner on MIS.

43p, including postage,
from Campaign Group of
MPs, c¢/o0 Bob Clay MP,
House of Commons, Lon-
don S WIA OAA.
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In Brie

THIS WEEK Neil Kinnock will launch Labour’s elec-

tion campaign at a major rally in Birmingham. The
- | choice of venue is not accidental. In this election, as in
every previous one, the fate of the Midlands seats is
crucial to the outcome. Labour will be defending four
seats where they have majorities of less than 1000; and
there are several more that they need to win if they are

LLL announces Labour

executive slate

LABOUR LEFT
Liaison (LLL), the

~ all the more hypocntlcal |
- given their alleged
support for the

T REEEVEOX THRWE g TV TTRRTERe TR 27T AT St R e T eT T T AT BT s e T e v e 0 3 S

umbrella organisation
of the left wing of the
Labour Party has
announced its slate
for the 1987 National
Executive Committee
of the Labour Party.

The slate is —CLP
section: Diane Abbott,
Tony Benn, Eric
Heffer, Ken
vamgstone Jo

" Richardson, Dennis
Sklnner Audrey Wise;

demands of the
Women’s Action
Committee and Black
Section within the

_Labour Party. Meacher
voted for the original

March NEC resolution

- attacking Black Sections

and Blunkett and
Meacher both voted for

‘the removal of Sharon
-Atkin as a
parliamentary candldate
~ — Blunkett playin %1
~ prominent role in the
_campaign against her.

‘well. In

to form a government.

But all is not well in Bir-
mingham or the West
Mldlands In this month’s
district council elections
Labour lost seats in Birm-
ingham, Dudley, Walsall,
Wolverhampton and Sand-
. Birmingham,
Labour’s vote fell by 12 000
while the Tory and Alliance

votes increased by 40,000

and 6,000 respectively.

The result was five
Labour losses to the Tories,

tions and equal oppor-
tunities committees despite
opposition from a
300-strong picket outside.
The message to the elec-

By Mick_ArCher

torate was clear: 'fightin'g
for the rights of women,

blacks and gays was not
“popular with many Labour
voters so _committees and

women’s section: < Robin Cook has.an “although the Tories lost two individuals identified with
IBdezlllr ogsargt()ggcl\lzett nil;;gda ~article in last week’s | seats to the Alliance  that fighthadtogo. L g
Ann Pettifor, Cl)are Tribune putting forward . | elsewhere. It was results like In reality though that CEae g
Short; treasurer: Gavin his candidature for the these that spurred Thatcher. explanation simply doesn t - .
Strang. NEC. He doesn’t even into going for a June poll.. = hold up. Of course, there -
g The Labour mention women or - | The explanatlon for all are people who consider
? Coordinatin Black Sections. _:,thls from Labour’s right themselves  socialists who -
: Committee (iCC) has . As lemgstone ~ wing was predictable. Faced can’t see what issues like .
. also decided its slate for ~ wrote in Tribune: ‘The | with the results on national = these havetodowithclass’ b+ =
| the constituency section: ~LCC should ask itself - television - John Spellar, politics — and, of course;, =
;- Diane Abbott, David why it continues to give PPC for Birmin ham Nor- Labour in Birmingham has =~ =
; Blunkett, Robin Cook, priority to work on thfield, claimed the real ~ done lttle or. nothmg to. - o o =~ . | Y s
.r Ken Livingstone, ~ women and black issues | issues had been obscured by  argue the opposite case. But different areas of thecity. In . — in a context of increasing = record on ‘basic facilities wf &
i ‘Michael Meacher, Jo ~ while votmg for those | rows over the Black Section - the issues confrontlng - _the - Birmingham Core cuts in government grants. reminding Ridley that: ‘Gf ot

| Ruddock shou
1 because: ‘that is the best

Richardson, Audrey
Wise. -
‘The dlfference

en Livingstone,
who refused to be on
the LCC slate despite
their nomination,
revealed in last week’s
- Tribune that LCC

who do not.’ _
The reason is that

- for the LCC supporting

Last year the rlght
wing gave strong

‘support to LCC

candidates. The
‘Forward Labour’
organisation called for

- Knowles,

and gay rights; while Dick

the Birmingham Labour

Group AGM on 12 May a

1 frenzned right wing removed

everyone even remotely

associated with the Sum-

merfield Group from their

eader of Birm-
ingham’s Labour Group,

workmg class people in Bir-

mingham and the West
Mldlands are more im- .

- 1986 compared with a na-
tional average of 11.7 per

cent. The city also boasts
the highest proportlon of
long-term unemployed in
Britain with a quarter of its

Area, which covers many
inner-city
average rate of unemploy-

black population and it is

deprivation that they suffer

“which has fueled the strug-

gle inside the local Labour

~ Party for stronger action on

issues of race.

This situation is placing

wards, the

Since it took power in 1984
the response of the Labour
group has been to maintain

first year) and creative ac-

employment opportunities
to the crisis ridden
manufacturing sector. The
bid for the 1992 Olympics
and a £120 million conven-
tion centre are the fruits of

the 36 metropohtan hous- :

ing authorities Birmi
has the second highest pro-

?ﬁé}*é%%‘};hfs tt\ggtstlﬁées, the demands of women | blamed the poor results on- ~mediate than that. ment is 34 per cent. Notsur-  the level of provision portion of population in'
| LCC is trying to knock and black people within the adverse publicity given Foremost  amongst prisingly many of these  through massive rate in-  overcrowded dwellings, the
1 Tony Benn and Dennis the party is just a fig to left wing extremists. them are unemployment ‘'wards have a substantial  creases (47 per cent in its fourth highest proportlon

in accommodation whichis -

& Skinner off the NEC leaf for hiding its real These attacks on. the - and poverty. Unemploy-
_ and prevent Eric Heffer goal — which is to Labour left turned out to be ment in Birmingham was the  disproportionate  counting, while attempting  not self-contained, and the
| being re-elected. attack the left. ‘more than mere words. At~ 20.8 per cent in October ‘unemployment and to build up alternative  seventh highest proportlon

without a bath/ wc.’

It i1s these condltions, .

and the failure of the local
Labour council to convince
people that they have .an::

members sought to votes for Blunkett,- | posts of chairs and vice: claimants out of work for enormous pressure on the this strategic approach. alternative to them, whlch
persuade Joan Ruddock Meacher, and Ruddock | chairs  of council ~ over three years.© ~ Labour controlled local "Meanwhile in  its are the real roots of
to run to take away This year the right wing committees. - However, even these authority — partlcularly its’ ~ pleading with central Labour’s problems in Blrm-

- votes from Benn and
Skinner. He quotes

- LCC executive member
Lesley Smith, who

ed hi h 'Dal ell. : )

ke hews " The CLP dlctons. Grant 1s wrong Black Sectlons are the 1ssue
%nbune as arguing that ~ 100k like being a

straightforward battle |

between a de facto right

wing-LCC slate on-one .
side and a left wing

d stand

chance of reducin; the

“votes of Benn an

Skinner’..
The LCC’S slate is

IEPABTMENT

will almost certainly

- endorse Blunkett,

Meacher, Cook and

endorsed slate on the
other

[off A2 between Dovers c.ntorburyl
or by train to Aylesham stn )

Mines Not Mlssﬂes Festlval

Al tickets £4, children under 13 free
For details contact Mary on 0227 45616

~ Socialist Action
reported that despite
the election the
deadline for receipt

of conference . conference resolutions number of independent other four black Labour  ment that black people in  cannot be bought offisthe.  achieved = by “the

~ resolutions remained to be to be printed 1n black organisations af- PPCs selected for win- this country need. black community — or a  democratic organiSation‘~
Friday 3 July. the preliminary agenda filiated to the Labour Par-  nable seats wouldn’t be The Black Section is democratic organisation of millions of people — ..

| is now Friday 24 July. ty. There are a whole Where they are today. " not some optional extraon  resting on i. ~ whether they be of the

Walworth Road Resolutions must reach number of scenarios that The evidence of thatis  the ‘anti-racist agenda. That is “why Bernie black community, women, - -

has since decided this

are unlikexto have

oo

transact this business
for an early July
deadline.

The new deadhne
for receipt of annual

Walworth Road by first

-of the new deadlme.

It then voted to scrap
the women s and race nela-

ACCORDING TO Bernie Grant, ‘Black Sectlons
are not the be-all and end-all as far as I’m concern-

figures hide the huge dif-

B -Aferences that ex1st between'

ed. Speaking on an LBC (London Broadcasting -
. Company) radio interview on Monday 18 May,
Labour’s prospective parliamentary candidate for

“Tottenham explained that the Labour Party Black

'of black people are met in

whichever way we can,

‘'tional matters and SO onis

after the election.’

He went on: ‘There are
many ways in which you

can tackle racism. Black

one way of doing it, and I
think there are other ways
of doing it.’

‘We can do it, for ex-
ample, by havmg a

we can construct. I’m say-

already approached
charitable 1nst1tut10ns for

all over the place’, said
Grant, from Brltam and

of the Labour Party Black
Section 1S
mlsestlmatron of the role it

has — and will continue —

to play in the fight of black

FlI‘St at the most em-

pirical level if it weren’t .

for the ex1stence of the
Labour Party Black Sec-
tion Bernie Grant and the

also visible in the number

elections because an
organisation fighting for

a complete
Grant

social services, education

and housmg departments

black representatlon exists
within the Labour Party.

Sections 1s not primarily a
‘constitutional matter’. It
is the only basis for
building the alliances
within the labour move-

There is no way that black

many’ organisations fight-
ing racism. within the

overnment the council has
aunted its low-spendmg

labour movement ‘but are

at the very core of the
strategic fight which has to

. .be waged against racxsm.

The Labour Party
leadership, for .that rea-

the white bureaucrats who

run the labour movement

it, the party leadership is
ha y to see a few individ-
ual black MPs in place
after the election. What it
cannot bear is the idea that

and the party leadership.
That is one of the things
the unaccountable system
of parlrament is de51gned
to achieve. But

Grant is quite wrong in his

liberation, or any fight
- against oppression w1ll not

‘what

ingham and which if not
tackled will cost thern dear

be won by enllghtengd g
pal'achuted n o Fa

individuals’
from above via parhameat
— no matter how gooad
their original aims. That
particular road to hell is*
paved with the souls. of

“Section was a constitutional issue to be put on the son, recognises the thousands of people who
" back-burner. But he S wrong. . significance of the Black entered the door -of
| - | Section — and its danger Westminster o withe e
Grant told 1nterv1ewer funds for a Dblack to them. That is why a  honourable intentions
Eleanor Curt01se. ‘I’'m parliamentary . caucus. witch hunt has been only to be corrupted and,%
more concerned - about Black MPs would be launched against it. ﬁnally, sell out. Only "
making sure that the needs ‘inundated with calls from Particularly odious to democratic and

accountable orgamsatlons- 5:;.,::-
can keep any individual, "

- rather than continue abroad They would have is the thought of black and most important those
M@S[}@ specifically on Black Sec- tocope as best they could. members of parhament they represent, on the nght’:f‘_jj"}j
" trom tions now. What I’'m say- arol T resting on an organisation = course.
s ing is that the time to By Carol Turner like the Black - Section. Every - socialist - in- 5
REDSK'NS discuss all these constltu- Grant’s down-playing But, because it can’t avoid  Britain - applauded when

Bernie Grant stood up- =
against the police after
their riot at Broadwater
Socialists
"applauded when Haringey " -

Farm.

| Sections is_one way of people inside and outside they will be backed upbya  council stood firm against’ -
'f | tackling racism.’ lhﬁ organisations of ]tlﬁe %f-%ﬁingf tl?dﬁfsﬁlvle)seo%lg d?rlr)l{)crl?tlc | lorgamsatlon theé1 hy sterlcalk artrttlhlesr}nanf o
L In reply to the question abour movement. € . : Ol black peopiec and gay attack ot the Tory -~
LabOI;ll' conference of how é)ssyentlal the Black  political significance ofthe the mercy of a white and Indmduals can - be  Party. They al/l want Grant - -
| de ddhne ch anoe Section was to fighting Black Section issue ex- racist Labour Party had - plown off course, to defeat the reactionary’ -
g racism, Grant said: ‘No. 1  tends far beyond the produced precisely  persuaded to compromise  candidates being presented -

. . . don’t think it is an essen- ~ Labour Party and far nothing. o with the Labour parlia- against him by the other -/

THE last issue of sufficient time to tial way. I think it is just  beyond the election. The issue of Black mentary  establishment  parties in. Tottenham o

But socialists also have .
the right to say that the' .
fight for soaahsm is not
about inspired individuals..
Socialism can only be -

or the working class as a.}. s

‘ isn’t on. The general post on that date. ing that [ don’t want toget  of black local councillors  people, or women, can  view that the Labour Party- whole. S
election campaign All CLP secretaries bogged down into a one-  elected over the past year. fight for their liberation  Black Section is ‘one Bernie G'rant’s:"~
E means that wards and have been mailed with track way of thinking.’ Black candidates were w1thout organisation. among many’ ways of  statement  on Black:'
constituencies, which this information. Make He aiso explained that  chosen for Labour seatsin  Black .Sections are there- tackling racism. Black Sections is quite. wrongw.---
will not meet in May, sure your party is aware black Labour ppcs had  the general and in local fore not ‘one among liberation, women’s and- damaging from ‘a3~

Labour Party member of

his standmg
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1e election in the six

-WHIL THE British partles are carrying on their bat-

;;;_;tle in the run up to 11 June a totally different general

-+ glection will be going on in the north of Ireland — one

- of the best indexes that no part of Ireland has any place
- within the British state. Here the battle by the British

‘_ff-‘i.rgovemment is to defeat Sinn Fein, prepare the ground

-for future deals with the unionists, and, most im-

Charter for lesbian and
gays rights launch

ON Friday 29 May,
lesbians and gays will
be lobbying Labour

t  Official  Unionist -Party |
(OUP) and Ian Paisley’s
Democratic Unionist Part
(DUP) have agreed an elec-

- toral pact. But even so

- Enoch Powell’s 548 vote
majority for the Official
Unionists in South Down is

drawn up this weekend,
at a national conference
organised by the

- key questron in the election
Sf i wln be hOW mUCh the
e “Alliance can cut into

¢ounties ruled by Britain in
...~ issues are quite different.
. ‘British partles even exist in

“will, "as always, win. As

per teﬂdctmg the views of

3

inn’ Feint. A ‘the ger-

-rymandered six “countjes,
- there won’t be any surprise:-

“thie inbuilt unionist majori-

- -of the seats.

““The elections

tronal questron in its present

.~ day ~ manifestations:
umomsts will ask for a
e massrve ‘unionist  vote

&2 ~against the Hillsborough
... (Anglo-Irish) Agreement
==2+"-and against Sinn Fein; the
;@Socral Democratic Labour
‘Party (SDLP) will ask for a
“massive nationalist vote for

2 HlIIsborough Agree-
I mem and against Sinn Fein;

" the 'vote of all those who
;7" want the British to leave

- as aunit.” Sinn Fein wrll be

;_;@untles 17
“Westminster are held by

is  held by Sinn

‘Belfast,
president . Gerry

Fel n’s
*_bath the British and Dublin

o and bulld up the main sup-.

......

> Labour’s vote and secure a
#&third term -of government

« dor Thatcher. In the six

“the ‘north of Ireland the

.For a start, none of the -

siziireland and the unionists

':-.;Hi]da MacThomas writes in -
~"t~he_ 14 May edtron of o
. bl N . votes In 1983 while the

.ty will, as always, get most )

| wrll'
:f-_focus as always, on the na-

-and Sinn Fem will ask for"

-and the Irish people to.

_ determlne their own future
_. ~“‘Unionists - _
standlng candidates in 14 Hillsborough Agreement as

"5.?_‘ constituencies in the north' |

At resent 14 of the SixX -
‘seats - at

Aynionists, two are held by-
the SDLP and: one, West
‘Adams. The chief goal of |

- governments in the election
~ will be to defeat Sinn Fein -

Accord — the SDLP. That

means the decisive contest
will be in West Belfast.
As MacThomas points

Belfast is poised to be the

focus of the media’s atten- -
- tion. The unionists,
British government,

the
the
SDLP and the Dublin
government are all hoping

- that Gerry Adams will be
- unseated. On the face of it,
it is a distinct possibility:

Sinn Fein polled 16, 379

combined votes of the
SDLP candidate, Joe Hen-

- dron, and of the outgoing
- MP. and former SDLP.
~leader, Gerry Fitt, totalled

21,313. The Allrance Party
announced last Thursday

that, once again, it would'
not stand In West Belfast so

as to give the SDLP a clear

' run against Sinn Fein. But
| 1Pn 1983 a fraction of Gerry
“Fitt’s

vote came from
unionists’ tactical voting..’

Fitt made himself ac-
ceptable to West Belfast
unionists in 1983 by his
notorious support for

| _l\l/fargaret Thatcher against

the

~strikers in 1981. In the con-
- text of the Anglo-Irish Ac-

repubhcan hunger

cord unionist voters today

- may not be prepared to tac-

tically vote for the SDLP.
MacFhomas - writes:
perceive  the

an attempt to humiliate

them and give power to the
SDLP over: their heads. -
~Sinn Fein’s assets include

very thorough constituency

- work, a consistent principl-
“ed stand on the national
question and the stature of
- Gerry Adams. |

‘But the SDLP €njoys

. massive estabhshment sup-
port and is prepared to
| brlbe and lLe

through the campargn

SOMETIMES A SINGLE event is so stark that it
E - immediately exposes the true character of a society.

‘Once more West

ed by
- _massacre, - has
its way

. ~'The massacre of the mnegoung Irishmen — eight
e: IRA  volunteers and one civilian — outside
f- LoughgalLRUC barracks on Frlday 8 May was Just
'_'sueh'”‘an event.
F: - °It. was claimed the
’ to take prisoners. From .

But there was no mtentron -

r;?-:_.f{‘,cwrllan ‘was killed
. ‘crossfire’.
. Adams, president of Sinn
. Fein, pomted out: ‘It’s ob-
- .vious that there was a kill-
. zone around the barracks
.-~ and everyone, whether
. IRA volunteer or passmg
. . civilian, was to be killed.’
£~ . He went on: ‘What
= ‘happened at Loughgall
&< -was cleared at the- very
+ .~ highest level of the British
- - government’s administra-
-~ _ tion. The godfather of the
. British colonial ad-
. ministration decided that
- we had to be punished,
decided that this struggle
~had to be ended.’
The IRA was out-
- numbered and outgunned
. in a carefully planned SAS
t - ambush. There is no doubt
> at all that the volunteers
~oould have been arrested.

‘But as Gerry

the outset the decision was
to orgamse a massacre

By Redmond O’Neill

IRA volunteers who

..eSCaped the ambush are

reported to have seen
young men being shot on
the ground after capture.
All the bodies were riddled
with bullets. But, in addi-
tion, they had also been
carefully shot through the
head. -
In the aftermath Fleet
Street crowed with deh ht
— and in their glee some

were more frank than
wise.
Take the In-

dependent’s editorial: ‘It is
even implied that it was
somehow ungentlemanly

to encourage IRA ‘men to
L PO

¥y B P R B
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Recently is has been puttmg

pressure on Dublin to speed
up a “West Belfast develop- |

ment programme’ through

the inter-governmental con-

ference (set up by the
Anglo-Irish Agreement).
“The programme, which
included a speedy demoli-
tion of Divis and Unity

flats, the creation of a

fourth college of further
education and an enterprise

zone, has been designed
- with the declared aim of
- boosting the SDLP’s elec-

‘toral chances for West

. Belfast o | :‘
- The mam roblem for o
| the SDLP is . that the °

" credibility of the. Anglo- |

‘Irish Agreemert in thena-
~ tionalist communities in the |
“six counties isat an all time - -

low. It has delivered no im-

provement in the lives of the - |

nauonahst population. The
RUC’s
reoubhcan funerals, follow-
the - Loughgall

nationalists. __
Seamus Mallon deputy

‘walk into an overwhelm-

ingly effective trap. Such
arguments are confused
and misplaced and they
blur the distinction be-
‘weerrmethods appropriate

for ~ dealing with a
sophisticated and ruthless
paramilitary -terrorist

force, and those that are

obviously mtolerable in a

democratic society.’
Perhaps

dependent’s leaders have
not been. informed: an
election was held on an all-
Ireland basis in 1918. In
that election the over-
whelming majority voted
for independence and Irish
unity. Nonetheless Britain
imposed  partition on

Ireland without a vote and

by force of arms. It has
been maintained by force
of British arms ever since.

Six vyears ago this
month, in May 1981, Bob-
by Sands, put the demands
of prisoners for political
status to the test of the
polls. He was elected to

Westmrnster with lO 000

4 il - S i 2 . i

- 3

leader of the SDLP, wiii

also have to confront these

security cooperation’ —
which means in practice in-
creased repression and a

The umomst parues, the

The umomsts are hop-
ing for a hung parliament in
~ Britain so that they can try

to cook up the kind of deal

. the Callaghan government
- agreed in 1978 — which in-
creased six county represen-
tation at Westminster from

12 to 17 votes. Stuart Bell, a
Labour spokesperson has
already indicated he would
be interested in such a deal
— though this has been

denied b the party
leadershrp - R
The SDP/Liberal

Alliance have indicatedona . - |
number of occasions that
- they would consider further
“concessions to the unionists

mcludlng ‘devolution’ for

~ the six counties.
Overall the aims of the
British establishment in this
~ -election are to defeat Gerry
- Adams in West Belfast, to
issues in defending his nar-
- rowly held Newry/Armagh
seat. Here the main fruit of
‘the Accord is ‘cross border

maximise the SDLP’s vote
and, at a later stage, to pull
the umomsts into discus-
sion with the SDLP aiming

- at further undermining sup-

port for Sinn Fein. The

background will be stepped
- line of British army obser- -
" wvation - posts - along the
‘border whose construction
“has angered local farmers,

up military operations, and

_ repression, carried on with
- Dublin’s support — policies
" enshrined in the Anglo-

Irish Agreement.

-disruption  of

| outraged )

SDLP, .

“friends and

vital campaign.

advertrsement

ELECTION FUND

B :;j;sf;-w-_;SINN FE!N rs eonrtestmg 14 constrtuencres in
* the forthcommg Westminster election on 11
June agamst ‘the combined forces of the
| ~the - umomst partles (mcludmg;
i Alhance and:the. Workers’ Party) and the
Brrtrsh governmenf.t... S -
Money is urgently needed to enable Srnn Fern._il_ 5
to contest this election and funds are low after the -
26-County election campaign. We are appealing to
supporters
Movement at home and abroad to help us in this

of the Republican

All donations (which shall be acknowledged)
- should be sent as soon as possible to the Sinn Fein |
,',Electron Fund 44 Parnell Square Dublin.

put it: ‘What happ
Loughgall will forever be
the
‘democrats writing the In- .

‘more votes than Margaret
- Thatcher

got in Finchley

— but they still let him and
nine others like him starve
to death, in a vain effort to

criminalise a struggle that

has gone on for 800 years.
-So what was the issue
at Loughgall? =
- As Martin McGuiness
ened at

remembere'd by those

thousands and thousands
of Irish people shocked

and angered at the wanton
murders of nine young
Irishmen by the soldiers of
a foreign army holding no
legal or moral right to bear

arms on Irish soil. .
‘Our position is quite

. clear — those young men

who were there, with guns

in their hands, had every

right and every justifica-
tron to be there. They were

there for us the Irish peo-

ple. And those young peo-
ple who laid in wait, the
people who murdered
them, they are the ter-
rorists.

‘There are some people
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‘who hold the view that the
volunteers deserved it. The
volunteers didn’t deserve

it! The volunteers lived in
this country and the peo-
ple who killed them don’t
live in this country, don’t
come from this country,
and have no place in this
country.’

Speaking at the funeral
of Jim Lynagh, which was
attended by 8000 people,
Gerry Adams summed up
the lesson: ‘Lou hgall
happened because of the

‘British presence on a part
island and Jim

of this
Lynagh and the IRA were
in Loughgall last Friday
because no other organisa-
tion or institution in
Ireland but the republican
movement is prepared to
oppose that British
presence.’ .
- The  terrorists  at
Loughgall were the SAS
and their paymasters In
London. The democrats

were. the young men who
dled

exercise is to present the
Labour Party leadership
{ with a charter for
lesbians and gay rights.

- The charter will be

! Joumallsts

| SO much for the idea

that the middle
classes are more
‘enlightened’ on the
question of minority
rights and sexual
freedom.

 New Statesman

recently sacked two
journalists, Jane
Dibblin and ‘Andrew
Lumsden. ‘Economy
measures’ was the
reason given. But it just
s0 happens that Dibblin
and Lumsden were the
only two out lesbian
and gay journalists on
the New Statesman’s

- staff. |

o Writing in the

reselectlon

INA clear snub to
the role of deputy

general secretary Tom

- Sawyer, delegates to
'NUPE conference

- rejected any moves

- away from the

| automatic reselectlon

. of MPs.
h Sawyer a member

’l‘ of the Labour NEC, has
supported the attempts

of the right wing to
‘overturn 1986 |
conference decisions
and to change the
present selection
procedure.
Composite ~
-resolution 10, passed by
NUPE canference on
‘Monday 18 May,
- ‘regrets that efforts are
still being made to
~.reduce the -

MEETING in
‘Bournemouth,
delegates to the
recent TASS

~ conference rejected
discussing resolutions
which opposed the
Labour Party Black

Section.

| Under pressure from
the rank and file, |
resolutions against the
Black Section were
remitted.

| In February,
Socialist Action
reported that a
conference resolution
from the South Wales
area of TASS argued

editor John Lioyd has

- Labour MPs’.

| . - : Legislation for Lesbian
. mediately, boost support for the pro-Anglo Irish | | 1n danger. According to eRGuATicTs i ang Gay Rights
"~ Agreememt Social Democratic and Labour Part :  Republican News 4000 new | Walworth ROdd Campaign
"E“'"'REDMOND O’NEILL t - ~ voters, mainly nationalists, between rSll‘lljte gconference takes
reports. - { - have regrstered in the consti- 12.30-1.30pm. place on Saturda 23

the Camden Centre,
Bidborough Street,

w(Cl (opposrte St
Pancras station). It is an

‘open conference.

New Statesman sacks
lesbian and gay

'Guardzan on- Monda 18
May, Andrew Lumsden
said: ‘John Lloyd tells

" me that an overtly gay

journalist cannot be

regarded as sufficiently =
- outside the subject to be
~authoritative on

homosexuahty related

topics.’

We look forward to
the departure of women
and black journalists
from the pages of the
New Statesman! After
all, if the oppressed are

“allowed to speak for

themselves, white
middle class men may
cease 10 be regarded as
‘experts’ and -
champlons of such

| causes'

NUPE stands frrm on

accountability Of

composite strongl
supports calls that the

- controversy not be
reopened’. |

It also urged all
.NUPE representatrves

to campargn vigorously -
for the party S selectron

procedure.’

NUPE conference
remitted to the
Incoming executive

This noted the need for

“selecting more Labour

candidates from
working class
back rounds It
welcomed the =
consultation process
initiated by the Labour
NEC and called on
NUPE to fully
part1c1pate |

| TASS conference reJects
anti-Black Section moves

that establrshmg Black -
Sections leads to

‘segregation’ within the.ﬁ 1

party. The resolution
also attacked Black

Sections as ‘divisive’ —

a familiar theme for

those who have debated -

Militant on this and
other issues of self-
organisation.

The South Wales
resolution was backed
by at least some of the
Morning Star wing of
the union’s Broad Left.
TASS No 12 division
also submitted a similar
resolution for debate at
the West Midlands
regional Labour Party
conference earlier this
year.

) composite resolutron 11, |
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LABOUR IS entering the elec-

~ tion fighting a deeply unpopular

government. Contrary to claims
of widespread support Thatcher
in 1983 won only 42 per cént of

the poll — the lowest vote for a

government with a safe majori-
ty in parliament in British
history. This time Tory support
is likely to be still lower.

But Labour has been unable
to exploit this. The party is
entering the election trailing the
Tories by 10 per cent in the polls.

Labour’s s,tarlding is lower than
when the election was announc-
ed in 1983 — and it faces an

uphill battle. This is desplte the

fact the right and centre, which

lead the party, have justified

every policy since 1983 by its
supposed role in winning the
election. JOHN ROSS looks at
how the right wing has sabotag-
ed Labour’s run-up to the elec-
tion — and at Kinnock’s four
wasted years. Most importantly

he looks at what the left must do

about lt

FTER eight years of the most
anti-working class government
this century, how can there even be a

‘doubt that Labour can win the elec-

tion? Even more so given that That-
cher’s government, contrary to its

claims, is not popular" Thatcher,
“even if she were to win, may get a
lower vote than when the Tories were

defeated in 1945.

~ Yet the record of Labour s populari- -

ty faced with that government is clear.

 After the disastrous defeat of 1983

~ in the polls by April 1984. It still stood at -~
- 39 percent in November 1986 — that is:

Labour’s support recovered to 39 per cent

no gains were made in more than two and

a half years. Since then, after the 1986

 conference, Labour’s support has fallen

“to around 30 per cent. Labour stands at
a lower position in the polls at the start of
~ the election campaign today than itdidin

- 1983.

In thattlme each pohcy advocated by

~ Neil Kinnock and the right wing has been
~ justified by its supposed role in winning

this election. How then could the Labour
leadership’s policies lead to a situation
where Labour entered the campaign
with its support at such a low level?

To understand look at the policies
clearly pursued during the last four years.
During that time a bloc of the right wing
and the majority of the ‘soft left’ has led

the party. To examine the problems fac-

ing Labour today, look at the policies
pursued by that bloc.
When he was elected Kinnock was

known on the left as the person who, in

1981, ensured the defeat of Tony Benn in
the deputy leadership election. Kinnock
secured the re-election of Dennis Healey
as deputy leader to Michael Foot. It was
of course the policies pursued by the
Foot-Healey team which led into the
disastrous defeat of 1983.

What was involved was more than
just individuals or one campaign. Kin-
nock showed by his actions that he was

against the left leading the party —

which would have been the effect of a
Foot-Benn leadership team. Kinnock was
determined that the Labour Party should
be led by a bloc of the centre and right —

with the left excluded from effective

power.

Kinnock applied the same formula to
his own leadership campaign two years
later. In the 1983 leadership contest it was
clear Kinnock was going to win the elec-
tion within two weeks of its start. Kin-

o

~ nock set about ensuring that his deputy -
- would be Roy Hattersley, the candidate
~of the right, rather than Michael
Meacher, then the left’s candldate for

deputy leader.

‘When it appeared Meacher was gam-l'
ing ground Kinnock gave an interview to

the Mail on Sunday, in September 1983,

describing Meacher as ‘weak as hell’. The

reasoning which led to the assault on
Meacher was summed up by one of Kin-
nock’s aides: ‘Meacher as deputy leader
could have been a problem ... We were
concerned about Hattersley S faalure to
act.’

| ;In addition to kmfmg Meacher Km-— B
‘nock’s team also worked with Moss
Evans and Alex Kitson of the transport
workers to ensure the TGWU’s vote was
| dehvered to Hattersley.

‘Kinnock fought to ensure that the |
Foot-—Healey centre-right team which had -

presided over the disastrous defeat of

- 1983 would be recreated in the new team -
of Kinnock and Hattersley.- At all costs

Kinnock was determined that there
should not be a ‘left’ bloc leading the
party. This decision dictated the course
of the four years that followed.

he decrsron of Kinnock that a
bloc of the right and centre must

lead the party was in line with his

whole political career. When he was

‘still part of the ‘left’, during the

1974-79 Labour government, Kin-
nock was in favour of left protests.
He was never in favour of the left, or
the rank and file, possessing power in
the party.

While presenting himself as a
‘democratic socialist’, and attacking his
opponents for not bemg ‘democrats’,
Kinnock has consistently shown hlmself
to be an elitist centralist — opposed to
democracy both in the party and society.
This, given the political blocs he sup-
ports, is logical — as the extension of
democracy strengthens the left and
weakens the righ®

While building himself a left reputa-
tion in the 1970s Kinnock always did so
from positions which left the real centres
of power untouched. He joined the Cam-
paign for Labour Party Democracy
(CLPD) soon after its formation in 1973.
But he opposed CLPD’s central demand,
mandatory reselection of MPs, until 1977
— and then adopted it only when sup-
port for this demand had become univer-
sal on the left. Kinnock felt that reselec-
tion was an attack on the autonomy of
the Parliamentary Labour Party — and
defended MPs against criticism by those

~ outside parliament.

Also symptomatic was the one issue

on. which Kinnock made a vigorous

public campaign during the 1974-79

- Labour government — opposing devolu-
- tion for Wales. Kinnock'defended the
B centrallst power of the British state. |
. On every major issue Kinnock was to
| take the party to the right. This was the
~ inevitable consequence of the decision to
~ lead the party in alhance with the right.

HE FIRST consequences of

Kinnock’s policy, and in purely

electoral terms the most decisive was

that not to undertake any campaign
against Labour’s most threatening

rival for votes — the Aliance. This

-was despite the fact the Alliance
came within. a million votes of
Labour in 1983, and is Labour’s

main rival in working class seats.

In last week’s Tribune Robin Cook, -
Kinnock’s  campaign -manager in the
leadershlp contest, and Labour’s cam-
- * paign manager up to 1986, clearly ex-

- plained the choice not to campaign

against the Alliance and the results that

followed: ‘Back in 1983 I urged that the
only relationship we should contemplate -

with the Liberals and the SDP was war to
knife . .. Instead for most of this parha-
ment we have refrained from campaign-
ing against them lest we boost their
credibility, which speaks volumes for our
confidence in making telling criticisms.

‘It was even possible last autumn to
hear some members lamenting that the
Liberals and SDP were not doing better,
in the eccentric hope that it would help us
overhaul the Tory lead in the polls ...

‘The Liberals/SDP have not repaid
the compliment by refraining from
criticising Labour for fear of enhancing
our credibility. They put the boot in at
every opportunity.

‘Time after time documents leaked

from the Liberals, or the odd unguarded

remark by their leaders, have frankly

~ stated their objective, which is not to put

Mrs Thatcher out of office, but to smash
Labour as her Opposition — another
reason that any Labour figure who urges
our supporters to cast a tactical vote for
the Liberals/SDP is naive beyond belief.’

Cook is wrong in explaining why no

‘campaign was carried on against the

Alliance. It is because a serious campaign
against the Alliance is precluded by a

bloc with the right in the Labour Party —

for the Labour right is increasingly in
favour of an agreement with the Alliance.

It is trade union leaders such as

Laird, Hammond, and Grantham who
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have envisaged a deal with the Alliance.
It is journals such as the New Statesman
which favours tactical voting. It is the
right wing that have policies which make
possible a coalition with the Alliance —
in fact on policy there is little difference
between the Labour right and the SDP.
" To fight the Alliance it is necessary to

unite the left in the party against the right

— exactly the formula Kinnock and

 Cook have always rejected. Kinnock, by
basing his political line on a bloc with the

right, prevented the possibility of any ef-
fective campaign against the Alliance.

‘Labour reaped the whirlwind of this at
~ Knowsley North, Greenwich, and in the

threat the Alliance poses to Labour’s
vote, It is .anti -Tory votes going to the

Alliance, and not to Labour, that ly was this the greatest strusgie

threatens to keep Thatcher in power in

thrs eiecuon

f the first conseq

against Thatcher. It is in . the

workplaces, in trade union struggles,

in demonstratlons, in the movement
against the mlssrles, in. anti-

apartheid struggles in every type of
mass campaign and movement, that
the real motor of the relation of
forces between the classes exists.
Good policies are vital if the potential
of struggles which develop are to be tap-
ped. But without struggle nothing
whatever will be achieved — including
achieving the relation of forces to elect a
Labour government. The most
disastrous of all Kinnock’s policies was
failure of the Labour leadership to sup-
port the mass struggles that erupted
against Thatcher. The Labour leadership

thereby aided Thatcher in defeating these

struggles, set back the working class, and
shifted the relation of forces against
Labour.

This policy started immediately Kin-
nock was elected leader with the attack
launched on the NGA by Eddie Shah at
Warrington. No support was given by the
Labour leadership to the NGA and sup-
posed ‘violence’ by the strikers was con-
demned. The same policy was continued
with the lack of practical support given
to the Wapping dispute. It reached its
culmination in Giles Radice’s appeal to
the NUT conference for the teachers to
call off their strike during the election.
Simultaneously with failing to back these
struggles the Labour front bench put for-

uence of

Kinnock’s policy was a refusal to

| flght the Alliance the second, and
‘most important, was setting the

- Labour leadership’s policy against
‘every mass struggle which deveIOped |

“support! So much for the ¢ unpopu arif

h picketing. They have set up road block

ward their own prOposals that

right of the trade unions.

Dwarfing all other struggiee 2
‘Thatcher was the miners strike. Not«

 ly popular struggle inside the ‘wor)
- class. Thls was c]ear both in thef.'; i

ing class activists in solidarlty

-miners, and in the more passive: -f‘_'.
- measured by the opinion polis. - -

. As regards the sohdartty the }5'

. greatest civilian mobxhsatlon smee,.

War II’. As regards the polls, by the#t
of the strike 70 per cent of Labour P

“supporters backed the miners. Even:

extraordinary, glven the barrage of

the strike polls showed 47 per oeh“
population believed the miners hadj_' e

disagreeing. o
Forty seven per cent of the emﬁ
population supporting the miners mi¢;
there was an easy majority in thelrj;‘f
port inside the working class. It is wos!
noting that not once in the last four yea
has Labour itself enj oyed 47 per:ce

of the miners strike. L

The Labour front bench’s recordi
the strike was disgraceful. It was cié
from the outset the government’had pg
voked the strike and was ceniral
organising the attack on it. The gove!
ment had prepared the strike whe:n
opposition. :

Tony Benn, in the House of Cor
mons on 7 June, showed clearly the’ a
tions of the government: ‘There has be
a great deal of hypocrisy about: fﬁ

‘government not mtervenmg They

deeply involved.
‘The police are preventmg pe:

introduced curfews in the wllages,m
provoked on the picket lines. - - .-

‘There have been cavalry ch;f_f‘_"’”-
against unarmed  pickets. .
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apstrates have come in and mtroduced
i hall conditions that amount to a sentence
i +=a sort of exclusion zone — for those
who have been convicted of nothing ...
‘the government have turned off every -
=-source of funds, including social securi-
34 ’Q; o starve the miners back to work.’ Yet
i stheé Labour front bench did not spend its-
& -time. ‘exposing the preparations and
et -zoperatlons of - the government but de-
o g ‘violence’ by miners. Kinnock
ﬂs‘eﬂfté speak at the rallies supportmg
R %hemmers called by the NUM.
‘- Bven withiffparliament the Labour
leadershlp was pathetic. It forced virtual-
- lyno debates in the House of Commons
-on the strike. It moved no vote of ‘no -
‘ ¢onfidence’ in the government. While
~“Campaign Group MPs spoke at over a
"thousand meetings in support of the
. “miners, the Labour front bench tried to
sy das little as p0551b1e — and what was
C-gaid. was almost always directly
damagmg
Desplte Labour front bench sabotage
the impact of the strike on the populari-
“ty of the government was clear. Tory
- popularity began to plummet rapidly in
- late 1984 as the impact of the strike was
* felt. Tory support fell from 44 per cent in
<t September 1984 to 36 per cent at the end
“-of the strike. In the aftermath of the
- -strike it plunged to a low of 30 per cent by
~_%fr? September 1985.
. By the end of the strike, in March
1985 Labour led the Tories by four per
~cent in the polls. By September 1985 the
-~ Tories were in third place. With Labour
~.Jeading the Tories in the polls and by the
~end of the strike more people supporting
“the miners than opposing them, the
"-nn-ners strike had shifted the entire
olltxcal situation in Labour’s favour.
2.~ What smashed that lead was Kin-
'“nock’s speech to the 1985 Labour Party
“conference attacking Liverpool council
«.and launching the witch hunt. This
. established the drastically right wing tone
" of the 1985 conference, and set the scene
-+for the two years run in to the general
electron As this speech, and its impact,

is one of the central myths peddled by the

Labour right it is -worth lookrng at the

facts of what happened

CCORDING to right wing
myths Labour’s popularity
soared after Kinnock’s speech to the
1985 party conference. The reality is
that the speech, and the right wing
1985 conference as a whole, was
followed by a rapid detenoratwn in

Labour’s position.

-~ In September, the month prior to the
1985 conference, Labour led the Tories by
five per cent in the polls. Conservative
support was at a low of 30 per cent. In
addition to Labour’s lead, the Tories had
lost support to the Alliance since the
summer the miners strike started.

Immediately after the 1985 con-
ference, and Kinnock’s speech, Labour’s
position began to worsen rapidly. By
December, two months after the con-
ference, the Tories and Labour were neck
and neck — a worsening of Labour’s
position, compared to the Tories, of five
per cent in two months. Only the
Westland crisis, breaking out in January
1986, led to Labour pulling ahead of the
Tories again.

The same pattern occurred after the
1986 Labour conference. This was pro-
bably the most stage managed in the par-
ty’s history. Hysterical support was given
to Kinnock. A systematic campaign to
weaken the left prior #p, and at, the con-
ference saw Eric Helfer and Margaret
Beckett removed from the NEC.

As Labour went into the conference it
led the Tories by four per cent. Within a
month every opinion poll showed the
Tories overtaking Labour. By a month
later Labour was three per cent behind
the Tories — a seven per cent worsening
of Labour’s position compared to the
Tories in two months. The right wing
conferences of 1985 and 1986 were not
simply politically but electorally
disastrous.

3y . . . . PR . S L . BE EER

What made these Labour own goals
even more ridiculous was that Liverpool
council had never lacked popular sup-

port in the city. Despite hysterical press
campaigns against Labour the council - -

consistently won the local government
elections. | | - -
~ Even this vear, after the leerpool
councillors were disqualified — and
despitea policy of blatant bnbery by the
interim administration of Sir Trevor
Jones — Labour won- again. The
Economist last week was forced to com-
ment; ‘The three point rise in Labour’s
share of the votes since last year suggests
that- most of Liverpool’s working class
voters have accepted Militant’s explana-
tion of Liverpool’s financial crisis. The

continuing collapse of the Tory vote —
only 9% per cent of Liverpudlians now
vote Tory — shows that the government’s
version has been rejected by Liverpool’s
middle class too.” However what the
voters of Liverpool could see the Labour
leadership could not!

Where Labour did devastatingly bad-
ly this year was not in Liverpool but
where Labour’s right wing policies hit
home — once again made worse by the
witch hunt. As Ken Livingstone sum-
marised in last week’s Tribune: ‘In the
light of particularly bad (local govern-
ment) results in the Midlands they (the
right) should be honest and accept that
the publicity generated by Roy Hat-
tersley’s letter warning Linda Bellos and
Bernie Grant to stay out of “his” city
backfired, producmg the collapse of the
Iabour vote in Birmingham. Also the Tory
capture of Nottingham would not have
happened without the National Ex-
ecutive Committee’s disgraceful removal
of Sharon Atkin.’

‘The hysterical publicity generated by
the witch hunt against the Labour Party
Black Section following its meeting in
Birmingham undoubtedly backfired and
damaged Labour electorally in the
Midlands.

The Alliance, Labour’s main elect-
oral rival, are in fact quite clear that it

is corrupt rlght wing Labour administra-
tions which provide them - with their
easiest targets. Tony Greaves, orgamser
of Liberal councillors, noted in Liberal

News in March: ‘where the hard left is-

most entrenched — Lambeth, Camden,
Haringey and Brent — the Liberal and
Alliance presence is sparse. Where we
have . made substantial and lasting
breakthroughs, the hard left has not been
well entrenched. In Tower Hamlets
(where the Alliance made spectacular
gains) all the advances were made while
the rotten old right, white, middle aged
and male, still ran the council.’ ]

Taking these policies into account it 1s
clear why labour trails in the polis as it
goes into the election. With its policies
Labour has assaulted its core supporters.
The trade unions, the deprived cities such
as Liverpool and Inner London, are the
bedrock of Labour’s support. How far
they are successful in their struggle
against Thatcher determines whether the
relation of forces exists to elect a Labour
government. The Labour leadership has
systematically failed to support, and in
many cases directly assaulted, the core of
Labour’s potential support.

In these circumstances Labotir’s stan-
ding in the polls 1s scarcely to be
wondered at. It is as suicidal a course as
when Wilson introduced incomes policy
in 1966 — which delivered Labour’s
popularity a blow from which it has
never recovered, or when Wilson and
Callaghan introduced the incomes policy
and IMF cuts in 1975-76 which
created the conditions for Thatcher to be
elected in 1979. No party ever gained sup-
port by openly attacking those who form
its potential voters.

Furthermore it is not just Labour’s
long term supporters that have been at-
tacked. Any new group which it 1s impor-
tant to win to Labour, or maintain its
loyaltyy, has been systematically
assaulted. |

The most brutal has been the assault
on the black community. Here the party’s
policy has been simply, and bluntly,

possibly -

racist. Every black newspaper in n the
country, many very far from radical, has
denounced the deselection of Sharon

‘Atkin and the attack-en the LabourParty

Black Section. It takes no intelligence t0
know what is involved when an MP like
Frank Field, who directly calls for a vote

‘against Labour, has no action taken

against himi but whenablack PPC, such
as Sharon Alkm, is removed. it 45
pandering to racism. -
" In terms of the simplest e]ector:al
calculation the most extreme refusal of
the Labour right to take up what is
necessary comes with- women. Labour’s
own opinion polls show that womenag-
ed 25-45 are the key group for: winming
votes. The opinien pols done for
Weekend World on 10 May show that
women, together with young people in
general, are the key voters who can be
persuaded to change their mind. TheIn-
dependent of 15 May noted: “Two opi-
nion polls conducted by MORI last

‘month show ... among women voters,

particularly in the 25-34 age group, .. ..
allegiances are weakening. When support
for the Conservatives has dropped it has-
dropped fastest in this group.’

But, apart from Jo Richardsen’s
heroic struggle to get the policy of a
Ministry for Women with Cabinet status
accepted, Labour has rejected every
reform that would have ;prodnced a
powerful Labour women’s-organisation.
The energies of Labour women to.go out
and win women voters to Labour have
been totally thwar-ted ,

t is these policies which explain

why Labour is facing an -uphill
battle in the election. The Labour
leadership “has assaulted almost
every single group that could
be won to support
Labour.

It has also attacked, or deserted,
Labour’s potential international alles
and key international struggles. 1t has
backpedalled onunilaterat ;nuclear drsar-
mament, it has refused to give :an une-
quivocal pledge to break all links with
apartheid, it has refused topromise real
‘aid to Nicaragua, it has-refused to take
- the decisionto withdraw from lréland.

This determines what has to be the
~ key task of theleft during the.campaign;
and after. it has to suppertaﬂ the mass
struggles taking place during the<lection
— starting with the civil servants who-are
so correctly continuing their strike action
. during the election. Tt has te be ableito
‘put together the coalition of forces that
‘can rebuild the mass support of the
labour movement — which means
understanding that the decisive relation
of forces between the classes is not
generated in elections, andstill lessin the
House of Commons, but in the mass
struggles that take place between elec-
tions and outside parliament. It means
understanding that Labour can win sup-
port only by itself supporting, and not
repudiating, those who form the base of
the labour movement — and defending
all the organisations, above all the trade
unions, that form the base of the Labour
Party. It means understanding -that
Labour must put together a great alliance
of forces which it supports — the tradi-
tional working class, the unemployed,
the population of Wales and Scotland,
women, the black. community and its in-
.ternational allies.

Labour can still do well in these elec-
tions. Hatred of the Thatcher govern-
ment is so deep, and the Alliance are so
much more clearly becoming seen as se-
cond class Tories, that-despite Kinnock’s
record of the last four years the working
class may turn out to vote Labour. But
it will be despite, not because ot, what
has been done under Neil Kinnock’s
leadership.

If Labour is ever to be rebuilt as-a tru-
ly mass force, above all if we are ever to
have a Labour government again, a total-
ly different policy to that of the last four
years must be pursued. |
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ON 11 JUNE supposedly the
highest: democratic authority in
British society, a general election,
will take place. But on that day,
while 635 MPs, and a government,
will be eleeted, no elections will
take place either in the great institu-
tions of the state or in the com-
panies that control the economy.

They will remain as unelected, and

as little accessible to democracy, as
before. COLIN ROBERTSON
looks at the elections that won’t
take place on 11 June — and at
the difference between the govern-
ment and the state, and at some of

the classic Marxist writings on

elections.

When Margaret Thatcher dissolved
Parliament and called for the 11 June

general election, The Guardian, that
bland section of the capitalist media,
reported the event with a short, almost
unnoticeable article headlined ‘Civil
servants take reins in poll run-up’ (11
May 1987). The gist of the report ex-

plained that ‘Mrs Thatchers decision to -

call a general election means that for
the next month the day-to-day running
of the country will be left to what has
been called the ‘permanent govern-
ment’ — the senior civil servants, under
Sir Robert Armstrong, the Cabinet
Secretary’. ‘ | |
The Guardian was right. Top civil

servants are the ‘permanent govern- -

ment’, more exactly they are one of the

» bourgeois state institutions that are per-
manent. No top civil servant will be
~ elected, re-elected.or lose his/her post

next 11 June. In fact no top civil servant.
is ever elected. They are all appointed.
" The  operations  of bourgeois

democracy are structured in suchaway -
that those institutions which are essen-
tial for'the rule of capital (civil service,
~ armed forces, the judiciary, police,
- secret services, etc — not parliament)
are never exposed.to the ‘vagaries’ of

popular opinion expressed through the
‘ballot box. Furthermore, the selection
of people at the top of the ‘permanent’
institutions of the bourgeois state is

carefully carried on through special

and carefully monitored apparatuses —

public schools, military acadamies, ex-

clusive clubs and such like. The heavy
bourgeois class bias, arrogant elitism,
and strong esprit de corps displayed by
these apparatuses is inherent in their
ruling class nature. Anyone familiar
with the selection process for a military

academy or a public school, will readily - |

concur with this assertion.

"~ Viewing the state in this light there
is a characteristic deviation of refor-
mism/Labourism. It is not simply that

they stand for reform — nor simply the

fact that they are for elections — and
have a cherished belief that substantial
socialist reform of the capitalist system
is possible through the existing state

machinery. In a nutshell reformism has

an unwitting or deliberate confusion of
‘the state and the government which re-
. mains the single most dangerous piece
of petty-bourgeios ideological revi-
“sionism inside the workers’ movements.
It is the source of innumerable legalist,
constitutional and bourgeois
democratic prejudices. |

It was Eduard Bernstein, the refor-
mist German socialist at the beginning
of this century, who popularised the
possibility of utilising the existing state
machinery to transform society. Since
the debates that followed the difference
over the possibility of peaceful
transformation of capitalism into
socialism, using the existing state, has
been the line of divide between refor-
mists and revolutionaries.

Marxists do not conclude that elec-

tions do not matter from the fact they

do not believe the existing state can be
used to achieﬁcialism. Orthat what
defines Marx®m is an anti-electoralist
stance, or, to paraphrase the German

- L2 - —— -—- - -

‘left’ Communists, that Marxists reject
categorically ‘any return to parliamen-
tary methods of struggle, which have
become obsolete historically - and
politically’. (Lenin, Left-wing Com-

“munism, an infantile disorder).

Lenin’s famous pamphlet on ultra-
leftism is a harsh polemic against the
German Communist brand of
ultimatism. In it Lenin takes them to

task for their anti-parliamentary
cretinism: ‘how can it be said that
- ‘parliamentarim has become politically

obsolete’ if ‘millions’ and ‘legions’ of
‘proletarians are still not only sup-

porters of parliamentarianism in
general, but even frankly ‘‘counter-

revolutionaries™?’ Lenin put the finger
on the contradictions of the ultra-lefts
and accuses them of wishful thinking.

~ If the masses continued to have deep 1l-
lusions in parliamernt and the existing
state, it is not possible to destroy these

illusions simply by prepaganda or
denunciations. It is necessary to show
in practice that these institutions can-
not achieve socialism — and, indeed,

that the bourgeoisie will overturn

democracy if it ever threatens
capitalism. o | |

~ Another well known brand of ‘left’
communists were the Bordigists, a fac-
tion of the Italism Coammypts

who argued against standing for, and
participating in, Parliament, because it
corrupts. That parliament corrupts is
indeed true — it is one of its functions.

~However, Lenin pointed out that the B

Bordigists argument was absurd. The

- logic of the Bordigists’-argument meant
~telling the-working class not to trust

- them either — for if parliament cor-
. rupts then power, which the Bordigists

‘'wanted to capture as against par-

ticipating in parliament would corrupt

them even more. As Lenin putit: “Toex-

press one’s ‘“‘revolutionary spirit’’ only

by shouting abuse at parliamentarian op-

portunism, only condemning par-

ticipation in parliament, is very easy;
but because it is very easy it is not the

solution to a difficult problem, a very
difficult problem’. R

~To have a Leninist position on the
elections has nothing to do with con-
cluding that the question is to capture a

‘majority in Parliament and implement

an ‘enabling act’ in order to change the

socio-economic basis of the existing

system into a socialist one. It means

‘that elections are one of the many

forms which the class struggle takes in
countries. dominated by bourgeois
democracy — that is ‘where legalist,
constitutional and bourgeois-

democratic prejudices are particularly |

firmly rooted’.

Universal franchise and elections
are not in themselves part and parcel of
the bourgeois democratic prejudices
Lenin talked about. It took hard and

“mighty struggles by the Chartists first,
and the Suffragettes later, to win the

democratic right to vote.

On the contrary th® Marxist criti-
que of bourgeois democrary is that

there are not enough elections — not

that there are too many. In particular
that elections are not extended into the
state apparatus, which is completely
not elective, or into the economy —
where the ‘dictatorship of capital’
reigns. The illusion lie in the conception
that counterposes legality to force and
in not understanding the nature of th
bourgeois state itself. 5
Lenin wrote in The State and
Revolution, regarding the Paris Com-
mune, that ‘The Commune, therefore,
appears to have released the smashed

state machine ‘‘only”’ by fuller demo-

- . - - v - - - - - - - - - - .- —— — s

cracy: abolition of the standing army;
all officials to be elected and subject to

- recall. - B
'~ ‘But asa matter of fact this “‘only””
- signifies a gigantic replacement of cer-

tain institutions by other institutions of

_-a fundamentally different type. This is

exactly a case of ‘quantity being

- transformed into quality’: democracy,

introduced as fully and consistently as

is at all conceivable, is transformed

from bourgeois into proletarian
democracy.’ | |

"~ Lenin noted that the nature of
capitalist society itself, the private
ownership of capital, sets limits on
democracy: ‘In capitalist society ...

‘democracy is always hemmed in by the

narrow limits set by capitalist exploita-
tion and consequently always remains,

in effect, a democracy for the minority.’
- Marxists stand for the defence and

extension of democratic rights. If, as 1s

very often the case, existing legality,
either stifles or suppresses people’s
democratic rights we call on peopleto =~

break with existing legality.

- This does not mean that eleétiorgs, |
‘which take place under bourgeois

democracy substantially alter, or have

‘the potential to alter, the fundamental

class character of the existing state.
Such elections leave the fundamental
structures of the state intact. The ex-

‘isting institutions of the state are ex-

cluded from the elections.
No decisive, long-lasting advance

~ towards socialism is possible wit.h‘out
. the destruction of the state machinery

— because the state apparatus is
dedicated to serving capital. The
destruction of the machinery of coer-
cion in the hands of the bourgeoisie is
the fundamental strategic line of march
of the working class. |

Does this mean that democracy is in
contradiction with socialism? Not in
the least. The much talked of ‘dictator-
ship of the proletariat’ is the substitu-
tion of bourgeois (i.e. highly limited)
democracy by the most complete exten-

sion of democracy to all fields. The first

i :

held it before. | B

~ historic example, the Paris Commune - -
- accountability and recaHability.of aill . %
- functionaries at any moment, including
‘the judiciary and. the police: No
‘material privilege was accorded to
- them: ‘the reduction of the wages of
state functionaries to the level of a
worker’s wage’, as Marx put it, was the 3
- -against g"
bureaucracy. Furthermore the Com-
munards first decree was the suppres-

fundamental. ~ weapon

sion of the standing army and the in-
tegration of armed force into society.

Such steps-ensured the democratic '
participation of all the people in the -

running of the affairs that concern their

lives at all times — not only during elec-

tions, nor indirectly by simply voting
for somebody who will run their lives
on behalf of them. This is in contrast to

bourgeois democracy which ensures

that people participate as little as possi- ~ -
~ ble in the running of their own lives —
at best are able to vote once every five -

years to elect a small group of people to
parliament who are not even directly

accountable to those who elected them

in the first place. =~

True democracy makes every.

political institution accountable to the
people. Bourgeois democracy does not,
and cannot, even expose the essential
bodies that guarantee bourgeois rule to
democratic scrutiny, let alone make

them elective. It confines elections —

by its nature and in order to protect the
private ownership of capital — to
parliamentary bodies and local govern-
ment. No elections will take place on 11
June for the civil service, the army, or
the boards of the companies that con-
trol the economy. The elections on
11 June will decide the MPs in parlia-
ment. It will decide who forms the
government. It will not alter who holds
state power in Britain. On the contrary
the elections on 11 June, touching only
a tiny part of the capitalist state, are
designed to ensure that sfate power re-
mains exactly in the hands of those who
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Rall strlke deepens

() ATU is indestr

A MASSIVE stay away by p2%) mlllron workers
" students and youth rocked the sham whites-only
" election in apartheid South Africa. They joined the
. 726,000 rail workers who have been out on strike for
elght weeks and striking postal and telecom workers

who have been out for over a month

Immedlately followrng

the stay away, in the early
- hours of Thursday 7 May, -

two

. ‘powerful bornbs were
- exploded

in  COSATU

T‘ - House, the J ohannesbur
headquarters of the Con-
- federation  of

T South
“= - African Trade Unions.
S The bombs caused ex-
ripping

“» " state of near collapse.

= _“The -attack was no
~:1801ated event. It was tlﬁe
the

crackdown on the

”-l;-_j.j_---State. S
oo In addltron to causmg'

i mjury to two geople in the
- building at

time and
S .generaliy disrupting the
-~ unions, the attack was a
~.+ particular blow to the rail

strike, depriving the rail
~ union SARHWU of its
- strike centre.

W}thrn 48 hours of the

i'_bombm four other trade
" union offices had been at-

s tacked across the country

i COSATU’S offices in East |
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~security forces. |
- Nxumalo, general secret-

- London were burnt down,

in Germiston they were
smashed up and the cater-

ing and commercial
- workers union, CC-
CAWUSA’s offices in

Pietersburg were ransack-
ed

By Mike Colley

The rail union’s entire
negotlatlng
been detained b

‘Themba

of MWUSA, the
municipal workers union,

has also been detained
- under the emergency laws

which permit imprison-

- ment without trial. -

Apartheid prime

‘- mlmster PW Botha, has

declared that it is time ‘to
take a strong stand on
extra-parliamentary  ac-
tions — as well as the

~financing of orgamsatrons
- from outside the country’.

COSATU has respond-
ed to the bombings by em-

phasising that the unions

will not be intimidated.
‘COSATU’s strength does
not lie

‘;_ﬂmeers campargn

ve the life of Moses Mayekiso

team have
the

in offices and

'ER BEING hcld in jall by the apartbeld regrme

; ‘for seven months Moses Mayekiso, general secretary of - :
" the Metal and Allied Workers Union (MAWU), and o
. four ‘other community leaders from Alexandra —

Mtwanele Mayekiso, Paul Tshabalala, Richard
.. Mdakane and Obed Bapela — have been committed
_fortrial on 3 August at the Rand Supreme Court. They

. are charged with high treason — a charge that carries
o ;.a possiblc death sentence. | L

’l‘he 160 tggge indict-

five asserts.

- -:i-TL"'[that t ey trled to ‘over-.
- - throw; usurp or endanger - -
- = the. authorrty of the state -
~" 'with seditious attempt to
27 ~  defy or subvert the authori-
. tyof thestate’. Theyareac- -
" cused of plotting to seize

f’;'?‘-,control of Alexandra and

" render the area ungover-
e nable ‘by

the state by
establrshmg what the state

-7 Citself -calls organs of peo-
o 'ple’s power.

"~ . These organs of peo-
ple’s power are said to be
. people’s courts, and street,
~+. block and area committees.
~=: QOther accusations include -
" that

they campaigned

. against the security forces,
- the Alexandra town coun-
‘so-called col-

crl and

laborators and that they

organised a rent boycott
. and changed street. names.

By Rlch Palser

- This is the first time the
charge of treason has been
brought against activists in-

“volved in building organisa-

tions of people’s power. The
fact that one of those on

trial is the general secretary
-of a major union within

COSATU, the Confedera- =

tion of South African Trade

- Unions, also symbolises the
- strong and ever-growing

links between the trade

~union movement and the
+community-based people’s

committees.
Messages
from the labour movement

" of the
- . Amalgamated Engineering
- Union, decided to take up

AEU

"The district

of protest

.......

X . "
2 ks
S
;

.....

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

resources, but in our
democratically elected
shop stewards and - the

thousands of rank and file
members who have buiit
COSATU as an effective

“voice of the working class.

‘In this sense

“COSATU is indestructible

and will continue to ar-
ticulate the aspirations of

the oppressed and ex-

ploited. We are an impor-
tant force that will shape

the new democratic South

‘Africa, free of oppression
‘and exploitation’. |

- COSATU  affiliates
have been giving major

in this country can play an
1mportant role in influenc-
g- the outcome of this
ohtlcal show-tnal,
show-trlal is what it will be.
Not - five individuals but
‘every trade union and com-

munity activist organising
- rent strikes, or campaigning
~against apartheld’s thugs
| wrll be on trial.

One small step in moun-
ting effective solidarity was
taken in Sheffield last week
when the district committee
-~ AEU, the

the «case of Moses

‘Mayekiso, as part of forging

an alliance between the
in Sheffield and
MAWU in South Africa.
| committee
decided to work to build
such an “alliance = after
organising a special mieeting

" to hear a representative of

the South African Congress

> of Trade Unions (SACTU).

At the meeting, the

SACTU representative ex- .

plained the repression being

meted out against trade
umons in South Africa.

for -

“tain,

to follow
| through.

assistance to the eight-
week rail strike which has
developed into a major
confrontation between

black workers organised in -

their trade unions and the

| apartheid state..

The  workers:

— it is the workers’ shield
against the bosses’. The

rail workers have also

received powerful support
from other unions,
notably  the miners
(NUM), the postal and
telecom workers (POT-
WA), the °~ municipal
workers (MWUSA), and

Other aspects of this

alliance will include taking
up solidarity with strikes led

by MAWLU, taking up the...."
- cases of other detainees

‘who are MAWU members,
offering to host MAWU

'representatrves visiting Bri-
campaigning to -
educate AEU memebrs on
| | in South
Africa, and trying to pro-

the situation

vide material assistance to
MAWU.

The district committee .

is planning to maintain an

ongoing contact with the -

London office of SACTU
the alliance

Messages of protest

calling for the dropping of
all charges and the release

of the five should be sent to
PW Botha,  Union
Buildings, Pretoria 0001,

South Africa, and to the
- South African ambassador,

South  Africa House,
Trafalgar Square, London,
WC2. Copies should be sent

10 SACTU 8, Flowers

Mews, off Archwa Close,

| Upper Holloway, London

NI193TB.

.‘."Whrte election results mean more repression

i THERE’s one thing

- that’s certain following

. the

and the Independents were
dashed by the loss of more
than one-third of their com-

L Whltesi‘::ll;rh | 'eﬁ:fc l;lif)zg bine;i steats, a}rlr;? tl(rieir vote
" There’s not going to be nearly being fdived.

2 move by Botha : :

SN towards reform. By Ray Sirotkin

The fact that seats were

e ,gamed by Botha’s National
“" Party — going up from 126
. to 133 doesn’t disguise the
~...fact that the NP’s share of

. the vote declined from 56 to
¥ 524

per cent.
The aspirations of the

':f%{ " ‘.-Pro ressive Federal Party,
S ~the New Republlcan Party

Their plans aimed at
reforms, backed by the

‘business community and

imperialism, have
disintegrated.

The real beneficiaries
have been the Conservative

Party who have increased

~ their support and have

become the chief opposi-

tion party in the whites-
only parliament. The fascist
Herstigste Nasionale Party
have been marginalised.
Botha played on white

fear which, combined with
the state of emergency,

forced the political climate
among whites away fromr
any thought of reform.
The election reflected this.
Any notion that the main
political option that the
Pretoria regime would take
up would be negotiation
with the ANC is proved
nonsensical,

It may well be that a cer-
tain sectron_ of the business

right,

community does want
reform, but the Afrikaaner
verdict, particularly in the
rural areas remains clear.
Equally, the -election
took place as the regime
killed six railway workers,

arrested leaders of the rall
union, SARHWU, and at-

tacked the headquarters of
COSATU. |

The intentions of
Botha’s regime are clear and
the fuel will come from his
as they organise
against any concessions be-
ing made to the black ma-
jority and demand increas-
ed repression.

~ sufferable

say -
‘COSATU has united us.

the catermg workers
(CCAWUSA),

The strike began on 13
March whe Andrew

Nendzanda was sacked for

handing in late a £12 fee he
~ collected for delivering a
1 container. But the roots of
= 1 the strike go much deeper
~| — to the very nature of the

apartheid system, the in-
living and
working conditions and
poverty wages/ of black
workers, and -thé whole
history
and Harbour

The sacking of Andrew
Nendzanda was identified

as an attack on every rail
- worker and provoked a
growing movement of

solidarity. As Mbengeni
Muhangenei, a labourer
on the railways and a shop

steward at one of the. Ger--
. miston public work yards,
said:
up, and complaints are not .
- tolerated. If we complain,
the options are made clear
- — - continue workmg or

‘The Boers beat us

leave.:

" ‘That is what the strike

is all about — it is about
being beaten, being called
“kafﬁrs” bemg dismissed
without representation

and being paid starvation

wages.’

The strike

) of attacks on

| SARHWU, South African
"Rail

- Workers Union.

Survive.

strikers 4 .
‘audacious acts to disrupt

- spread

dilh- s

rapidly

level - of -organisation
achieved by ‘SARHWU,
despite their. operatmg in
conditions ~of  heavy
repressiot. In fact therr
organisation has extended

during the strike. They
summarise this in their
slogan — ‘organisation

through struggle’.
The entire 50-year old

history of the union has

been one of a struggle to

Today
membershrp is 26 000 and

1s growing at the rate of
Their current -

200 a day.
strike 1s the longest public
sector strike ever.

from depot to

depot 1n1trally in the Wit-
watersrand area and now
nationwide, showmg the

their

Meetings of up to 3000 -

“'rail workers have taken
place despite the present -
- state of emergency. Col-
~ lective action has involved .
- many different sections of
~workers = throughout the
industry — truck drivers,
- public works conductors,

station attendants — ad-
ding to the realisation of
their growing strength and

- ability to grind the railway

system to a halt.

Having no legal right

the
shown

to strike or picket,
have

the movement of goods —

refusing to hand over
truck keys, organising

-~ This
-workers - — where
- phlets are circulated and

‘sleep-ins’ at container
depots, and dumping con-
tamers to block access to
-depots.

| The workers are forced
to live in large compounds -

- like the ones at City Deep

and Kazerne in Johan-
nesbury which house 3000

- workers each; at Delmore

in Germiston with 4000
and Central Rand

Beroni with another 3000 |
concentration of
pam-

union issues can be openly
discussed — has help ed to
-aid the organisation of the

‘union and the strike. As a

result, the workers now
must face not only
cramped single sex ac-
comodation but in addi-

‘tion the military occupa-
- tion of these compounds

by the state-owned com-
pany’s security police.

The military - occupa-
tion of the compounds is
an indication of the stakes
involved in “the rail
workers struggle. Mobilis-
ing solidarity for the rail .
strike is a vital task. NUR"
general secretary, Jimmy
Knapp, has made a special
appeal for. solidarity, call-
ing on all rail workers in
this country and the
labour mvoement in-
general to redouble their
efforts in a campaign of

support.

| ' 4000 rail workers

| 'South Africa.

® SIXTY rail workers
including over half the
national executive of the
NUR picketed the South
Afncan embassy on
Wednesday 13 May.
'. Thcy were there to

| hand in a petition

signed by more than:

'expressing solidarity
with the South African
rail strike and protesting

the killing by the
Pretoria regime of six
strikers. The embassy
refused to accept the

-petition.

- NUR general
secretary immy Knapp

| .sald that rail workers

‘were shocked to hear
about the killings in
hey
have now been on strike

{ for eight weeks and are

still prepared to show
‘guts and courage for

granted.’
Knapp called for
' sobdarlty to sustain the
| struggle in South
Africa’ and explamed
that in handing in the
petition, the NUR
leadership was demon-

support for SARWHU
‘The NUR call for

- the release of the leaders
 of the black South
African railway workers
union who have been
imprisoned asa -
consequence of their
fight for basic human
rights for their
members. We protest
strongly at the general

- black South African
comrades’ he said.

® An emergency -
international campaign
has been launched for
the release of Themba
Nxumalo with

representatives from

~signed a letter

what you and 1 take for

strating its 100 per cent

brutal oppression of our

Strike solidarity

public service unions in

Britain, Ireland,

Netherlands, Sweden
- and Canada sending
" protests to the South

African government.

. o In Bntam, tradc

| union leaders including
. Arthur Scargil
Peter Heathfield

il and

(NUM), Ron Todd

(TGWU), Rodney |
Bickerstaffe (NUPE),
John Daly (NALGO),

Clive Jenkms (ASTMS),
- John Edmunds <

(GMBATU) and others

condemning ‘the
persistent attacks of
your government

.' authorities on COSATU
- .and its affiliates ... We
- call on you to lift the

restrictions on all trade

-union activity and to
release all trade union
-detainees.’

'@® In the NUR, Rail
Against Apartheid has
deepened its solidarity
work with its sister
union, SARHWU. |
Collection sheets for the
SARHWU strike fund
and information on the

strike is being circulated

to all NUR branches.
"~ Over the next few

week, hundreds of NUR -

actmsts will assemble at
national conferences of
the various ‘grades’
covered by the union.

~ They will be addressed

by RAA speakers and
collections will be held
as well as other

‘solidarity action

initiated.

® U and down the
country NUR mcmbers,
often alongside activists
of the Anti-Apartheid
Movement, have been
out on the streets with
buckets and leaflets

A\"D;
L
CO Tl.l

'rarsm

monc for
SAR '

U. ln -

~ Nottingham, £500 was |
collected dunng May

Day activities, a series

- | of leaflets have been

produced and a soclal
held B '

‘@ In Doncaster, leaflets

- on the strike are being

continually updated.
The SARHWU strike

- was a central theme of

the May Day activities
and £70 was collected, a
further £80 raised -
through the production
of a special SARHWU
poster.

Throughout South
Yorks, solidarity with
the striking rail workers

~is fitting in closely with

work being done by the
‘NUM and Women =~
Against Pit Closures.

® In London, RAA is
organising a collection
at Ford, Dagenham with
the local stewards.

. TGWU convenors in the

PTA and Body Plant
enthusiastically
responded to a RAA
approach. The plants
will be leafletted before
the collection and RAA
activists will be turning
up at the plant gates
with banners and
leaflets in an effort to
boost the strike fund.
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THE LAUNCH of the South African Youth Con-

‘gress (SAYCO) in April, bringing together around

500,000 young people organised in 150 regional
youth congresses is an important step in strengthen-
ing the struggle against the South African regime.

‘Launched in conditions of elaborate secrecy,'

SAYCO’s slogan is ‘Freedom or death, victory is

certain’.

EPHRAIM NKOE and SIMON NTOMBELA,
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representatives of the mnational
SAYCO are visiting Bntaln to appeal for solidarity

with their struggle.

‘The youth of South

Africa is c¢harging the
youth of Britain with t

task of mobilising to sup-
port our struggle —

~politically, materially, and

morally. The struggle to
eliminate apartheid is not
only the responsibility of
the South African people,

1t 1s also the responsibility

of the entire world com-
munity opposed to rac1sm
and oppression.’

Their intention is to
help mobilise that solidari-
tv by ‘portraying the real
situation m South Africa
and counter the millions of
rands spent annually by

* the regime in disinforming.

and confusing the mterna-

~against the

ed in the last year are

. iunder 25.

plained: youth are at the

As Ephraim Nkoe ex-

forefront of every struggle
regime —
SAYCO itself was an im-

portant element in the suc-
cess of the recent two day

stayaway.’

Byi Anne Kane

Every attempt to
organise and lead this ac-
tion has been squashed by
the regime: the ANC
Youth League, established
in 1944 was banned in
1960; the South African
Students Movement and

tional comnzumty the Soweto  Students
SAYCO’s emergence  Representative Council,
has filled the gap created  which led the students

by the banning of the stu-
dent organisation COSAS,
by the regime in 1985. This
absence has coincided with
tremendous  repression
aimed at halting the
leading role of young peo-
ple in the struggle against

~ apartheid in this period —

8000 young people over
ten years old have been
held 1n detention in the last
five months alone, and the

revolt against racist ‘Ban-
tu’ education, were bann-
ed in 1977; and COSAS,
formed in 1979, was bann-
ed in 1985.

In addition to direct
repression the regime has
tried to weaken the

youth’s action by suppor-
- ting organisations like the

Inkatha Youth Brigade
and coercing youth into
the ranks of the vigilantes.

leadership of |

vigilantes

bulk of the 25,000 detain- As Simon Ntombela eX-

Behind the coup in

LAST THURSDAY 14 May, the newly elected

government of Fiji was overthrown in a CIA-backed

military coup. Despite reported concern by Buck-
ingham Palance — the Queen is still the constitu-
tional ‘head of state’ in this former British colony —
the ruling class in this country is hoping that the
government of coup leader Lt Col Sitiveni Rabuka is
able to survive. Machinations orchestrated by the
Queen’s representative in Fiji, the governor general,
Ratu Sir Penaia Ganilau, are aimed at protectmg the
gains of the coup against a background of a rlsmg
tide of opposition.

Mobilisations started in the northern part of

...’

Vita Levu, the largest of Fiji’s 300 islands, Indians
closed their shops and a strike disrupted the airport
on Saturday 16 May to protest the coup. Shop and

transport worker strikes were reported to be conti-

nuing on Monday 18 May. There is strong support
for the ousted government, a coalition led by the Fiji
Labour Party, whlch was elected into offlce on 11
April.

This was the first time since gaining in-

dependence in 1970 that Fiji has had a new govern-

ment. Labour Party president Timoci Bavadra was
the newly-elected prime minister. In the following
article ‘Fiji elects non-racial government’, from the
New Zealand paper, Socialist Action, JOAN
PHILLIPS reports on the Fiji election.

THE coalition won 28 The defeat of Ratu
seats in the Fijpjan House  Mara has aroused concern
of Representatives, com- among the imperialist
pared to 24 held by former  powers. Located at the
Prime Minister Ratu Sir  hub of the Pacific and the
Kamisese Mara’s Alllance  most economically
Party. developed of the mdepen-
This electior® victory  dent Island countries, Fiji
marks a step forward for  1s an important area of
Fiji. It is the first time  capitalist investment.
since independence that an Australia and New
election has. g{t beengx- Zealand, 1in particular,
clusively mined by  economically dominate Fi-

voting along racial lmes ji. In 1982, for example,
As well, it opens up the the terms of trade with Fiji
poss1b1hty of a series of - ran over eight-to-one in

democratic reforms in the Australia’s favour and
country ' - over three-to-one in New

Youth against aparthel 1
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plained: ‘high levels of
unemployment and repres-

sion are used to get the

support of youth as
vigilantes.

‘Whereas in the past
we could concentrate our
efforts on the regime, now
we have to beware of the
and the in-
filtrators. In the process

we have lost some of our

- people, our leadershlp and

organisers.’
More than simply over-

coming the efforts of the

regime to sabotage the
organisations of youth and

students, SAYCQO’s for-
mation has attempted to

take account of the widen-

ing composition and

political focus of those

youth in struggle. Since
the banning of COSAS

‘continuing economic crisis

has seen more unemployed

~and township youth drawn

into action.

- I_“M_E'_CEE“.E."_.
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Zealand’s favour.

- The imperialist powers
in the Pacific are especially
worried about the new
government’s declared in-
tention to ban visits to Fi-
jlan ports by nuclear-
armed and powered war-
ships. Members of the rul-
ing coalition have also

raised the possibility of Fi- -
j1 joining Vanuatu as a

member of the Movement
of Non-aligned Countries.

Media

The news media in this
country has portrayed the
election of the Labour
Party-National Federation

Party coalition as a victory
of Fijian Indians — the

largest population group-
ing — over indigenous Fi-

jians, who are 46 per cent
of the population.

An ‘age limit has been
imposed on schools in a
situation where, even iIn
Soweto, over fifty per cent
of youth have no means of

income. This has en-
couraged a loose alliance

- between the youth and the

trade unions, which
SAYCO is aiming to
strengthen. Prior to being

banned, COSAS helped

the 5 and 6

support
1985,

November,

stayaway

srand. |
SAYCQ’s three central

aims are: to promote and

deepen the outlook of the
most progressive class,-the
working class; to mobilise
and organise unemployed
youth; and to encourage
working youth to join pro-
gressive trade unions. In
addition to affiliating to
the UDF, SAYCO is
dlrectly explormg a work-
ing relationship w1th

1)1

The real significance of
the coalition’s victory is
quite different, however.
For the first time, a signifi-
cant number of both In-
dians and indigenous Fi-
jlans did not vote along
racial lines.

Instead, they voted for

- a coalition that stood on a

platform of multiracial-
ism, an .anti-nuclear
foreign policy, and in-
creased emphasis on
health, education, and
social welfare program-
mes. .

Fiji’s 1970 constitution
— drawn up with the help
of Britain, the country’s

former colonial master —

contains a racially-

segregated . system  of
voting.
Until now, Ratu

Mara’s Alliance Party has
captured all the indigenous
Fijian seats. The National
Federatlon Party, on the
other hand, was supported
by the majority of Indian
voters. .

The Alliance Party did

- not govern in the interests

of the majority of Fijians,
however. Instead, it
represented the most
powerful local capitalists,
who are largely of Euro-
pean and Asian origin, rul-
ing through the hereditary
Fijian chiefs.

Similarly, the National
Federation Party 1S
dominated by business-
men and lawyers, rather
than the Indian workers
and tenant farmers who
have been
base.

in  Witwater-

“Firstly

'its electoral
The Fljl Labour. Party .

Eleven-year-old
South African
detainee Fani
Kaduka, recently
released from

prison. Nearly 9000
~of such youth have
been detained in the
first five months of

_ the state of
 emergency.

COSATU.

Simon Ntombela ex-
plained that solidarity, the
main reason for visiting
Britain, is now more
crucial  than ever.
Although the run up to the
white only elections show-
-ed that ‘the racist political
monolith is beginning to
crack’ having got his man-
date from the whites
Botha is-now launching a
head on confrontation

~ with the movement.

Aware

What is needed in Bri-
tain i1s straightforward.
we are calling on
the youth and students in
Britain  through their
organisations to keep
youth and the
population aware of the
atrocities committed by
apartheid.

‘Secondly we are call-
ing for action to put

was formed in 1985, dur-
ing a wage freeze imposed
by the Ratu Mara govern-
ment, at a meeting attend-
ed by representatives of
more than 35 unions af-
filiated to the Fiji Trade
Union Congress.

The new party won its
main allegiance from ur-
ban workers - and
unemployed (the official
unemployment rate is 12.2
per cent). As well, it drew
support from rural
workers and farmers suf-
fering ,the effects of
drought, cyclones, and
rock-bottom world prices
for sugar and copra.

Contest

Labour’s formation of
an electoral coalition with
the National Federation

-Party to contest the elec-

tions has been pointed to
as evidence of ‘Indian’
domination of the new
government.

In - fact, however,
Labour was the dominant
force in the coalition — a
fact that led a section of
the National Federation
Party to split away and run
independently in the elec-
tions. This split group did
not succeed in winning the

allegiance @ of Indian
workers and farmers,
however.

Nine of the 14
members of prime minister
Bavadra’s cabinet are
Labour Party members —
both Indian and in-
digenous Fijian.

The response of Fiji’s

ruling elite to the election

entire

pressure on busmess and

the government to break
.all links and isolate the
racist regime. All youth in
- Britain must be mobilised

to ask why Margaret That-
cher is not cuttlng links
with this monster’.

As the turn out on all
recent  protests  have
shown, enormous poten-
tial exists to organise
young people and students
in Britain opposed to apar-
theid, at present only be-
ing touched on.

- This was recognised by
the last Anti-Apartheid
Movement AGM which
agreed to take steps to
establish a youth section
— by calling a youth con-
ference and organising a

national youth action to

mark« 16 June, South
African Youth Day.
The failure to do either

- of these, combined with

the NC’s recommendation
that any youth section
should have an age limit of
21, rather than 26, is great-
ly llmltmg the sohdarlty
WhICh could be organised.
Where youth groups do
exist, such as in Birm-
ingham and Manchester
the most effective solidari-
ty work by youth is being
done.
- The  lesson of
SAYCQO’s visit 1s clear —
help build an AAM na-
tional youth section, In
solidarity with SAYCO

now!

® While in Britain, Simon
Ntombela and Ephraim
Nkoe are -available to

- speak at labour movement
meelings and can be con-

tacted via Karen Talbot at
%% 84AM office on 01-387

results has been to launch
a reactionary campaign of
destabilisation. According
to the 27 April New
Zealand Herald this had
already been planned even
before the election results’
were confirmed,

-Led by the hereditary
chiefs, the campaign has
focused on mobilising in-
digenous Fijians in the
villages and outer islands
to demand the resignation
of the government and a
constitutional amendment
to ensure that only in-
digenous Fijians can
govern.

The main argument us-
ed by the leaders of this
movement to win support
is that the Bavadra govern-
ment will dispossess in-
digenous Fijians of their
land. Traditional com-
munal ownership of land is
formally guaranteed in the
constitution. In practice,
this places control over
land allotment and leasing

in the hands of the.

hereditary chiefs. Fijian
Indians are denied the
right to own land.

Protest
tions have been held
throughout Fiji, and a
petitioning campaign

launched. A national rally
is planned for May 7, the
date for the start of the

new parhamentary S€s-
sion. - |
Prime Minister

Bavadra, who is himself an
1nd1genous Fijian, has call-
ed on Fijians not to be
‘misguided by a few who

- are bent on destroying

democracy and stability’.

- Long-running
over delays in appointinga ™~
regional secretary in the
the e ¥

demonstra-

‘New
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hlttmg
recently.
largest union has tl'adl*

tionally played a left<
of-centre role in the ::
labour movement. But
reports in national ané
local newspapers in-

dicate sharp differences -
within the union about

-its future pollcles.

By Bill Andrews_, o

TGWU

‘Ron Todd’s electlon as

was hotly.
George
Welsh reglonal

general secretary
contested by
Wright,

secretary. Allegations of -----

ballot rigging led to a re-
vote in which Todd was:
reelected. Yet at the 1985
biennial delegate
ference (BDC) shortly
afterwards, a concerted
right-wing cha]lenge was: .
mounted over acceptance
of Tory trade union laws,
witch-hunts of socxahsts
and other issues.

A series of pubhc
dlsagreements and medla
leaks since then point to
continuing dlsagreements
between Todd and other
members of the executive. -

- south-west;  over.
dismissal and subse quent
reinstatement.  of left.- 4

winger, Alan Quinn, from -

the executive; and the re~ -

cent publicity for

doners for Labour’ show

disagreements spilling over:

into areas of genera cen-

cern in the labour move- i

ment.

. M
S el

C‘Oﬂ‘

wrangies s

‘Lon-: ;

‘New realism’ — modls

Bl'itam’

T
_‘gl

NEYo
1*@

,&e

fying the role of the unions " 3

- to render them more com-. .
pliant to the pressures of
-the ~ employers |
capitalist politicians — is
.clearly gaining ground m

the union. s
- ‘Londoners forf*-?
Labour’, led by TGWU W
chairperson - Brian -

Nicholson, is

reinforcing - the

whole is

~and

openly
critical of the left-wing
London Labour Party, -
anti- -
Labour Party propaganda:?
~of Norman Tebbitt and:: .
the like. It is launched at a
~time when the TGWU asa ...
.plou -hl-!lg

Senior
Colman

FOUR months into
of union orgamsatlon
and the 100 striking
engineers at Senior’
Colman in Sale, near
Manchester, are stlll
going strong. ‘
Latest solldarity

moves include meetmgs
at Manchester

by the transport firms -
and to stop installation

system at the alrport
itself.
- Other equlpment
destined for usein a

bottled up at East
Anglian ports where

blacking. Senior

Graham Wyatt was
touring Gt Y

their dispute in defenee ';;“-'-,

ok :
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airport to
ensure a boycott of scsb
air distribution products

of an air distribution ©

Colman’s convenor,'
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‘Trade Unionists  for

the Unions

U, )

— which way W111 the

It seems that the ex- = tinued efforts to gain

“ Labour’. ecutive has swallowed this  union backing for the
S Meanwhlle anony- line just as in the field of  witch-hunt against
: g.-'-._,'*"f...mous prOpaganda cir- economic policy, where  socialists — resolutions
=+ - culating In the wunion the executive resolution  along these lines are all on

¢ . “warns members of the
v& . danger of ‘the hard left

maklng monkeysof usall’,  tionalisation. The  debate will be over the ac- ; ‘%"
o> in calling for a new en- economic policy pro- countability of the general .
BT ‘-_.qu'ry into ballot results. posals, which are limited executive council (GEC). .

st All this public activity
.+ i@ union which, officially

- at least, frowns on organised

P ’fi-pOhtlcal - debate,

.22 - that the climate within the

-~ ~union has shifted further

- to the right than for many  tional economic assess- it at arally before the BDC
as-ﬁyears - ment’ will also be debated. = may well be condoned
Further developments, Region 9’s resolution, for rather than criticised. JS. & = =

can be expected at this
~.- year’s BDC in. July. The

“-7-1985 conference passed a

N for the Labour Party, for = approve more power for
LA - strong resolution against  their work of reconstruc- the GEC.
woovany. government  in-  tion’ given that ‘there will - |
= terference in union rules  have to be a language of =~ In the years ahead
--on -balloting etc, yet the  priorities’. TGWU members will need [0
~Labour - Party/ TUC Where this would leave ~ a union that will back ks
pohcy, New rights, new the union under another them fully in conflicts with
£ - responsibilities, ~ would Callaghan-type govern- - the employers and their
>z .. also certainly compel the ment is not spelt out. A~ government. Independ-
s TGWU . to - alter 1ts rule  reversal of policy on ence from the . state,
7% book, undermining the reselection of Labour democracy, aecountabihty
princ’iple of independence = MPs; full support for  and socialist policies must
.7+ - and tying the hands of  Labour’s plans tobuildup - not be surrendered on the

© " union members in in-
‘ dustrial disputes.

reveals :

leaves out any reference to
nationalisation or rena-

to Keynesian reflationary
measures, will not tackle
the roots of the crisis.

The dangers of a new

-round of i ncomes control -

under the guise of a ‘na-

example would commit
‘the union to ‘total support

the military and its com-
rmtment to NATO: con-

the agenda.

Another key area of

The new ‘Link up’ cam-
paign, overturning policy

-on agency labour, could

and should have been
determined by the BDC.
Yet the decision to launch

There are also resolutions

~on.the agenda that would

altar of so-called ‘new

realism’.

=
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Ron Todd

THE STRIKE by 20,000 London busworkers on M
May was to be the start of a campaign of protest by the
‘transport union, TGWU, against the effects of the
competitive tendering of routes and services. Now the
TGWU has decided to pursue the issue in the courts.
ROB JONES, a conductor at Stamford Hill bus

UNDER Tory government
legislation in 1984, London
Regional TranSport took
over the functions of the old
GLC-controlled London
Transport Authority and set
about splitting 1t up into
various companies — Lon-
don Buses Ltd (LBL), Lon-
don Underground Ltd, and
separate engineering,
building works, catering,
lift - and escalator
businesses, with others to
follow.

The aim has been to
force these newly created
companies to compete with

~outside firms for the work
- they were originally doing.

- garage, argues that the basis exists for a powerful cam-
paign of industrial action. -

districts and networks
which are then put out to
competitive tender. :
The  effects on
busworkers have been
devastating. Four thousand
jobs were lost in 1986 and
LBL plans to axe another

3000 this year. In the last -

three 'years, eight garages
have been closed and four
more are threatened. Con-
ductors have been par-
ticularly hard-hit as more
and more routes are con-
verted to one-person opera-
tion (OPO) in preparation
for them to be put out to
tender.

In an industry where

drop

passable level, the sudden
top basic wages has
caused hardship for many
— a direct wage cut of £10
to £15 per week.

Now, with the drive to
OPO covering 82 per cent

. of the fleet and virtually

completed, LBL bosses are
targettting driver operators
for wage cuts and harsh
productmty deals. On two
occasions LBL bosses have

tendered for, and won back,

routes on wages and condi-
tions different from those
agreed with the union.

~ At Potters Bar garage
most of the staff took
redundancy -or tranferred.
In order to overcome staff
loss LBL presented

‘busworkers at Norbiton

with the option of taking a
£30 per week wage cut,
transfer to another garage

- perhaps miles away, or face

the sack. With this kind of
management, no wonder
LBL are understaffed by

' ondon busworkers flght competltlve tenderlng

job is now so widespread

that LBL have had to resort

to near-lying - adver-
tisements in the national
press at exorbitant rates to

-recruit staff to replace those

who prefer to take their
chance amongst the four
million unemployed.

By pressing ahead with

OPO concessions, manage-
.ment have created a single
status fleet and almost
eliminated the old divisions
‘between conductors/crew
and OPO drivers. The new-

found unity amongst the

workforce was reflected in

the solidity of the strike ac-
tion, the first for over 30
years. | |
- London bus committee
chair Peter Gibson said that
the success of the action
‘'would guide the committee
on the next stage of the
campaign. |
Busworkers will be
looking for a campaign to
escalate the action and to

ground and railworker:

‘who have also been affectec
by the break—up of the olc

authority.
The one-day and selec:

tive strikes being aired have

already pointed in the
minds of many to such 2
united - campaign of .in-

.dustrial action. A tube
‘guard at Finsbury

Park,
Larry Herman, said ‘We
voted by five to one for in-

dustrial action against the

same problems faced by
busworkers. Many under-
ground workers are saying

finance continues to
- come in especially from
- miners in the north-east.
| Secretary of the
strike committee, Tony
Lowe, explained how
the solidarity move had
put the strikers on a
‘new ‘high’.
Boosting support are
new exposur'es
L .concemmg the
- company’s chairman,
- Professor Roland ~
- Smith. Smith was deeply
. involved in the
- Silentnight strike, in the

members on ‘Why you
should vote Labour’.

- Speakers at the 27 May

meeting will be local
Labour candidates

Diane Abbott, Tony
Banks, Bryan Gould

“and Jo Richardson.

A special leaflet has
been issued for mass
distribution. The leaflet
calls on workers to say
‘no’ to the eight years
of Tory attacks.

It goes on ‘All the
great freedoms and

turn the clock back 80
years: which is why their
papers back the Tories,
back the Alliance as a
fall back or call for
tactical voting (meaning
vote Alliance).
‘Anything to knock
the Labour Party in
order to knock us. They
know a failure to vote
Labour on our part is

‘an open invitation to

attack jobs, wages and
working conditions.’

away.
‘It is wholly
appropriate for us to
take action on basic
rights during the

democratic process of
an election’.

The NUT’s inner
London division, ILTA
is proposing an
escalation of its own
campaign against moves
by ILEA to
compulsorily redeploy
1300 teachers. They are
calling for national

unofficially organising
industrial action in line

‘with union policy — is

holding a rally 18 June. -
Dennis Skinner will be
one of the spe.akers. |

RETIRING vice-
president of the NUM,
Mick McGahey, and the
union’s South Wales

Area President, Des
Dutfield, took the

occasion of the area

the national conciliation
machinery, and not
being ‘honest, realistic or
consistent’ iii accepting
new technology and its
implications.

But for the first
time, Dutfield did speak
of the six- -day coaling

project being scrapped.

After denouncing as
‘hysterical and
misguided’ criticism of
six-day coalmg, Dutfield
opposed the idea of a
breakaway if the union

On the buses this has meant  rest-day and overtime work- 1000 drivers. forge a fighting unity with  that we should fight
- parcelling up the routes into  ing has boosted wages to a - Dissatisfaction with the  especially London under- together with the TGWU’
‘week. Ford itself was set up to give said that if the action The defence Dutfield, whose alleged abuse during the
A Greater | our class a voice aginst were called off ‘our ~campaign for the support for six-day strike itself.

Manchester support THE 1/1107 TGWU the bosses’ parties, the members would not victimised ILTA officers coaling is well- known Now, another union
" committee has been branch at Ford Tories and the Liberals. understand and the — suspended and pitched in against activist, John Deason,
 established for the Dagenham has Our rulers would like public would think that expelled by the NUT Scargill for failing to has been given his

strike. Much needed organised a rally for its nothing better than to the issue had gone leadership for find a replacement for cards. Deason was

called up to a
management interview
to discuss alleged

.irregularities on his job

application form. When
he asked for the
questions to be put in

. writing, he was
“summarily dismissed.

Both Deason and
Treadaway are members
of the London City
branch of the NCU
which has been the
target of a succession of
lesser victimisations and

- social reforms achieved union backing for a conference to launch an rejected the project an associated press
- - House of Fraser, and in this country — the | | | strike on 4 June. The attack on Arthur nationally. witch-hunt. Six branch
. . has now been appointed vote, trade umon' rights, Te aCh ers national union officially ‘Scargill. officers resigned in the
- .. chair of British umversal education, the | | backs the call for - McGabhey gave his midst of these attacks,
.77 - Aerospace to take effect national health service THE NUT and the reopening of - support to six-day Teleco m weakening the union at
-0 - 31 Augusty and many more — were NAS/UWT have negotiations on the ‘working at Margam He a crucial time.
S It’s also rumoured won by the struggles decided to continue with redeployment issue but told the South Wales A SECOND striker has A branch mecting
=+ . that his union-busting and sacrifices of their campaign of strike when ILTA met ILEA delegates ‘many areas been sacked by BT ‘has been called to hear
- activities are making - working people. action during the “on 12 May, the Labour- would welcome your within the | calls for withdrawal of
.- him g prime candidate Nothing has ever been election period. controlled education problem’ of the .space of a fortnight. their resignations snd 2
" to talie over %t British given to us. NUT deputy general authority refused to opportunity to work six First John Treadway campaigs in defence of
Rail. “The Labour Party secretary Doug McAvoy discuss the issue. ~ days. ‘'was victimised for the victmmioed acibvians.
T | ____),.t‘_i LI 1__*!}1 _*;'_ N7 " i 5(}‘!‘ i i_zg LY .‘g_J.f- A té!i\,_?,.';.!‘ ¢
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Support our election

fund!

SOCIALIST ACTION can guarantee that one event

is going to dominate British politics above all others.

for the next four weeks: and that is the general elec-

tien. If the Thatcher goevernment is sent back to

Westminster for a third term of office it will mean a
deieat for millions and mrllwns of workmg class

peoplie in this country.

The Tory
pmmrses a bleak future for
the majority. More attacks
on the trade unions, a fur-

| the.r decline in the health‘

service, cuts in dole and

social security, deteriorat- -

ing standards of education
fer our children.

Anether That‘cher

gﬁvemment means a rot-
tenn deat for women and

Iﬁhck people, for the. sick
and drsabied for youth
and the unemptoyed For
everyone, n fact, except a
!!ew very rich in- th:ts socie-
whox owm and really run
> comntry.
Despite the
medta campaign to the
contrary, the Alliance are
mo different. As the article
omt page three of this issue
explams, the SDP-Liberals
are a true blue Alliance.

- ~With the pubhcation
of their electiomr mamifesto
tire myth that the Alliance
is-a paft -of the feft, has

massive

been well and truly eprod-"
ed. Owen has. alr_ea;l‘y.
the

made  clear - that
Alliance is prepared to
form a government with
Thatcher and the Tories.

~ The only alternative to
Thatcher is a Labour
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. government For the next
four weeks, the message
. Somahst Action will be
- pumping ‘out will be to

vote Labourin every single
To = vote

Labour not because of,
but despite, the policies of
Neil Kinnock and the

‘Labour leadership.

That is the message
that Socialist Action will
be carrying across the
country for the duration
of the general election

campaign. And to help get

that message -across the

Socialist Action editorial

board decided to go week-
ly during the election cam-
paign.

It is why we have also
decided to Faunch a £3000
election fund, ‘which will
pay for that and other ex-
penses Socialist Action is
likely to incur during the
election period.

This week sees the start ”
of our election period

coverage, with articles and
news on all - three
manifestos, and strll more

~ - important, coverage of the
~vital teachers and civil ser-.
vants - battles- that will be

going on during the elec-
tion campalgn |
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‘We will be continuing
“this |
coverage - throughout the

sort of election

campaign including taking

a look at Labour in the
regions — analysing events -

as they happen and poin-
ting to their

ing class communities in
Britain. '
Socialist Action mll be
working flat out for a
Labour victory — and in
the North of ireland sup-
porting Sinn Fein. Not
because we beheve
Labour’s programme 1s

any solution to the pro-

blems facing people in this
country, or because we
believe that the party

leadership is running the
-sort of campaign that is
needed to put the labour

movement on the offen-
sive. But because what

“happens on 11 June will

affect every struggle that
takes place. |

To help defeat That-
cher on 11 June; to help
get out the socialist
message please send dona-
tions to Socialist Action,

‘PO Box 50, L.ondon Nl

2XP.

-Readers

targets

Aberdeen 36
Birmingham 180
Bristol 96
Cardiff 144
Coventry | 48
Glasgow 132
Huddersfield 120
Leeds 144
Leicester 72
Liverpool 84
Manchester 276
Newport 108
Nottingham 168
S Yorks 240
E London 360
NW London 156
SW London 108
OW London 228
SE L.ondon 132
N London 144
Nationally 124

RATES

real
significance for the work- . -

TWO HUNDRED and fifty thousand civil servants

will be called on to strike on 8 and 9 June. On the eve
of the general election, their action will be a power-
ful rejection of the Tory government’s low pay

policies.

The decision to ballot for strike action was taken
at last week’s national conferences of the two largest

= civil servants’ unions — the Civil and Public Ser-

vices Association (CPSA) and the Society of Civil
‘and Public Servants (SCPS).

The poliey adopted N
would mean that London -

members of the two

~ unions will be out on strike

for two days every fort-
‘night, part of a strategy of
regional and selective ac-

tion. The two - unions,
along with the Northern
Ireland Public Servrces
Assoc1at10n have been in-
volved in action for seven
weeks.

Union leaders have
commented that member-
ship support for the in-
dustrial action campaign
has surpassed all expecta-
tions. When they took ac-
tion in London and the
south-east at the beginning
of the month, 90 per cent

of their members in the 53
and 63
Department of Employ-

DHSS offices

ment offices chosen for ac-
tion’on strike. All govern-
ment’ departments, in-
cluding the Cabinet office,
the Treasury and Ministry
of Defence, were affected
as the unions targetted all
civil servwe offices on 7
and 8 May.

At the Aldermaston
atomic. weapons research
establishment 98 per cent

NUPE demands decent minimum wage

He made no excuses for the - ;?;s
public service workers’ ac- -
tion during the winter: of %
‘We shall not '
forget it and if the-last -
Labour government had . :
done what it should have - >
done to look after the low.. . =
it would not have'

THE NATIONAL
Union of Public
Employees (NUPE) has
given overwhleming sup-

port to a conference

resolution backing a na-
tional minimum wage
based on two-thirds of

national average earn-

ings.

In a powerful speech to

the conference, general
secretary Rodney Bicker-
staffe called on the Labour
Party to adopt the union’s
minimum wage target.

In backing the return of
a Labour government,
Bickerstaffe called for an
end to °‘this demeaning
nightmare of poverty and
low pay’. He stressed that
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- Federation

of CPSA and SCPS
members walked out.

By Jon Silherman

Seven  thousand
strikers marched through’
London and rallied in
Kennington Park. They
chanted ‘low pay — no

~ way’ showing their deter-

mination to reject the
government’s derrsory 42

- per cent offer.

One placard asked:

- ‘What have 42 per cent

and MI5 got in common?
— They are both a scan-
dal!’

This rejectron of the

government’s overall
policies has been reflected
in the support won by the
strikers. Marching on the
London

were Inland Revenue

workers from a number of

different offices and bran-
ches. Their union, the In-
land  Revenue  Staff
(IRSF) was
originally involved in the
pay campaign but has set-
tled separately.

SCPS general secretary
Leslie Christie said that the

" A",
R R

- unemplo

" unions. _
delegates at the CPSA

demonstration |

gauntlet —
their  members to vote
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the Labour Party was not

committed to the TUC’s.

significantly lower figure of
£80 — which the conference
resolution viewed with
‘alarm and dismay’.

unions had also won sup-

port from claimants and

the unemployed.
‘Claimants’ wunions = and
unemployed workers’ cen-

tres have sent people to
our rallies and demonstra-

tions and shown they
recognise that we are more
concerned = -
yment that the
unelected Lord Young’ he

~said.

The strength of feeling

-over the claim for £20 or
15 per cent, which ever is

the higher, and for a 35
hour week was reflected at

the conferences of the two.
- Three hundred

conference voted for a

resolution: calling for a

new ballot over all-out
strike action, despite the
opposition of their general
secretary, John Ellis. Ellis

- had branded such a pro-

posal as ‘barmy’.

Despite solid support
for the motion from the
DHSS section, it was
defeated  with 531
delegates voting against,

‘though the final resolution

leaves the door open to all-
out action if the govern-
ment fails to respond to
the new wave of selective

“and regional strlkes.

The conference also
seized  the political
calling on

Labour at the election
and deciding, against the
advice of John Ellis, to
ballot their members on
affiliation to the Labour

Bickerstaffe made a
strong defence of the
union’s fight aginst low pay
during the ‘winter of
discontent’ in 1979. Then
the Labour government’s
‘social contract’ incomes
policy policed the low
wages of a million public
service workers, and NUPE
led a campaign of industrial
action against low pay.

Bickerstaffe told con-
ference delegates that Tory
election propaganda always
features television footage
of striking NUPE members
at this time.

‘We are not going to run
away from what we did in
1979 he said. ‘Let the Tories
remind people that this

country cannot go on €x-

ploiting low-paid workers’.

Party

about

that

" with
Union (CSU), which tradi- - :

~ The idea of so—eall
non-pohtrcal
unionism’ has traditional- "

‘ly been very strong wrthm ;

the civil service.
CPSA used not even to- .
have a - political fund,:
though
ballot vote last year
decrded to estabhsh one

failed to welcome the a s

- filiation - moves Front— :
bench kespefson
Oonagh McDonald - had

previously argued that the

- election week strike action *
‘would not adversely affect.

Labour’s election chances

~on the grounds that the:’
“unions were not affiliated!”

Nor would she pledge
a future Labour.
government would honour
the union’ claim, saymg
instead that the 4.5
cent offer would be refe
red to arbitration. -~

The industrial actron
campaign is also pushrng

the -civil service unions:

towards closer unity. For
some time the SCPS has
been discussmg a merger -
the Civil Service -

tionally recruits amongst
similar ~ grades. ‘Both
unions voted massively to
go ahead with the merger,

with Leslie Chrlstle reﬂec-— '

ting the views of many::
when alongside J ohn
Ellis, he expressed ‘hope

that the merger will lead to

fresh amalgamatlons

the civil serv1ce. |

discontent.

paid,
happened.’

The union also boosted L
the struggle for women’s
rights by electing a new ex-
ecutive council with a ma- .

joity of women members.
Thirteen of the 26 seats
open to both men and

women are held by women; = "

additionally, there are

special reserved seats for

the
union’s 660,000 members

women.
Two—thxrds of

arc women.
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