
 
NO TALKS
WITH THE

IF THE Tories expected
trouble from the TUC when
they were elected, then
their minds will have been
set at rest by now. The
General Council motion,
‘Campaign for Economic
and Social Advance’, is
completely toothless, and
all the more militant alter-
natives have been compo-
sited out of existence.

Indeed there is a danger
that the toothless General
Council resolution will be
replaced by another —
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sponsored by an_ unholy
alliance of EETPU, ISTC,
TASS and SCPS — that is
not just toothless but gum-
less too.

Last time the Tories were
in, they weie battered and

then sweptout of office by
three years of militant trade
union struggle to defend
standards of living and
trade union rights.

The trade union leaders
are terrified of a return to

those days. They want‘nat-
ional unity’ and they want
‘good industrial relations’,
or class collaboration as it
is usually called. They
don't want a militant rank
and file struggle and un-

%

Counterrevolution in Iran
by Andrew Hornung
TWELVE Iranian Trotsky-
ists, membersof the Socialist
Workers Party of Iran, have
been sentenced to death by
an Islamic Revolutionary
Court in the oll city of
Ahwaz. The two women SWP
members (out of 14 SWP
members jalled since June)

The new attorney-general
in Ahwaz has threatened to
quit unless there is a re-
trial. Objections have also
come from the former attorn-
ey-general, the Director of
the Petroleum Institute of
Ahwaz, and the Governorof
Khuzistan. So there is still
a chance that the socialists’

The day the sentences
were handed down,anoffice
of the SWP in Tehran was
occupied by Revolutionary
Guards. Twelve SWP mem-
bers were arrested, two
being members of the Cen-
tral Committee. The same
day, two membersoftheleft-
wing Fedayeen Khalk were were givenlifesentences, lives can be saved. sentenced to two years

  
IN ANattemptto quash thesentences imposed ontheIranian Trotskyists,

a
deputatihanded in a note at the Iranian Embassyin London on Tuesday28th.On theico— to ht}Seasn aonTarigAli [Internationalxist Group], Ernie Ro » Hojabr Khosravi f Iran], -=Districtaeof the Comeaniotts ih sabiarabkous.cance

¢ note, which was also signed by Michael Meacher MP,Sten Vewens MP. Alf Dubs MP,Tony Benn MP andFred Halliday,protested at ‘‘serious breachesof democratic rights’ inIran. It particularlydenounced ‘‘thesentence of deathimposed on 12 membersof theIranianSWP”’ and thelife imprisonment imposed on two women membersoftheparty"*It went on: ‘‘We ask thatthesentence is quashed and the prisoners released. Our protestsextend to theexecutions carried out=Kurdistan, particularlythoseof the Kurdistan Democr-arty members’’.atic Party and theTudeh P;

_-ee_—" has been lodged by Alex Kitson on behalfof the internationalcommittee of

  

for distributing leaflets. An
unconfirmed report also
claims that people were kill-
ed when the houseof an off-
icial of the Tudeh (Commun-
ist) party was attacked.

A ceasefire was announced
in the war between govern-
ment troops and Revolution-
ary Guards:on the one side,
and Kurdish militias on the
Other, after intervention by
ayatollah Taleghani. But aya-
tollah Khomeiny quickly
reversed the announcement,
reaffirming his intention of
‘crushing’ the Kurds. There
are still large groups of
Kurds being held under
arrest, whose lives depend
on the mercy of ayatollah
Khalkhali,the fanatical head
of the Revolutionary Courts
who has been dispatched to
Kurdistan.

Every day there is newsof
more and greater attacks on
democratic rights throughout
Iran, with the Kurds and the
socialists as the main target
of attack. Meanwhile the
self-appointed champion of
democracy and ‘human
rights’, President Carter,
has switchedhis line on Iran.
The United States has swung
round to full support of the
government, supplying them
with arms.

It is six months since the
Shah was put to flight. In
that time there have been
numerousattackson theleft,
on the national minorities,
on workers’ organisations
and on those demanding de-

 

 
compromising class hostil-
ity to theTories.

The issues in the fight
against the Tories are the
same as they were under
Heath. The methods have
to be the same — strikes,
mass pickets, flying pick-
ets, occupations, general
strike — and the guiding
idea, too — ‘No talks with
theTories! Tories out!’

In one vital respect, how-
ever, we have to go beyond
the militancy that brought
Heath down. We have to
fight for clear solutions to
the problems of anti-union
laws, low wages whittled
away by inflation, unem-
ployment, and cutsin social

services.
® Nostate interference in

union affairs!
* Big across-the-board

wageincreasesand an ad-
equate national minimum
wage [and benefitsto
match]. Automaticwageincreasesin line with the
cost of living.

* No redundancies. Cut
thehours,not thejobs.Work-sharingwith no loss
of pay and under workers’
control. 35 hour week now!

© Nationalisationwithout
compensationand under
workers’ control. Expans-
ion of social services to
meet the needsof the
workingclass.

e 
A picket of the Iranian Embassy organised by the
Association of Kurdish Students Abroadand sup-ported by severalfar left groups drew 200 people onSaturday 25th. (See report, p.8). There was also apicket of the Embassy on Friday24th, organised byWorkers’ Action.

mocratic rights.
At first, with the army in

chaos, with the gendarmerie
disorganised and the politi-
cal police disbanded, the
Khomeini regime was forced
to hide its real face. Plans
to create worker-employer
syndicates instead of trade
unions were shelved, the
Kurds were told that their
demands for autonomy were
being ‘seriously studied’,
and draft lawsrestrictingthe
right to demonstrate and
outlawing ‘disruptive’

activities in the workplace
stayedin cold storage.

Nevertheless, what- could
not be legislated could be
encouraged. There was no
law introduced requiring
womento wear veils or head-
scarves, but those not wear-
ing them were denounced by

continued on p.9.
Seealso p.8:inter-
view with Iranian
socialist.
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THE STEERING Committee of
the SCLYhadits first extend-
ed national meeting on July
14th. 17 voting members plus
a number of observers ait-
ended.

Socialist|Organiser/SCLV
groups were represented from
Leicester, Coventry, Cardiff,
Basingstoke, West London,
Islington North, Haringey, and
Hackney North, in addition to
the London Steering Com-
mittee members.

To follow on from the succ-
essful SCLV-sponsored
London conference on local
government, Labour, and the
cuts in June, it was agreed to
promote conferences in other
areas on the same theme and
to mobilise support for the
‘DefendLondon’ conferenceon
September 22nd called by the
London Labour Party EC ag-
ainst theTory cuts.

Near-unanimous agreement
was reached in condemning
LambethCouncil's decision to
make cuts of 442% following
the Tories’ £3 million slash-
ing of the rate support grant.
It was decided to seek a state-
ment from council leader TedKnight putting his case, with
responses from councillors and
local trade unionists. (These
appeared in an August SO
special).

The idea of a demonstrat-
ion to Whitehall against the
cuts led by as many Labour
councillors as possible was
canvassed. It was reported
that the South East Region

TUC might be organising a
demonstration for November,
and SCLY should fight for a
massive Labour contingent.
However, since then Ted
Knight and the LambethCLPs
have taken upthecall for a de-
monstration, which should be
backed by all Labour activ-
ists.

The meeting also decided to
reaffirm the SO/SCLYVposition
of opposition to rent and rate
rises agreed at the founding
SCLV conference, although a
minority argued that the June
local government conference
decisions were a more repres-
entative guideto action.

Other important decisions
included the formation of a
committee to draft a statement
as part of the preparation for
the SCLV recall conference in
November.

Be
It was also agreed to write

to the Labour Coordinating
Committee proposing a meet-
ing to discuss activities and
the possibility of open dis-
cussions. SCLV and LCC mem-
bers share many common
aims, andit wasfelt that closer
relations could be mutually
beneficial.

Don Flynn criticised Colin
Foster's article on the LCC
draft constitution in the July
SO (see his letterin this issue).
While—several comrades
shared Don Flynn's reserva-
tions about the tone of the

SCLV FIRST NATIONAL MEETING
MAPPING OUT BATTLE PLANS

Wit 2voVeL pace, wie ALOEL-
ing agreed that the substant-
ive points remain valid and not
of secondary importance.

First, the draft—constitu-
tion represents not a democra-
tisation of the LCC but a narr-
owing of its political base.
Second, those Labour Party
members who joined the LCC
on the basis of the three aims
published in Labour Activist
no.1 are now confronted with a
constitution which proposespossible exclusion of those
who do not agree withthe pro-
grammein LA 3 (March 1979)
— essentially a Benn-type
alternative economic strategy,adopted retroactively and in
advanceof theconference.

Also members are, it app-
ears, to have no clear right to
discuss or change the pro-
gramme, because the draft
constitution gives the annual
meeting no. soverei wers
over the policy of the CC or
the proposed Executive Com-
mittee.

The draft constitution itself,
adopted by the launch comm-
ittee, requires a two-thirds
majority to make changes.third, the concept of the
LCC as a relatively open left
forum (oneof its basic aims) is
further undermined by intro-
ducing a postal ballot before
the annual meeting, in place
of thatmeeting electing the EC
on the basis of informed dis-
cussion and debate.

While we continue to urge
SCLV supporters to join with

the LCC in a comradely mann-
er, promoting debate on strat-
egy for socialism and welcom-
ing moves towards a more
structured organisation, we
believethat the draft constitu-
tion’s proposals can only hind-
er thatprocess.

It was agreed to organise a
public meeting at Labour Party
conference in October, and
produce a SCLV briefing for
delegates and visitors. On the
August 12th Ireland demonstr-
ation it was agreed Socialist
Organiser should build for a
large labour movement pre-
sence on the Troops Out Now
contingent organised by theUnitedTroops Out Movement,
An appeal for support had al-
ready been produced, backed
by prominent labour move-
ment figures.
Bf

On the Corrie anti-abortion
bill,it was agreed to approach
the Labour Abortion Rights
Campaign, to offer support in
the production of propaganda
and to promote the campaign
through Socialist Organiser.

The next national meeting
of the Steering Committee/EB
will be on Saturday September
8th at 2pm, in London.A pool-
ed fare will operate. All local
SCLV/SOgroups and support-
ing organisations are encour-
aged to send a delegate.
The affiliation fee for local
groupsis £2.
MIKE DAVIS secretary, SCLV

  
ing in Manchester

were present.
GAA meetings

national campaigns.
grew out of the

 The objective of national
is to ex-

change information on local 
campaigns and to assess
the direction of the major

GAA
000-strong

demonstration protesting ag-
ainst the state’s attack on
Gay News (via the blas-
phemy laws) last February.
National meetings are held

Gay activists meet
THE GayActivists’ Alliance
(GAA)held a national meet-

Poly-
technic Students’ Union on
the 14th to 1Sth July. About
40 men and women rep-
resenting 10 local groups

every two months,and every
six months the ‘secretariat’
revolves to another local
group — the idea being to
stop over-bureaucratisation
and unrepresentative con-
centrations of power and
skills at thecentre.

At Manchester, some of
the weaknesses of this
structure were glaringly
obvious: the local host
group had done almost no
pre-meeting planning, and
without chairpeople and a
workingagenda, the meeting
almost collapsed on the
second day.

The Edinburgh delegation
proposed changes which
will be discussed at thenext
national meeting in Leicester
in October. In future, if
the proposals are adopted,
GAA will meet nationally
twice a year with regional
meetings to fill any felt
gaps.

The revolving secretariat
will, however, be maintain-
ed, with the additional
task of organising the half-
yearly meeting.

Edinburgh also wants to
see an orientation to the
labour movement at the
forefront of GAA discussions
and the active participation
of even more women.

IAN DUNN
 
 

|
A RANKandfileconference

| is to be held in Manchesterin
= peers ', sponsoredby theTL ibour Cisiiindting ‘om-

: mittee, the Institute for
Workers’ Control, the Cam-
paign for Labour Party De-
mocracy, and Independent
Labour Publications.The
Conferenceis also backed by
the TGWU and NUPE, and
will be open to all Labour
Party members in constitu-
ency parties, trade union
branches, and branches of
the sponsoring organisations
in the North West.

Socialist Organiser spoke
to Michael Meacher MP,
chairman of the LCC Launch
Committee, about the aims
of the Conference and the
LCC’s ownfirst annual meet-
ing, to be held at the same
time.
@H@ What are the aims of
the conference?
(10 The LCC sees the rank

LCC : "We
andfileconference as part of
the regional conference we
arepianning, aiming to bring
together activists in the reg-
ions to decide on our poli-
tical priorities and how to
carry them out. As far as
the LCCis conceried, there
has beenlittle discussion on
the left's priorities. We've
suggested our four main
goals in Labour Activist /

and 2, and awider policyplatformin LAS. <2| MM What do you say to
criticism from LCC support-
ers whojoined on the basis
of the broad aimsoutlined in
LA 1 & 2 — for democracyin
the party, for accountability
of leaders, and for the provi-
sion of a forum for discuss-
iou of left strategy — that
the proposed constitution

makinginembership condit-
ional on support for the poli-
cies in LA 3, and pre-empts
discussion of policy by the
Annual Meeting? '

O10 We wouldn't expect ev-
eryone to agree with all the
items in LA 3. What was in
the minds of the Launch
Committee when we publish-
ed thatplatform was that we

narrowsfe base of LCC by -‘\believedthese were the poli-
cies most LCC supporters
would broadlysubscribeto.

If people find they have
differences with points in the
platform, we can discuss
them. We don't wanta Bible.
On the other hand we've got
to decide the parameters of
theLCC.

It was not intended to be
exclusive.
 

Theballot for the
first Executive
Committee of the

Committeewill
close on Sept.2nd.

Three Socialist
Organiser support-

 LabourCoordinating

ors, John Bloxam,
Nik Barstow, and
Peter Tebbutt, are
standing.,They Say:

and

ittee must remain central
Our ability to do this means

The basic
commitment to developthe fight for democracyand accountability inside the

Party by the launch comm-

that the LCC itself must be
fully democratic, with the
AG sovereign and no
‘bans and_proscriptions’.For the ‘‘political campaign
at grassroots’’, the LCC must
remain an open forum of the
left inside the Party and a
campaign alliance for rank and

bour activists, and not
undemocratic

exclusively
‘or just one view of the way

file
become

ouping
an

Tun

We must have democracyinsidethe lett
to socialism. We have criti-
cised parts of the proposed
Constitution and Rules as
going in the latter direction,
and have put forward amend-
ments to it. To fulfill the
important potential of the
LCC, we will continue to
argue-for a democratic andfig! ting body, and for policies
taken up by the papersSocialist ‘Organiser and 5)WorkersAction.

 
 

don't want a Bible’
@@ Surely one of the most
important functions of LCC
is to provide a forum for de-
bating out strategy and tact-
ics for socialism. Some com-
rades say that the way the
constitution has been drawn
up could prohibit a full dis-
cussion of strategy because
the Annual Meeting will not
have powers to decide on
policy.
OO At the LCC annual
meeting and the rank and
file conference we want to
discuss the issue of strategy.
If people want to put alter-
natives, that'sfine.

The Left needs to debate
strategy for the next Labour
Government and examine
the strategy of the last Gov-
ernment and the left alter-
native, to seeifit is adequate
or changes need to be made
with particular refereice to
the
struggle.

extra-parliamentary
 
 Letter:

COLIN FOSTER really
needs to develop somesense
of proportion in his analysis
of developments within the
mainstream Labour Left.
His article on the Labour Co-
ordinating Committee
(‘Trying to put the lid on’,
SO July 1979) accuses these
comrades of all manner of
bad faith, duplicity and
general anti-democratic
manoeuvring in the proposed
draft constitutionof theLCC.
Irrespective of comrade

Foster’s specific criticisms,
the fact which cannot be
ignored is that the LCC is
involved in a transition from
being an ad hoc body ans-

Lets have less cynicism on the LCC
werable only to itself to
being a campaign open to
all people who support its
basic aims, with an elected
steering committee which
has to produce an account of
its activities to an Annual
General Meetingofits entire
membership. While critic-
isms can be madeofpattic-
ular proposals in the draft
the overall thrust of the
development of the LCC is
away from being an ad hoc
elite, and in the direction of
a broad membership cam-
paigr. with accountability
of the national committee
to the membership through
the Annual General Meeting.

How this can be presented
as being a stab in the back,
or ‘putting the lid on democ-
racy’ is beyond the present
writer and I suspect beyond
the majority of people who
support theLCC.

i
The SCLV should be in

the forefront of welcoming
all moves in the direction
of opening up dialogue
and debate betweensections
of the Left, regardless of
how partial and limited these
developments might be in

their initial stages. We
should be clear that the
LCC represents just such a
development and ourcritic-
isms of specific features of
its organisational procedures
are secondary to our desire
to take maximum advantage
of whatever opportunities
for comradely debate and
united action have been
created.

It is particularly ironic
that Colin Foster’s cynical
article should have appeared
alongside a piece by LCC
member Stuart Holland MP
which attempts to argue, in
a very fraternal tone, why
the Left should be support-

ing the alternative economic
policies advocated by the
LCC. This rather contra-
dicted comrade  Foster’s
invective about attempts
to ‘impose a “‘Bennite’’
faction leadership on a
supposedly broad grass-
roots movement.’ The imp-
ression left after reading
Holland’s article is that the
LCC places a high premium
on having its position
properly understoodby activ-
ists in theParty and thetrade
unions, including the supp-
orters of theLCC.

While no doubt many
SCLV supporters do not
support the policies advo-

cated by the LCC we should
recognise
muchthat is positive in the
attitude of comrades

that there is

like
Stuart Holland and we
should seek to build a con-
structive relationship be-
tween our two campaigns.
We will be aidedin doing
this if it can be ensured
that there is less cynicism
in the pages of Socialist
Organiser and a great deal
more willingness to seek
out waysof cooperating with
othe? left wing currents
within the labour move-
ment.

Comradely,
Don Flynn

 

 
 

 onlyafterrevolution

 
Devolution Dear comrades,

Martin Barclay’s letter on
devolution deserves a reply.
Hepoints out that capitalists
avoid areas where they ex-
pect poorer profits and that
Scotland often falls into this
category. Devolution of any
kind, he argues, should be
opposed as a diversion from
the profit system and a cause

of ‘internal division’ in the
labour movement.

The evidence points the
other wav Far from retard-
ing working class unitythroughout and beyond Brit-
ain, the pro-devolution Scott-
ish labour movementhas,if
anything, been among the
leadersof left wing struggle

For example, in the devel-

oping momentum ofthelorr
drivers’ strike or earlier in
the gearing up of the anti-
Tory struggle under Heath
(UCS, etc.). There is no ser-
ious prospect of Scottish orEnglish workers being play-ed off against one another
on the basis of national feel-
ing. Rather the dangers of
negative differences and div-

isions in the movement stem
from attitudes epitomised
by Martin Barclay’s letter,
which appear to argue that
the spread and mediation
of formal political powerunder capitalism is not an
issue for the labour move-
ment. I expect that all these
problemswillbe solved after
therevolution...

Thereis moreto it than the
economic decisions capital-
ists make when choosing to
invest (some US corporations
seem to have a positive bias
in favour of Scotland).
Finally, I still want to know
why Martin Barclay advoc-
ates a Scottish Assembly
to which he is opposed?

BRYNLEYHEAVEN
 

  



 
  

A demonstration against the
new Nationality Bill is being
planned for the winter by
several black and anti-racist
organisations, including the
Campaign Against the Im-
migration Laws.

No one knowsexactlyhow
the Bill, whose publication is
expected in the next few
months, will affect the civil
tights of blacks living in
Britain now. The Green
Paper on Nationality, on
which the Bill will probably
be based, is so unclear that
manyblackgroups havefear-
ed the worst, even the very
unlikelyoutcome that British
born blacks will be deprived
of British citizenship.

Socialist Organiser has no
spies in theTory cabinet. But
the signs are ominous. Al-
ready, black people who
came from the Common-
wealth before 1973 are den-
ied the samerights in relat-
ion to the EEC as other
British citizens. Since the
Nationality Bill will be aim-
ing to tidy up anomalies in
time for the common EEC
passport scheduled for 1980,
this could mean that either
two classes of citizen would
have to be created, or that
huge numbers

—
of black

people would be denied Brit-
ish citizenshipaltogether.

Even before the law is
changed, the Tories are
keeping their racist promis-
es. They deported three
childrenbecausethey hadn’t
been through ‘Entry Clear-
ance’ in India. The current
wait for interviews to gain
Entry Clearance in India is
now four years, by which

TORIES

time some of these children
would be too old to have the
right to join their mother in
Britain. —

Yet not even the Home
Office are suggesting that
the Patel children didn’t
havetheright to enter. They
simply hadn’t been right
throughthemillyet.

A Whitby man, Afzal Mo-
hammed,is under threat of
deportation because the
HomeOffice claim that his

Picket of Heathrowdetention centre on July 7

alsRATION

marriage is not genuine.
Theytried to prove that his
children weren't his children
but failed. Then they charg-
ed that his marriage had
broken down.

Awaz, an Asian women’s
group, called a picket of the
HomeOffice in protest.
. There hasbeen one, vict-
ory. AbdulAzad,an Oldham
youth, came home a few
months ago to find his
mother had been murdered.

LAWS!

When police arrived they
were far more interested in
whether Abdul was perhaps
deportable. He was carted
off to jail amid police claims
that he wasn’t his mother’s
son. A powerful campaign
was mounted in the local
Bangladeshi community and
anti-racist movement, and
eventually he was released
and the charges against him
dropped. ;

The campaign is now sug-

  
gesting to the police that.
having persecuted Abdul
they could nowtry to findhis
mother’skiller.

One solace for those who
gét caught up in such night-
marish experiences remin-
iscent of Nazi Germany or
South Africa is that their
MPmightintercede for them
with the Home Office.
(AfzalMohammed’s MP teok
blood test results to the
Home Office to refute the

sion, and call on the Minister
to consider the case and ‘ex-
ercise his discretion’. Now
Timothy

i sresponsible for Immigration,
has suggested abolishing the

" Campaign-Against Immigrat-

police charges.)’ MPs can
intervene when someone is
stopped from entering Brit-
ain or threatenedwith expul-

Raison, minister

rights of MPs to intervene,
and replacing it with some
‘independent’ judicial pro-
cedure; the details of which
haven’t beenmade clear.

On July 7th this year, the

ion Lawscoordinated a series
of pickets outside every
prison in Britain where
people were being detained
under the Immigration Acts
and their regulations.
Harmondsworth Detention
Centre, Holloway, Penton-
ville, Lincoln, Lewes, Win-
son Green, Risley,Armley—

if suspected illegal immig-
rants were inside, protestors -

wereoutside.
As a follow up to these

pickets, and in preparation
for the demonstration ag-
ainst the Nationality Bill,
CAIL are planning a speak-
ing tour for most big towns
and several parts of London.
Meetings will be organised
by the local anti-racist
groups whowill give CAIL a
platform. (More details in
next month’sSO.)

CAILinvites personal affil-
iations from SO supporters
(£2) and from any organisat- |

ions theybelongto (£5), and
will send speakers. Send
moneyor ask for further in-
formation to Box 133,
182 UpperStreet, London N1
or phoneBernard at 720-2328
 
 

ON September 10th several
important test cases will be ©

coming up before Barnet
Magistrates Court in the
series of showtrials of those
arrested at Southall last
April.

One of these will be Clar-
ence Baker, memberof the
Reggae band Misty,who was
so violently attacked by the
police when they ransacked
Parkview Buildings that he

| was hospitalised for several
weeks with a blood clot on
the brain. (The clot is still
there, leaving him constantly
in dangerof a brain haemorr-
hageifit bursts.)

These trials will be the
first to be held after the
summerrecess and are sign-
ificantas noneof the defend-
ants was even onthestreets
of Southall — they were in-
side a house which thepolice
are claiming was the source
of Molotov cocktails.

During this summer re-
cess, suspicion of another
killing has fallen on the pol-
ice. On the night of August
1st Sarwan Singh Grewal was
arrested in Southall as

Southal!
‘drunk and disorderly’. The
next morning he was dead,
the police claiming he had
choked on his own vomit.
Whenhis wife and the family
doctor eventually saw the
body nine days later they
found it badly bruised, part-
icularly about the head. The
doctor has said there were
definite signs of assault.

So far in the Southall trials
36 cases have been heard.
Four ‘have been acquitted.
Two men have received jail
sentences of three months
and one month; andthe rest
have been fined between £50
and £500 each, totalling
£2,500.

700 people were arrested
on April 23rd, and 342 were
charged. The charges to be
heard on September10thare
more serious than those so
far heard.

The prosecution and police
statements in court have con-

sisted of blatant contradict-
ions and clumsy lies. But
with the magistrate observed
snoring on the bench, they
no doubt feel they can say
what they like and get away
with it.

The police have admitted
thattheyhad ordersto arrest
‘trouble makers’ they found
on the streets, whether they
were demonstrating or not.
(It turns out that their defin-
ition of trouble makers is any
‘C121’ — their code for a
person of Indian or Pakistani
origin.) With the arrest of the
people in ParkviewBuildings
the arrestable offence seems
to be widened to anyone who
is black and was in Southall
on April 23rd. In the view of
the Asian community, the
whole of Southallis on trial.

The same confident cynic-
ism is evident in the attitude
of the SPG to the ‘inquiry’
into thedeath of Blair Peach.

on trial
At present one SPG officer
has been awayon holiday,on
full pay, for not divulging
what he knows about the
identity of Peach’smurderer.
In Southall, identity parades
have had all the seriousness.
of an episode from the Key-
stone Cops

Yaqoob Bhatti, who saw
Blair Peachclubbedto death,
had described the police-
man as not being tall. He
was shown an_ identity
parade of short policemen.
Explaining that he didn’t
thinktheman wasthatshort,
Bhatti was then shown a
parade oftall policemen.

He could not identify the
suspect, and was finally
shown a parade of bearded
policemen, none of whom he
thought was the suspect.
Later the police admitted
that the suspect did not have
a beard and -had since
grownone.

Thissort of farce, the show
trials andthe death of Sar-
wan Singh Grewal in a police
cell, decisively confirm the
fundamental distrust the
people of Southall have for
the police and their courts.
There is little sympathy for
their MP Syd Bidwell who
recommendsa ‘guilty’ plea,
as people know that those
on trial are being penalised,
simply for being black and
living in Southall. If they are
‘guilty’, then Southall is
‘guilty’.

The Southalltrialswillbe a
test also for the labour move-
ment, which if it means any-
thing by its professions of
anti-racismwill mobilise and
join the campaign to dropall
the charges and stop the
showtrials.

Immediately,the following
activities should be support-
ed:

@ A public meeting called

by the Southall Campaign
Committee on Saturday
1st September in the AUEW
halls, 2 Woodlands Road,
Southall.

@ A mass picket outside
Barnet Magistrates Court on
September 10th, starting at
9.30am.

@ Donations for the South-
all Defence Fund should be
sent to Southall Rights,
54 High Street, Southall.

@ On September 22nd and
the following Thursday an
Open programme
called Southall on Trial will
be screened. Help to public-
ise this at workplaces, col-
leges and schools and in your
union or Labour Party branch

JO THWAITES
SEPTEMBER29th.
Demonsirationcalled by New-
ham Defence Committee and
otherorganisationsof the
blackcommunity to protest at:
*® racistmurders;
* th¢Southalltrials;
* theTories’ plans for new
immigration curbs.
From Hyde Parkto Downing
st. Details from Sept.29 Com-
mittee, c/o 247 MareSt, E8.
 
 

 
POLICE
POWER
LAW
PLAN
FOR
SCOTLAND

THE TORY Governmentis
planning a new law for
Scotland to extend the
powersofthepolice.

The Bill will probably
follow the lines of the
Criminal Justice (Scotland)
Bill which was introduced by
the last Labour government
and fell when the govern-
mentfell. That Bill included:

e Full power for the
police to detain at a police
station for up to four hours —

without charge, without the
right to remain silent, and
without the automatic right
to inform a relative or
solicitor — any person
“‘reasonably’’ suspected of
having committed an im-
prisonable

_
offence. (In

practice, most offences are

imprisonable). The ‘‘reason-
able suspicion’’ clause, as
the 1975 Thomson Comm-
ittee report noted, would
allow the police “‘to take
into account matters that
could not be put in evidence
at all, such as demeanour
or appearance”’.

¢ Full power for the
police to detain people in
a place ‘‘other than a police
staticn’’ for the purpose of
stup-and-search and to
obtain the name and address
of a suspected person.

© The powerfor the police
to detain ‘‘any other person..
..who [the policeman] be-
lieves has information
relating to the offence”
in order to obtain namesand
addresses. This would in-

clude the power to detain
witnesses.

The rationale was to
legalise what are presently
routine, but nonetheless
irregular and in many cases
illegal, police practices.
Similarargumentshave been
offered by Police Commiss-
ioner David McNee to the
Royal Commission on
Criminal Procedure, and the
Scottish law would probably
be followed rapidly

_
by,

similar legislation for Eng-
land and Wales. 3

At present the police
cannot legally detain you
without arresting and
charging you. There are
only very limited exceptions,
apart from a_ supposedly

emergency measure, the
Prevention of Terrorism
Act.

Under the Labour Bill
there would have been no
protection and no remedies
for the detainee, except to
pursue an expensive,
impractical and_ ineffective
civil action for damages for
wrongful detention.

The police
practice be fully empowered
to seize people at random
from pickets, meetings, and
demonstrations.

»
The Campaign to Stop

the Scottish Criminal Justice
Bill was set up_ initially
to oppose the Labour Bill.
It acts as an umbrella org-
anisation, providing written

would in’

speakers, holding public
meetings, and organising
discussion groups.

Malcolm Rifkind, under-
Secretary of State in’ the
Scottish Office, has already
informed the Scottish

-Council for Civil Liberties
that in his view the time
fot public debate has
passed. It is thus urgent for
people to raise this question
with their MPs and within
theirorganisations.

Information is -ayailable
from the Campaign office at |

58 Broughton Street, Edin-
burgh. Please“ enclose a
stamped addressed envel-
ope. Donations and help are
urgently needed.

 
RICHARD KINFLEY
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   by
PETE ROWLANDS
(secretary, Houns-
low Trades Council)
ONE OF THE keydebates at
the Trades Union Congress
in Blackpool will be on the
Tories’ proposals to amend
trade unionJaw.

Thelr ‘Consultative Docu-
ment’ proposes to amend the
law: in three crucial‘ areas:
picketing, the closed shop,
and secret ballots. The
Tories clearly intend to im-
plement their proposals in
statutes early in the next
session of Parliament,
consistent with their rapid
moves In other areas, and
this is why this issue is now
the most important one
facingtheBritish trade union
and labour movement.

Plans
If the Tories can get away

with imposing a massive
diminution of trade union
rights, they will also find It
much easier to impose cuts in
social services, to cut jobs,
and to push down living
standards.

In the Tory election mani-
festo, the uniun law propos-
als were featured together
with plans to amend the Em-
ployment Protection Act to
makeit easier to sack work-
ers, to withdraw the right to
strike for those In essential
services, and to withdraw
social security benefits from
strikers.

These are still under con-
|sideration. Specific changes

have already been proposed
in the Employment Protect-
ion Act, to raise the quallfy-
ing perlod for complaints
of unfair dismissal from 26
to 52 weeks’ employment
(104 weeks for workers under
18). They also cut the 60-
day consultation and notice
eriod for redundancies in
rms withunder 100 workers

to 30 days.
Although the Tory union

law pro were given
impetusby thehostile (Tory)
press reactionto last winter’s
strike wave and particularly
to secondary picketing, they
should be seen as part of a
process extending over the
last decade. Both Tory and
Labour governments have
sought to curb trade union
strength. This reflects the
alarm the ruling class feels
at the use of new andeffect-
ive tactics — occupations,
the flying picket, secondary
picketing— In a period when
class conflict has become
more acute with the ending
of the long boom.

Left
However, since the

Shrewsbury Pickets affair
of 1973, insufficient attent-
ion has been paid by theleft
to the use of law against mili-
tant trade unionism.

A notable exception Is the
Campaign against a Criminal
Trespass Law, who have
documented the -increasing
use of law in a_ booklet,
Whose Law and Order (pub-
lished in January, and there-
fore somewhat out of date,
but valuable nevertheless —

availablefrom 35 Wellington
Street, WC2).

As this booklet shows,
court rulings have already
severely restricted workers’
rights over the last five
years, despite the repeal of
theIndustrialRelations Act.

Injunctions gained by
NAFF against the blacking
of the mail by the Union of
Post Office Workers over
Grunwick and South Africa,
and the injunctions granted
against the NUJ and TGWU
duringlast winter’s strikers,
have already legally under-
mined secondary picketing

Tory anfi-unionlaws

THE BIGGEST
THREAT SINCE
TAFF VALE

and blacking— I.e. the most
common forms of solidarity
action. Picketing was also
undermined In 1974 by a
House of Lords ruling that
pickets have no right to stop
vehicles. The Prebbles case
(1975) established that there
was norightto picket outside
of industrial disputes. Police
rules limiting pickets to six
were enforced in the recent
Garners dispute.

Thepolice have also used
their powers under the
Public Order Act 1936 to
ban demonstrations in Lon-

This combination, of
course, Is exactly what the
Labour and trade union
right wing want. They fear
the potential strength of the
rank and file. At the same
time their position is based
on the existence of large and
effective trade unions. (At
least, they must be deemed
to be effective — otherwise
they would not be large).
They want the unions con-
trolled from the top, but on
a voluntary basis — by the
leaders rather than the
state.

that legislation such as the
Industrial Relations Act,
threatening rank and file
and bureaucracy alike, was
more likely to arouse oppo-
sition than the use of the
criminal law, which enabled
them to characterise the
Shrewsbury pickets as
criminal thugs rather than
trade unionists defending
theirrights.

Shrewsbury was a bad de-
feat and gave the Tories
heart.

The TUC’s attitude was
shown again in thelr failure

“Unions should in gener-
al, and save in exceptional
circumstances, confine
picketing to premises of the
parties to the dispute or the
premises of suppliers and
customers of those parties’’.
And the Guidelines agreed
that pickets should be kept
small. ‘‘The police may re-
gard a large body of work-
ers as obstructing entry to
premises or as intimidation
towards those who wish to
enter. And trade unions need
to be awarethatit can some-
times be difficult to control a

  
Police triedto limit Grunwickpickets to six to ‘stop intimidation’... but who was intimidating whom?

don and Leeds in 1978, and
the recent spate of local
authoritybills (no doubt pol-
ice-insplred) requiring seven
days’ notice for demonstra-
tions are now likely to be-
comelaw.

The Labour government
generally did not seek to
changethelaw to reverse the
reactionary effect of judges’
rulings. Indeed it appeared
to activelycondone the wint-
er Injunctions against sec-
ondary blacking and_pick-
eting. Labour also passed the
Criminal Law (Amendment)
Act 1977. This Act restricts
sentences for conspiracy in
trade union matters (the
charges used against the
Shrewsbury pickets) but
introduces new penalties
which can be incurred in
occupations (the Criminal
Trespass law). The first
successful prosecutions
underthislaw have now tak-
en place. The Prevention of
TerrorismAct 1974 provides,
and has been used as, a
means for the victimisation
of trade union militants.

Web
All this must be squared

with the undoubted advanc-
es contained in the Trade

*Union and Labour Relations
Act and the Employment
Protection Act. These laws
have improved the rights of
trade unionists, but they
have also weakened their
capacity to defend them-
selves through a traditional
mobilising of shop floor
strength, by isolating mili-
tants and imprisoning them
in a web of procedures and
tribunals.

The most right wing of
trade union leaders will not
willingly surrender the
power on which their own
position Is based, although
they equally
tantaction. —

This combination of atti-

dislike mili-

to give the minimal support
necessary to secure victory
at Grunwicks in 1977. But
the biggest capitulation Is
contained in the February
1979 ‘Guidelines’ accomp-
anying the so-called ‘Con-
cordat’ produced after the

large group ofpickets”.
The TUCeven gave way to

the Tories on the closed
shop: ‘‘The closed shop need
not be a rigid arrangement.
Its scope can be as flexible
as theparties concerned wish
it to be and unions might
   

TUC,echoing Tories, calls for ballots
tudes has determined the
trade union leaders’ attitude
to attacks on workers’ rights
in recent years.

In 1973 they capitulated
disgracefully over the
Shrewsbury pickets. In the
wake of the July 1972
defeat of the Industrial Re-
lations Act, it would have
been easy to mobilise the
trade union movement to
defeat the victimisations.
However, the Tories gambl-
ed, correctly, that this would
not happens, precisely be-
cause Shrewsbury was a

pure rank and file action
involving tactics disliked by
many union leaders, and in-
volving a weaker union in a

., relatively remote part of the
country.

The Tories had learned

a

winte: suike wave.

This desperate attempt to
return Labour to power by
demonstrating ‘responsible’
trade unionism misfired,
with the TUC General Coun-
cile totally compromising
itself before the declared
intention of the Tories to
curb the unions’ power.

Ballots
The Guidelines called

for ‘‘ballots [mot mass meet-
ings] to be held where a
strike is contemplated”’.
In strikes, there should be
“arrangements... for the
maintenance... of supplies
and services essential to the
health or safety of the com-
munity”’.

eS Ries
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not mass meetings, beforestrikes

bearthisfirmly in mind”’.
Despite the TUC Guide-

lines the proposed legisla-
tion represents a consider-
able gamble for the Tories.
The more level-headed
sections cf the Tory party
and of big business are con-
cerned about it — even the
militantly right-wing Engin-
eering Employers’ Federa-
tion has said that some of
the proposed laws would do
more harm thangood.

Some Tories foresee a
confrontationwhich they will
win, others think the trade
union movement is weaken-
ed by adverse publicity and
therefore prone to comprom-
ise. But many also remember
that the last Tory govern-
ment was brought down by
trade union action, and that

voluntary codes under Lab-
our are completely different
from enforced statutes under
the Tories, even if the con-
tentis similar.

What are the specific
proposals of the ‘Consulta-
tive Document’? :

On the closed shop they
propose to extend protect-
lon against dismissal for
those refusing to join a union
to those who object on
grounds of ‘deeply held per-
sonal conviction’ (this al-
ready applies for grounds
of religious belief) and to
those already employed. It
also wants an ‘overwhelm-
ing majority’ In favour of
a closed shop and a statutory
codeofpractice.

These proposals can be
regarded largely as ideo-
logical gloss for the Tories’
middle class supporters rath-
er than a major threat to
trade union organisation. No
closed shop agreement fs
instituted without over-
whelming support, and most
are ‘post entry’ anyway.

Money
The Tories also propose

to provide money for secret
ballots to cover union elect-
jons, changes in rules, and
strikes. The offer should be
boycotted. This should not
be difficult to achieve in the
current hostile climate —

but the danger lies in the
provision getting onto the
statute books and then be-
ing taken up by right-wing
union leaders ra period
of lyingpassive.

It is the proposals re-
garding picketing which are
most dangerous. They would
limit lawful picketing to
those party to the dispute,
at their own place of work,
While other forms of pick-
eting would not be illegal in
themselves, they would be
subject to ehargeslike induc-
ing breachofcontract.

This attack would extend
far beyond ‘secondary pick-
eting’, for picketing of, say,
anotherfactory owned by the
same company, or even a
different part of a large fact-
ory complex, would not be
protected.

The proposals envisage
either removing the present
general immunity (under the
Trade Union and Labour Re-
lations Act) for inducing
breaches of commercial
contract, or specifically
removing the immunity on
inducing breaches of com-
mercial and employment
contracts for pickets outside
the new limitations. Workers
involved could thus be sued
andhave injunctions taken
out against them. Full-time
union officials would have
no protection on picketlines.

Threat
These proposals go well

beyond those contained in
the Industrial Relations Act
andif enforced would reduce
trade union rights to those
prior to the 1906 Trades
Dispute Act. They constitute
the biggest threat to the
trade union movement since
the 1901 TaffValejudgment.

It is the latest stage in a
decade of attempts to curb
the fighting strength of the
trade union movement, a

process marked by the
collusion of the Labour and
trade union right and the
ever more significant role
played by the courts and the
police. The proposals may
go onto the statute book —

whethertheycan be success-
fully implemented Is another
question.

It is up to us to make sure

they don’t get on the statute
book, or if they do that they
are made unworkable. At
thesame time we must fight
for a restoration of those
powers 580 dangerously
eroded over the last few
years. 

 



 
      

TUC:Willit get
bogged

areat Br
THE CAUSE of ‘anti-Tory-
ism’ can cover up any num-
ber of sins. In the main de-
bate at this year’s TUC — on
‘Economic and Social Policy’
— unions ranging from the
right-wing EETPU and ISTC
to the supposedly left-wing
AUEW(TASS) and SCPSare
proposing a joint composite
motion.

The composite’s opening
paragraph_reads: “the
dogmatically anti-egalitar-
ian June Budget is cause for
very great concern and not
only because it is divisive
at a time whennational unity
should have been para-
mount’. And it goes on in
this spirit of preaching nat-
jonal unity and class collab-
oration, promoting the sup-
posed, common interests of
bosses and workers in Great
Britain Ltd.

It approves the Labour
government/TUC Concord-
at. It wants “‘the subordina-
tion of the activities of large
companies, often
national in operation, to the
national [?] interest’’ and
“the introduction of import
controls’. It calls for price
controls, as if they were ser-
iously possible in a capitalist
economy.

It mentions ‘‘higher in-
vestment’’, ‘“‘the develop-
ment of small industries
and enterprises’ ’, *“‘improv-
ed training within industry’.

multi-

and ‘‘a proper [?] sharing
of the nation’s wealth’? —

but nowhere does it go be-
yond this sort of advice on

how to run capitalism. No-
where does it make a call
for class struggle.

The composite, also sup-
ported by the NUR, NALGO,
the IRSF, and NATFHE,
will stand alongside the Gen-
eral Council’smotion, no.45.
The General Council asked
all unions to withdrawtheir
motions on economic policy
in favour of no.45, which is
similar in its basic politics to
the composite.

But both the right-wing
EETPU and ISTC, and the
nominally left-wing TASS
and SCPS objected to the
vagueness of the General
Council motion; it does not
mention the Concordat and
it is evasive on import con-

trols and price controls.
The civil service clerical

workers’ union CPSA, at a

joint meeting of its National
Executive and its TUCdeleg-
ation, decided (againstbitter
opposition from full-time off-
icials) to oppose both the
General Council resolution
and the EETPU/TASS com-

posite. CPSA will argue that
militant working-class ac-

tion, not fettered by any
concepts of class coopera-
tion or national unity, is
the answerto the Tories —

and that a struggle against

 

ed down in
ainLid?

by STEPHEN CORBISHLEY (CPSA NEC, in personal capacity)
the right wing in the labour
movement is also needed.
But most supposedly left-
wing unions will probably
knuckle under.

It is the same picture in
the debate on anti-union
laws. In the motion which
has come out of composit-
ing, the Bakers’ Union call
for a national day of action
and ‘‘forall affiliated unions
to support any union defend-
ing shop stewards in diffi- 
 
   
  
   

culty as a result of Tory leg-
islation”’ is lost. So is the
ACTT’s call for ‘‘a campaign
as powerful and effective
as those organised in oppo-
sition to ‘In Place of Strife’
and the Industrial Relations
Act’’.

The most the composite
calls for is ‘‘vigorous resist-
ance’? and a campaign to
‘‘combat dishonest and mis-
leading impressions’’ about
present industrial relations.

It also calls for the TUC to

‘provide advice and assist-
ance to affiliated unions
about the practical implica-
tions’ and ‘‘to alert the Parl-
iamentary Labour Party’’.

It is a programmefor com-

promise, for doing nothing,
and for allowing the TUC
General Council to continue
talking to the Tories despite
all the fiery words. The com-

posite also kills UCATT’scall
“to withdrawfrom the volun-
tary Code of Conduct agreed
with the last Government”
and ‘‘to withdraw from all
discussions with the Govern-
ment based on their propos-
als as published”’.

As the bosses’ magazine,
the Economist, put it: “Mr
Murray does wantto carry on

talking to government. He
hopes and believes thet the
Blackpool conference... will
not forbidthis’’.

All the resolutions on

public spending cuts have
been condensed into one

composite, which says very
little about fighting the cuts
the Tories are now organis-
ing. It calls for a campaign
“e.g. a day of action’’, on

  

a programme including such
right-wing ideas as: **Brit-
ain’s economic recovery de-
pends ona constructive part-
nership between public and
private enterprise’.

The composite on the
shorter working week does
at least propose some -act-
ion, though how far it will
be carried into practice is
another matter. ‘Congress
calls upon the General Coun-
cil to initiate a national cam-

paign to assist affiliated un-
ions in their efforts to ne-

gotiate a 35 hour working
week’’.

All the composites re-

present a policy of pleading
with the Tories to listen to
the trade unions and throw a

few crumbs — andthey also
reflect a deadly fear of the
sort of rank and file action
which defeated the last Tory
government’s attacks.

The Tories do not intend
to listen to any pleadings of
this sort from the TUC. Only
the use of working-class
power will stop the Tories.
And if the TUC will not mob-
ilise thatpower, the rank and
file ‘must.

TUC leaders
talkof ‘vigor-
ous resistance
to Tory anti-
union laws.
But all they’ve

doneis goin
4 andoutof'#|DowningStreet
‘Eg all summer.

  Cornwallunder thecandy floss
by
PETERTEBBUTT
FALMOUTHis in holiday
mood. Hotel, restaurant and
gift shop owners have taken
on extra staff to cope with the
influx of holidaymakers, so
the winter nightmare of un-
employment has receded.
But wages are appallingly
low — 60 pence per hour is
not uncommon, with the
record low 30p an hour for
dishwashing.

With feweron the dole the
local library reading room is
almost deserted, which is
just as well, as the Tory
council in the interests of
economy has axed all the
daily newspapers except the
Guardian and Telegraph —

.and the local (Beaverbrook
and Northcliffe)papers.

These do often give an in-
sight into Cornish politics.
A recent event they reported
was the retirement of the
local full time TGWUofficial,
who was presented with a
cheque (yes, money) by the
local Tory MP on behalfof
the local employers. In his
tribute the MP congratulated
the retiring official for “con-
taining trade unionism in
Cornwall to a responsible
level’. And he might have
added, for helping to keep
wagesat starvationlevel.

The successor to this offic-
ial has been invited to join
the Labour Party, but so far
has not responded. Perhaps

that would be ‘irresponsible’.
Needless to say, neither of
them did a thing for Labour
at the General or Euro-
elections.

Other news is that Fal-
mouth Docksarestillpartial-
ly open employing 150 work-
ers. The Tories, in spite of
pre-election talk, seem re-

juctant to'sell to private en-

terprise in the person of Mr.
Robin Bailey,boss of Bristol
Channel Shiprepairers and
well known forhis anti-union
attitudes and opposition -to
public ownership.Baileyis of
course furious at this Tory
turnabout and is off to see
Thatcherabout it.

Crawl
Sadly, the redundant

workers in Falmouth see no

option other than to bring
back private enterprise, and
are preparing to seek talks
with Bailey. This deplorable
situation was of course dir-
ectly the result of the non-
action of Department of In-
dustry ministers in the for-
mer Labour government who
allowed British Shipbuilders
to shut down Falmouth.
These ministers — honest
straightforward rightwinge’s
like Varleyand Kaufman and
so called left wingers like Les
Huckfield (NEC candidate
and recent new member of
the CLPD) must bear the
blamefor the present situat-
ion in which workers have to

crawl to Bailey for jobs which
a Labour government denied
them.

Over on the other side of
the constituency, Teddington
Autocontrols is closing. A
part of the United Gas
Group, it occupied a Govern-
ment Advance factory and
received massive govern-
ment aid. The company now

says that unless they get
more ‘government money

,

they cannot carry on. As
usual it is the workers who
will suffer, and an area of
already above average un-

employment will decline still
further.

The one bright spot for
capitalism is the proposed re-

opening of the Wheal Jane
tin mine, closed by Consolid-
ated Goldfields, and kept
from floodingby pumping for
by the then Labour Govern-
ment and continued by the
Tories.

The newbosseswill be Rio
Tinto Zinc, another multi-
national conglomerate not
well knownforits concern for
workers’rights.

RTZ say that with the ad-
vent of a Tory government
they feel confident to pro-
ceed.

While Labour ministers
held talkswith RTZto get the
mine reopened, Falmouth
Labour Party put forward an-
other proposal —: public own-
ership of all Cornwall's min-
eral wealth under a locally
established Tin Board made
up of one third workers, one
third trade union represent-

- people
atives, and one third local

with an intimate
knowledge of the tin mining
industry. This idea was put
to the Government but was

rejected in favour of inter-
national capitalism in the
form of RTZ. What a con-
demnation of Labour’s min-
isters in the Department of
Industry!

Whatarethelessons to be
learned?

Capitalism is the direct op-
posite of socialism — you
cannot compromise with cap-
italism by proppingit up and
trying to make it work to
preserve workers’ interests
and jobs as the last Labour
government did.It does not
make any difference whether
it is private enterprise, or
state capitalism in the shape
of British Shipbuilders. The
profit motive comes. first and
social responsibilitysecond.

Fails
The Labour Party must de-

mand that the next Labour
Government embarks on a
socialist programme taking
into public ownershipthefin-
ancial institutions and all
industry and land under
workers’ control and man-

agement. If an elected Parl-
iamentary Party fails again,
then workers themselveswill
have to form a new democ-
ratic system of government
which will create a decent
society for the workers of
thiscountry.

    
WhealJanewillworkagain — but under
Rio Tinto Zinc.

 
 



 
  

othiancouncil says no cuts, no rate rises
LOTHIAN Regional Council
have taken a stand against the
Tory government. The tactic
ofrate rises will not be used as
a method ofoffsetting the eff-
ects of the cuts. Indeed, there
will be no cuts of any kind in
the Council'sbudget thisyear.

Lothian Regional Council
is the only local authority in
Scotland to defy the govern-
ment so far, though attempts

Leicester:
Cuts
close a
nursery
THE TORY cuts are further
eroding the rights of workers
and of women workersin parti-
cular. At the end of June,
Southfields College creche
in Leicester was closed down,
with no prior discussion with
the parents who useit or the
nursery nurse. The parents
were given a mere one week’s
notice, the nurse received only
10 days warning of her re-
dundancy.

The nursery was run and
funded by the Child Develop-
ment Departmentas a trainingtag for nursery nurses.

‘he organisation of the o
ing hours around the college
timetablemeantthatthis nurs-
ery was already inadequate to
serve the needs of many work-
ing women, but the fact that
the total lump cost of the cuts
in the Department's budget,
£10,000, has been met by the
closure of the nursery, has
limited still further the facil-
ities availableto mothers.

The parents, with no sup-port from the ‘staff unions in
the college or from the trade
union movement, have felt
unableto fight directly to keep
thenursery open. Instead they
have applied to the Inner City
Area Project for a grant to
open the nursery facilitiesfor
thecommunity in the Towers/
Nuts area in Leicester. This
meansthatin order to kee;
nursery in this area, other
projects will have to be turned
down.

Equally it means that wo-
manwillcompete with woman
for a place for her child in this
nursery. This is politically di-
visive at a time when women
should be united in a fight to
prevent their already limited
rights being further eroded by
Tory cuts.

It is important the cuts such
as theseare viewed as a whole.
We must not be deluded that
each cut is solely the problem
of those affected. Each cut
accepted without a fightback
is a step backward for the
workingclass.

There willbe a Day of Action
on Wednesday5thPREREID

ed hii the other region-
bour groups into action. being made. Significantly,

Lothian regional councillors
are accountable to the regional
LabourParty, unlike the other
regional Labour groups in
Scotland.

Ian Christie, treasurer of
LothianRegional Labour Party
and a Socialist Organiser sup-
porter, told us: ‘‘We are now

looking at all the options for
the years that lie ahead, in-
cluding deficit budgeting and
a moratorium on interest re-
payments. The regional Lab-
our Party and councillors con-
sider that the most important
way of resisting the cuts is
to involve ordinary workingpeople, trade union organisa-
tions and others in banding
togetherto fight the cuts. We

want to drive home the inequ-
ity of the Tory attacks onvalued social services and at
the sametimeto raise the level
of political consciousness so
that the people of the region
realise theonly long-termsolu-tion to the problem lies in the
replacement of the capitalistsystem bya socialist one

Otherinitiatives against the
cuts include a campaign ag-

THE DECISION of Coventry
City CouncilLabour group on
15th August to oppose the
Tory government’s proposed
cuts does not mean the coun-
cil is going to fight. This was
made clear on Thursday23rd
at a special meeting of the
district Labour Party.

The meeting was a face-
saving exercise to justify the
Labour government cuts
which the councilis imposing
now. Its intention was to
inform the district party of
the Group’s decisions on the
present roundofcuts.

At first there was an att-
empt to make the meeting
only advisory, but that was
defeated. Then Group lead-
ers, full of ‘fighting’ talk a
week previously, proposed
that their documentbe taken
section by section. There was
no question of opposing the
cuts.

Dave Nellist, a supporter
of Militant, spoke in favour
of opposing cuts, but was

ed both cuts and rate rises).

councilwould impose.

furtherconsideration.

for the Clegg report wage
rises for council workers
have not yet been planned
for, but neitherhas a budget
been prepared taking them
into account. £3.4 million
represents 4.4% of the
Coventry City Council budg-
et of £78 million.

The cuts include £2.1
millionoff theeducation bud-

 
get. This will involve £1.25

condemned as wanting huge
rate rises. (In fact,he oppos-

A moveto take the document
as a whole was defeated by
40 votes to 12, so that the
meeting could only debate
the details of which cuts the

The major votes on cuts in
each section were decided by
similar margins, apart from
the section on social services,
which was referred back for

The Labour Council has
decided to cut the budget
up to April 1980 by a total
of £3.4 million. Cuts to pay

by
RICHARD PAINE

million worth of cuts in jobs,
or possibly£1.5 million.

Social Services are to be
cut by £257,000, and the cuts
here will bite especially
hard into the budget for nur-
series and meals‘on wheels.

Already, Coventry NUPE
secretary Joe Little has stat-
ed, ‘‘In the past we have
been gentlemanly and have
given warningof our actions.
This time... it is our jobs we
are fighting for’’. They are
planning lightning strikes
anda strict work to rule.

Resistance to the cuts has
come from other areas too.
The Trades Council policy
is that the council should
fight the cuts. The TC has
taken a decision to oppose
rent and rate rises and has
called for the Labour City
Council to refuse to pay int-
erest charges and for the
nationalisationof thebanks.

The TC is using its deleg-
ates on the CLPs to put for-
ward resolutions demand-
ing that the council oppose
the cuts, and thatthe Labour
Group fulfil their election
manifesto commitment to
protect and promote serv-
ices. They have also support-
ed the Council’s decision
not to implement next year’s
cuts.

The TC has called a lobby
of the Council for Tuesday
11th September at 6pm, at
Coventry City Hall.

The Labour Group has
used its opposition to the
Tory cuts to create a smoke
screen for imposition of
Labour cuts now. Rather

COVENTRY:A
FAKE FIGHT

been advised by Transport
Houseto organise a meeting
of all Labour authoritiesand
council Groups nationally —

likely to take place in late
November or early Decem-
ber. Presumably they still
hold to theiroriginal announ-
cementthat the intention is
to go as a united group of
Labour authorities to the
Tories asking for the right to
continue to spend at the
present level. And what if
the Tories say no?

The lack of any initiative
from the Group to organise
a campaign in the labour
movement against even the
Tory cuts has a clear logic
behind it. Any real cam-
paign,as distinct from press-
ure group politics, would
undoubtedly move towards
taking a stand on all cuts,
not just theTory ones.

Resolutions pushed by
Socialist Organiser support-
ers on Coventry South East
Labour Party GMC and Cov-
entry Trades Council for
an organising conference ag-
ainst all cuts were effectively
ignored by last Thursday’s
district meeting. The task
now is for Coventry SE CLP
and the TC to take the init-
iative in making the confer-
erence 2 reality. Coventry SE
GMC will have an emerg-
ency meeting on Wednes-
day 29th, and the Trades
Council public services sub-
committee (to which the full
Trades Council has deleg-
ated responsibility for the
cuts conference) meets on
Tuesday6th September.

In addition NUPE has cir-
culated all its branches

than organising a fight-back,
they will hold a public meet-
ing in October to ‘explain’

which
Roy Hattersley has been
suggested as a_ speaker.
Blame the Tories and ab-
solve yourself, seems to be
the message.As for opposing the Tory
cuts, the Labour Group has

anti-cuts

from a cuts conference.

How Poplar Council
fought the State
SIMON TEMPLE

WHEN LABOUR gained
control of Poplar Borough
Council in November 1919,
the newly elected councillors
were faced with a choice:
were they merely for the
moreefficient administration
of the existing system, or

as they there to change
it

This was the choice
facing councillors not just
in Poplar but in 11 other
London boroughs where
Labour, for the first time,
had a majority or formed the
largest party. Despite the
rhetoric of Sunday Socialism,
most Labour concils ended
up as mere administrators,
priding themselveson reduc-

ing expenditure and on
efficientmanagement.

They got their come-
uppancein the 1922 elections
when Labourcontrol was re-
duced to four boroughs.
In Hackney, where Herbert
Morrison had preached
‘economy’ louder than any-where else, every single
Labour councillor lost his
or herseat.

But in Poplar, the coun-
cillors were determined to
stand up for the interests
of the overwhelmingly work-
ing class electorate of the
borough. Inevitably, this
brought them into conflict
with central government.

The first major dispute
erupted over the (at first
sight) rather unpromising
issue of equalisation of rates.

At that time, there was verylittle central funding of local
government, and each of the
metropolitan boroughs coll-
ected rates to cover not only
its own spending but also
that of the London CountyCouncil, the Metropolitan
Water Board, the Metro-
politan Asylum Board
(which ran Poor Law Hospit-als), and thepolice.

In addition it had tcfinance the work oi the local
directly -elected Board of
Guardians, whose job it
was, in the days before
social security, to administer
poorrelief.

The result was that poorboroughs like Poplar, where
unemploymentwas high and
wageslow,hadto levy high
tates to provide the most

basic services, while the
richer boroughs had fewer
calls on their resources and
could thus keep their rates
low.

Even where the govern-
ment did offer aid, for
example for road improve-ment, it was tied to givingthe jobs created to ex-serv-
icemen — a policy whichPoplar rejected in favour
of giving preference to those
with thelargest families.

It had long been arguedthat the costs of providinglocal services should be
pooled in the same waythat
the LCC rates were, so that
the rich beougns would
contribute more than th-
poorer ones, but iin tad
actually been done. Now the
Poplar councillors, constant-

nationally calling for joint
committees with

all public service unions. In
Coventry Socialist Organiser
supporters will be pushing
for these committees to be
widened out to include Lab-
our Party delegates and to
link up with any action com-
mittee which may emerge

ainst council house sales and a
local demonstration against
the cuts on September 22nd,
organised by the Edinburgh
District Labour Party,
with support from the Trades
Council.

The Trades Council is also
organising a. conference in
conjunction with local Labour
Parties on how to fight the
cuts.

To build for the confer-
ence,ane toa ihebass for a
united, coordinat it =

ainst the cuts, Socialist Or-
ganiser is holding a public
meeting on September 9th

of several
MP, and

labour movement ac
activists: 7.30pm at the Trad-
es Council, Picardy Place,
Edinburgh.

withthe sponsorshicouncillors, a loc
other
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‘ANS MigTO 
Poplarcouncillorsmarch to theHigh Court

ly rebuffed in their deputat-
ions to the Home Office and
the Ministry of Health, were
determined to force the
issue.

After: getting the support
of a conference of local
trade union branches, the
council decided, in March
1921, to refuse to raise rates
for the various London-wide
bodies such as the LCC and
the Water Board, and only
to collect enough for their

own needs and those of the
Board of Guardians.

By doing so theypresented
the Governmentand the LCC
with a difficult problem. As
they soon discovered, they
had no powers to step in
and collect the rates them-
selves, nor did the alternat-
ive of seizing and selling
the council’s property seem
very attractive. Instead
they got a writ instructing
thecouncillorsto pay up.
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and others, alongside the
rich and high powered lobbyfor federal schools (made bymerging existing schools into
larger multi-site units) have
conceded much politicalground to the cutters and
closers and have prevented a
united campaign.

There has been moreunityagainst the health service
‘economies’. Hackney’s
share of the Tories’ proposed£36 million to be cut in Lon-
don (despite election prom-ises not to cut the NHS)
meanreal cuts of £4 million.
Unlike Lambeth, Southwark
and Lewisham Area Health
Authority,the City and East
London AHA rejected a
motion put by Hackneycoun-
cillor Steve Scott to resist
these cuts and the inevitable
hospital closures.

to _In response both the coun-Borough’s
schools. It

lly deaf to
k and pro-ling school
ions which
suspect) to
ity of educ-
lier classes
upil-teacher
y is put for-

cil’s AHA delegates resigned
and are encouraging other
local authority and special
representatives to do like-
wise in order to render the
AHAunconstitutional.

Meanwhile a_bordugh-wide Hackney Health Cam-
paign for Better Services
Now has been launched to
roll back these cut plans and
prevent the closures of St.
Leonard’s Hospital casualty

. department (used by 22,000
people last year) and of St.
Matthew’sHospital, and cut-backs at Barts. These clos-
ure plans follow in the foot-
steps of previous Callaghan
government-inspired clos-
ures and cutbacks in East

 
 

London involving the loss of
the Metropolitan and Bear-
sted hospitals, the rundown
of the German Hospital and
the loss of casualty and acute
services at Bethnal. Green
hospital.

Besidesresisting closures,
the campaign intends to
wage a positive battle t
improve health facilitiesand
spendingin an area with the
highest infant mortality rate
in the country, a 30%higher
rate of hospital admissions, a300% higher incidence of TB
and a 9.2% higher death
rate.

Thepoorhealthof workingclass people in the borough
can only be exacerbated bythe cuts, not just in health
but in housing and social
services.

The action committees atSt. Leonard’s and St.- Mat-
thew’s hospitals, the HealthCampaign and the district
stewards’ committees arecalling for strikes and a Dayof Action on September 13th
to lobby the AHA. On the
same day the HackneySchools Stay OK campaign isjoining in the action, high-lighting the connection bet-
ween the rundownof schools
and diminishing health facil-
ities.

Thursday 13th September:assemble at Ipm outsideSt. Leonard's Hospital,Kingsland Road, E2 for amarch to City and East Lon-don AHA meeting. Lobby at2.30 outside AHA, Addison
House, Chart Street, NIFccaducmaad

 
   

of Labour councillors sharedMorrison’s view that onlyconstitutional action within
the law was legitimate, and
that Labour had to use the
machinery that existed,despite the fact that, as SamMarch, the mayor of Poplar,
putit, ‘‘the master class has
made thelaws’’.

But Poplar’s action wassufficiently popular for other
councils to refrain frompublic criticism of their

stand.
Although the Governmentmade some minor concess-ions in August 1921, the

councillors were determined
to carry on with their action,and as a result, 30 of them
werejailed at the béginningof September. The Govern-
ment and the LCC had nowcreated an enormous rodfor their own backs. Withthe majority of the councilbehind bars they had no

ISLINGTON:Labour,unions,
tenants
unite

THE BATTLEagainst cuts in
the London BoroughofIsling-
ton is hotting up.During July, both IslingtonNorth and Islington CentralConstituency Lasous Parties
passedresolutionscalling for amajor conference against the
cuts in spending by the Labour
council.

A meeting was arranged bythe 20 councillors who had
voted against the cuts and the
two CLPs. Though called. at
one week's notice, it attracted
over 70 representatives and
an ad hoc committee of 15 was
set up to arrange the confer-
ence.

The committee includes de-legates from the CLPs, theIslington Federation of Ten-
ants’ Associations, the TradesCouncil, the |CommunityHealth Council, the Old AgePensioners’ Federation and
various individual union
branches and tenants’ groups.A welcome new feature of
the fight is that key sectorsin the Camden andIslingtonArea Health service, like thelocal Community Health Coun-cil, the area joint shop stew-ards’ committee, and local
NUPE and EETPU branches,havejoined in thebattle.

conference needs thebacking of every SCLV sup-porter in Islington, and its
surrounding area. So make
sure your organisation deleg-
ates you to attend. All bona
fide labour movement
and tenants’ groups areinvit-
ed to elect delegates, and visi-
tors are also welcome.

KEITH VENESS
Islington ConferenceagainsttheCuts
Saturday October6th,llam to 5pm.
Essex Rd Library,Essex Rd,N1. Buses: 38,171,271.
Underground:Essex Rd.
Delegates £1, visitors 50p.Speakers: Mike Taylor[districtofficer, NUPE], Cllr Simon
Turney[GLC&ILEA],Clir
Jane Streather[formerchair-
person,Islington Social Serv-
ices Committee], Cllr Chris
Smith[member,HousingCommittee, Islington Council].
Credentials from Rosie Dale,MayvilleEstate Tenants’
Association, 8 Elton Place,N16. Otherdetails from Cllr
ValerieVeness, Flat C, 155
Green Lanes, N16 [359 7055].

Monday 3rd September.3.30pm, Islington Town Hall,UpperSt, N1. Lobby againstArea Health Authoritycuts,i. called by Camden and Isling-
ton NHSJoint Shop Stewards’
Committee. Details from Jim
Warner,c/oRoyal Free ~

Hospital.

Wednesday 12th September.7.30pm,at Islington Town
Hall. Meetingtoprotestagainst housingcuts, called byOld Estates Action Cttee.

chance of getting their
money, while a massiveprotest against prison con-ditions quicklydeveloped.At the beginning of Oct-ober, Stepney and BethnalGreen councils decided tojoin the protest, andit rapid-ly became apparent that theGovernment would have toretreat. In the end, a legal]formula was cooked up toenable the High Court to

save its face and release thecouncillors, and a settlement
was reached under whichall poor law spending upto a certain scale laid downby the Ministry of Health
was to be pooled over thewholeof London.

It was a victory thatbenefitted Poplar more than
any otherborough (providing
a subsidy of nearly £350,000in its first year) but mostother London boroughsgained. The councillorshad proved that it was

UPE: Charterfor union action
NUPErank and file members
took militant action againstLabour’s 5% pay norm last
winter. Now NOPE is the first
of thebigpublic service unions
to announceclearopposition to
the present Tory cuts on-
slaught.

The National Executiveiscirculating all three-quarters
of a million members with a
four page pamphlet, ‘Don’t
get cut up — how you can take
action to protect your jobs and
your pay packet against the
cuts’. Rejecting any redund-
ancies, loss of pay, increase in
workloads, or use of private
contract labour, the pamphlet
suggests members organise

a policy of: no otse rate
anise a fight.ooteader Ted woes

sees the council as running
into deficit over the coming
months and then deciding
whether © reninig cul

or newou year. But local ae:fetivists want v0 fig

Tory shires,
monto :restrictingaetightly —

jeg more od when rising

 important issue is to
all costs,

Socialist Organiser hasproducedabcampaign andviewsfrom localLabour aStamfordHill,LondonN16.LAMBET
IT WAS a bitter blow to
many of us this July when
the council of the London

-Borough of Lambeth, the
most left-wing in the countryand led by Ted Knight, who
has been pilloried in the
gutter press for his Marxist
views, cavedin to the Tories
with a 444% cut in council
programmes. Worse still,while town hall vacancies
were frozen and the new
maternity leave scheme wasdropped, three new top-levelbureaucrats were to be
appointed on £15,000 p.a.Knight and his supportersJustified their action on the
grounds that a handful ofcouncillors could not sub-
Stitute themselvesfor a non-
existent mass movementin akamikaze defiance of the

possible to take.on theGovernment and win, des-pite the limited supportthey received from other
Labourauthorities.

Thesettlementof the ratesdispute set the scene forPoplar’s next _confront-ation, over the issue of poorrelief. Determined to provide
a standard of relief which
would allow the unemployed
to survive, they paid poorrelief well above the scaleslaid down by Sir AlfredMond, the Minister ofHealth, and refused to
operate the various degrad-ing means tests which were
supposedto be applied.Even so, the councillors
were unable to meet thescales of relief demandedby the National UnemployedWorkers Committee Move-
ment, devine attempts todo so. Threatened withsurcharges they refused to
retreat and eventually won

demonstrations, work-to-rules,
and token strikes. NUPE’s
leaders are calling on the TUC
for support.

The Evening Standard call-
ed it a Wreckers’ Charter, and
the Guardian lamentedthe‘petty, self-righteous vicious-ness’ of NUPE members. But
the hypocritical defence by
the press of the sick, old and
young stands in contrast to
their conspicuous silence over
the real causes of the plight of
theneedy.

It is not NUPE members
whoclose hospitals, lengthen
waiting lists, cut money from
much-needed facilities, and
Pay poverty wages.

ical questions, and)the
have to
are

 
Government. A supplement-
ary rate increase seemed tobe ruled out, since rates hadalready gone up 40% in the
spring.

However, the local Trade
Union Council and the bor-
ough NALGO branch were
not impressed by these argu-
ments, and pledged all-out
opposition. And a_ speciallocal government conferenceof thefour constituency Lab-
our Parties on July 29 called
on the council to resist all
cuts, if necessary to the ex-
tent of resigning en bloc,and to reject rate rises as asolution.

Ted Knight and other
councillors have promised to
take due note of this, so it
looks as if many of the cuts
may be reversed when the

the right to pay reliefon their
ownscales.

Another struggle dey-eloped over the council’sinsistence on paying a £4 aweek minimum wage withequal pay for women, andrefusing to cut pay in linewith other employers. They
saw their stand as part of
the struggle by the unionsagainst wage cuts. They
were finally forced to retreatin 1924, by which time their
wages were well above the
averageforthearea.

In the end, Poplar’scouncillors were unable tostand against the defeatssuffered by the workingclass as a whole in the mid-19208, but they were able
to gain significant concess-ions from the Government
and to act as more thanjust administrators ofcapitalism.

Perhaps if they had heldconsistently

—_
revolutionary

By CHEU! NGSIUMING_—"roadsheet on Lambethandthecuts, withnewsofthendtrade union activists. Spplus stampfrom 5

+: About-tum

Yet to be seen, however, is
the degree ofsincerity behind
the NUPE leadership’saggressive noises. NUPE
activists are still bitter about
the blatant sell-out over pay in
February, They will be watch-
ing closely to see how much
national influence is directed
to help build support for their
real local struggles against
cuts and closures,

In Hackney,for example, we
are gathering forces now to
fight the loss of yet another
much-needed hospital, St
Leonards, and of five of our
secondaryschools.

:
RICHARD SHIELDS

[NUPEshopsteward, Hackney
i schools] 

cil should 5cttorts to sneguardob 

council reconvenes in Sept-ember. The majority ofLam-beth Labour activists Seelthey. would be hypocrites
to denounce the Thatcher
cuts while their own council
was implementing those
same cuts.

Lambeth Trade UnionCouncil is now launching abroad-based campaign,‘Lambeth Fightback’, toinvolve theleftpoliticalpart-ies and community groups
as well as the trade unionbranches — so thatwhen thebig crunch does come, anyTory commissioners sent in
to run the borough's affairs
are met with fierce resist-
ance from a_ determinedworking-classmovement.

MARTIN COOK(Treasurer,LambethTUC)

Marxist positions, andorganised for them, theycould have achieved more.
But Noreen Branson’s book
shows what even a hotch-
potch of Christian Socialists,
Fabians, trade union offic-
ials, and the odd communist
can achieve if they are pre-
paredto fight.Although in many waysconditions have changed to-day, the fundamental prob-lem facingLabourcouncillorstoday is the same: are theyto be mere administrators
of the present system, or
are they to see themselves
as part of the struggle tochange it. For that reason**Poplarism"’ is well worthreading.

* “Poplarism 1919-1925:George Lansbury and thecouncillors _revolt’’, byNoreen Branson. Lawrence
and Wishart, £7.50.
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900 picket
lranuan
Embassy 

‘‘RELEASEthesocialists in
Khomeini’sjails’’, and ‘‘De-
fend the Kurds! Down with
Khomeini!'’ — these were
someoftheslogans of a 200-
strong picket of the Iranian
embassy on Saturday 25th
August.

The picket, called by the
Association of Kurdish Stud-
ents Abroad, was supported
by a number of Trotskyist
organisations and by_the
Kurdistan Solidarity Com-
mittee. AKSA handed in a
letter protesting at the war
against the Kurds in Iran
launched by the Khomeini
regime, and Stephen Corb-
ishley of the National Exec-
utive of the Civil] and Public
Services Association handed
in a petition signed by many
leading figures in theCPSA.

Afterthepicket, at a meet-
ing of representatives from
the organisations which had
supported the picket, an ad

_

hoc committee was formed to
organise a series of public
meetings in London and the
provinces. These meetings
will campaign for solidarity
with the socialists, demo-
crats, and nationalminorities
underattackin Iran, focusing
particularlyon thetrial of 14
militants of the Socialist
Workers’ Party of Iran and
on the struggle of the Kurds
for self-determination.

AKSAis calling another
picket for Saturday Septem-
berIst.
 

  eeericie
protest
BEFOREthe downfall of the
Shah, the left in the British
labour movementgave support
— albeit not enough — to the
socialists and democrats
fighting against his dictator-
ship. It is just as necessary
now for the labour movement
to support the Iranian left ag-
ainst the rapidly developing
Islamic dictatorship.

Last week 34 leading mem-
bers of the civil service cler-
ical workers’ union CPSA
signed a petition to the Ir-
anian Ambassadorin London.

é We the undersigned
members of the Civil and
Public Services Associa-

tion National Executive Com-
mittee and the 1979 Trades
Union Congress delegation
are deeply concerned about
the increasing attacks by yourregime on the national minor-
ities [Arabs, Kurds, etc.],
workingclass organisation and
socialists, which we see as:
an attack on the democratic
rights won by manyoftheanti-
Shah fighters.

We condemn the trials and
executions that your regime,
your supporters and armed
forces are now carrying out. In
particular we wish to intercede
for the lives of the members
of the HKS [Socialist Workers
Party] under immediate athreatof death.
TradesUnion Congress
delegates
M McGrath,C Kirk, F Kemp,
R Lewis, C Baugh, J Baugh,
J Gingell, G Byrne,
M Rennard, S Maclennan,
D McClelland, B Fuge,
C Oughton.
National Executive Committee
S Corbishley,S Harding,
J Mahony, R Alderson, J Ellis,
P Thomson,W Roberts,
G Lobo,K Roddy, P Byrne,
F Bonner, T Adams,
J Macreadie, K Gibbs,
N Jacobs, M Witham,
F Taylor,G Tromans,
J Billouin, L Lewis, R Wood,
P Coltman.

‘They crush democracy |

fo save capitalism’
FOURTEENTrotskyists,
membersof the Socialist
Workers’ Partyof Iran
{(Hezb-e Kargaran Sos-
ialist — HKS], were
arrested in thesouthern
Iranian city of Ahwaz in
June. They havejust
beentried by the Revol-
utionary Court there: the
two women among them
have been sentenced to
life imprisonment, the
menare sentenced to
death.

HOJABR KHOSRAVI,
a memberof HKS [a
sister-organisation of
the IMG] wasarrested in
June but then released.
Andrew Hornungof
Socialist Organiser talk-
ed to him aboutthetrials
and thecampaign to
defend democratic rights
in Iran.  

Hajobr Khosravi
[| Why were the members
of- the Hezbe Kargaran
Sosialist arrested?
® Eversince the foundation
of our party, we took the
question of the national
minorities very seriously.
Other parties of the left
didn’t. When the Kurds
demanded autonomy we ran
a series of articles in our
paper, Kargar, supporting
the Kurds’ right to self-
determination, and these
were sold in many towns in
Kurdistan.

We wrote many articles
in support of the Arabs,
and our branch in Ahwaz
worked together with the
Arab militants. There had
in the past been a front
for the liberation of Ahwaz,
but now the Arabsare organ-
ised in an organisation called
Sazeman Farhangi Va Siasi
Khalgh Arab — Political and
Cultural Organisation of
the Arab people — which is
centred in Ahwaz and
Khorramshar.

In their support we
distributed thousands of
leaflets and our paper was
sold in the various cities of
Khuzestan. When the
government started __its
attacks there and banned the
SFVSKA — that’s when our
comrades were arrested,
that is thefirst nine of them.

Seven of the nine were
arrested at home and two

street. In their homes the
Revolutionary Guards found
leaflets that we had put
ent defending the Arab
people and in defence of the
democratic rights of soldiers.
You see, there is a barracks
in Ahwaz and a weekearlier
soldiers supporting our
group. distributed these
leaflets, which called on
soldiers not to kill their Arab
brothers. The leaflets also
explained the Arabs’ cause
and why the government was
attackingthem.

Because of these leaflets
the comrades were charged
with ‘‘conspiracyagainst the
government’’ and_ being
“agents of imperialism’’.
Satarian, the attorney-gen-
eral of Khuzistan who made
these charges, later with-
drew the second charge,
though he continued to use
it as a justification of his
ruling forbidding parents
of some of those arrested the
right of visiting the prison-
ers.

These first nine were
kept in prison and several
were beaten badly. Two
weeks later. seven other
membersincluding me went
to Ahwaz to defend the
nine, to see lawyers and
to find out the exact nature
of the charges and thetrial
facing the comrades. We
wereall arrested at our hotel.
All thatwas found on us were
brochures defending the
nine.

Where I was wasn't a
jail exactly. It had been a
school and was now used as
a detention centre for those
awaiting trial. Of the second
group that were arrested,
two of us were freed: after
a week in my case and after
a month in the case of the
other. This was due to
pressure on the government
nationally and internation-
ally.

The trials of the fourteen
started several days ago
and the government prosec-
utor right at the start called
for executions. Thetrial was
held in secret and no indep-
endentlawyers were allowed
in. Now we knowthe ver-
dicts: life for the women and
death for the men, The
women, Mahsa Hashemi andFatima Flahi, are to be held
in prisons outside Khuzistan
and Kurdistan.

Slander
According to the daily

paper Bamdad, the charges
against the women (we do
not knowif the men faced the
same charges) were: activit-
ies against Islam and against
thes people; provocations
against the central govern-
ment; spreading slanders
against the government,
claiming it to be repressive
and claiming it has suppress-
ed democracy and carried out
arbitraryattacks; causing the
rising in Naqadeh(a rising in
Kurdistan that took place
while the comrades were in
jail); praising counter revol-
utionary Kurds; encouraging
armed struggle against the

central government; prepar-
ing a tense and explosive at-
mosphere; publishing pois-
onous thoughtsand sex mag-
azines and being membersof
the Executive Committee of.
HKS.

( What are the conditions
in thejails like?
@ Karoon jail in Ahwaz is
very bad.It is simply one of
the Shah's prisons. There are
ten or twelve people to a
cell, twenty cells in each
section and three sections
in all. The food, of course,
is terrible. The first month
was the worst because there
was no ventilation. That is
very serious when the temp-
erature is 46C — without
ventilationyou die.

The attitude of the mem-
bers of the Islamic Committ-
ees towards political prison-
ers has been particularly
harsh. They are allowed-no
newspapers, no_ personal
belongings and, in the case
of our comrades, no legal
advice — in the case of some
of them,novisitors either.

Three weeks ago when
seven of our comrades were
singing revolutionary songs,
they were thrown into the
basement where they were

in was that they did not
recognise them as they had
been lawyers under the
Shah’s regime.

The twowomen that have
now been sentenced to life
imprisonment were kept
separately from the others.
One was suffering from
internal bleeding and asked
for medical attention, but
was refused until, after three
weeks, the Guards relented.
She was given a few days in
hospital and then thrown
backinto jail.

0) How doesthisfit into the
eneralsituation?
Since the election for the

Council of Experts three
weeks ago, the government
has closed downall the left
bookshops and banned ll
the press and activities of
the democratic and left
political parties, and now it
is going to producealist of
200 whom they intend to
arrest.

Given the level of con-
sciousness of the masses
immediately following the
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ers sentenced to life imprisonment
beaten and keptin isolation.
Othersstaged a sit-in protest
and they too were beaten
up. Recently the prisons
have brought in expert
thugs who have threatened
the prisoners.

There were three very
important workers’ leaders
— leaders of the oil workers
— in the cells: with our
comrades. They were arr-
ested as soon as the auton-
omy movement took to the
streets in Khuzistan. This
made a national impact,
and they have since been
released after protests
from workers.

There are also Arab milit-
ants, supporters of the
Fedayeen Khalk in jail
there. These were well
known militants who were
not picked up for anything
they had done, but rather
for what they were —

somethingthe Revolutionary
Guards and Committee had
learned from the SAVAK
files they are using to
track down leftists. They
were simply picked up with-
out warning — one was
arrested as he was getting
married. There are about
200 of these Arab militants.

The reason the authorities
gavefor not allowing lawyers

overthrow of the Shah, the
government was not able to
proceed against them right
away. It had to manoeuvre
first, and give itself demo-
cratic cover. Even so, there
were attacks by groups of
thugs and blackshirts —

that’s what they call them-
selves, after the flag of Islam
— militants were beaten up,
meetings broken up and, in
one case, a member of HKS
was kidnapped in Isfahan
and tortured.

() What was the attitude
of the Iranian left to the
arrest ofyourcomrades?
@ Before our comrades
were arrested, there were
many arrests of members of
the Fedayeen and Mouja-
hadeen Khalk, though not
a word was said in their
defence except in our
press. When we approached
these organisations and
asked them why not start
a defence campaign, they
refused, saying that it might
lead the governmentto kill
their members.They haven't
any experience of open
activityand didn’t know how
to carry out this kind of
support activity.-

We started a campaign
for our comrades. We held

a picket of the Justice Min-
istry — something very
unusual in Iran; I think it
wasthefirst time people had
seen such a thing. Then
they started a campaign in
defence of their comrades,
but, as yet, not one support-
ing ours. The Fedayeen got
their 41 members released
after a campaign of sit-ins
by the familiesof the prison-
ers. The only ones who
supported us were the Kurds
and Arabs, who sent repres-
entatives, and the National
Democratic Front of Matine-
Daftari.

C) And the TudehParty?
@ The Tudeh (Moscow-
orientated Communist) Party
was absolutely silent until
a few weeks ago. Then they
wrote in their paper, Mar-
dom, thattheydefend demo-
cratic rights and specifically
called for the release of the
14 and a jailed member of
the Moujahadeen, adding
that their members too have
come under attack. In fact
it was reported the other
day that two were executed
in Kermanshah.

When the paper Ayende-
gan wasfirst banned, most
parties objected. We, for
instance, brought out a
special supplement protest-
ing against the banning.
Tudeh’s line then was that
while they supported demo-
cratic rights, somearticles in
Ayendegan were  provoc-
ative. implying that it had
deserved the aiding. The
statement ended up giving
full support to the Islamic
Republic. To all intents and
purposes this was a support
of the ban.

Three weeks ago, when
Ayendegan was againbanned, most papers object-
ed, including the Tudeh
Party. Apart from the list
of banned papers, the gov-
ernment has ordacet a
list of papers that it has
not banned but may consider
banning. These include the
Maoist press that so far has
not been touched as it is
indistinguishable from the
Islamic press and carries
many attacks on the Tudeh
Party.

Campaign
CO) What form has the cam-

paign taken outside Iran so
far:
M There have been many
ickets and protests. In
rance there have been
ickets and a huge meeting

in Paris. In Germany there
has been a campaign and in
the United States. In Austral-
ia a protest petition has been

:" by Labour Party
s and leading trade

unionists. A few days ago
the comrades of our Swiss
sister party occupied the
Iranian Embassy in Geneva
demanding the release of
the 14.

There have been some
pickets here. But what is
neededis a broad-based non-
sectarian’ campaign against
the mounting repression and
in defence of all democratic
rights.
 

while walking along the
 

  
Kurdish
ceaselire
unlikely
fo last

 THE LATEST newsfrom Iran
is that there is to be a cease-
fire between the governmentand the Kurds. Over the last
weeks Khomeini has mobilised
troops to ‘‘crush the allies
of Satan’’.

Brigades of RevolutionaryGuards, the s head of the
counterrevolutionin Iran, have
been sent to Kurdistan and
West Azerbaidjan, where
they have tried to impose a
reign of terror. The Kurdistan
Democratic Party of Abdul
Rahman Ghassemlou has been
banned. Its officials and the

Kurds' most popular leader,
Sheikh Eseddin Hosseini,
have beenoutlawed.

The government’s assault
was not directed against the
“threat of separation'’ or
“foreign

—
infiltration’’ as

Khomeini has claimed. The
government, the, defender
of the landlords and the capit-
alists, is alarmed at the depth
of the social struggles in Iran,
and the growth of peasantleagues and workers’ organis-
ations.

It is also in Kurdistan,
above all, that the weakness

of the army is shown up.
Troops have refused to fight
the Kurds and in some cases
they have handed over their
armsto the local population.

The significance of the
ceasefire is unclear. It is
likely that the resistance of
the Kurds, tens of thousands
of whom are armed and ex-
perienced hters, is tvo
great eae. eoemertgiventhe si of thearmy.In Salmaz, in West hat
baidjan, a fuel storage tank
was blown up. Elsewhere
soldiers and Guards have

been captured and heldhostage in order to stay thehand of the RevolutionaryCourtswhich have ordered the
execution of captured Kurds.
:

The a. is likely to
e very temporary: it willprobablylastonlyIng enough

to give the government time
to ensure that the right wingof the Kurdish national move-
ment (the Bazarnis and the
tribal leaders of West Azer-
baidjan who between them
many tens of thousands of
armed men) is won back to the
governmentcamp.
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  Brent Indians-oust rightists

SYMPATHISERSofa fanatical
right-wing Hindu party have
been ousted from the leader-
ship of the Brent Indian
Association.

This is just the latest turn
in a controversy which has
rocked the borough's predom-
inantly Hindu Asian commun-
ity since the beginning of
August. ’It began when local anti-
fascist leader, Paul Franklin,
recently returned from an
extensive tour of the sub-
continent, accused the UK-
based Hindu Swayamsevak
Sangh (HSS) of having links
with the notorious Indian

aramilitary organisation, the
shtriya Swayamsevak

Sangh (RSS).

POGROMS
The RSS is widely held

to be responsible for a recent
spate of vicious killingsacross
India. Pogroms against Mos-
lems, Christians and_low-
caste Hindus have left thous-
ands butchered. Especially
vulnerable have been the
country's 100 million so-called
Harijansor ‘Untouchables’.

Despite frantic denials of
any formal link, the storm of
local press comment and
correspondence has revealed

the HSS to be, at the very
least, strongly sympathetic
to the Indian party. Letters
from anti-fascist Hindus,
including a vivid account
from a former memberof the
RSSitself, have made com-
plete nonsense of the HSS
denials.

FASCIST
None of the groups mem-

bers were re-elected to the
BIA's executive committee
at the Association's Annual
General Meeting. One candid-
ate who was re-elected, Mr.
Umesh Navapurkar, made no
bones about it in his assess-
ment: “In my opinion, they
are part and parcel of the
RSS”’, he said.

kNow Brent Trades Council
and the local Labour Parties
have been drawn into the
battle. Jack Dromey, who

layed a leading role in the
local Grunwick strike, has de-

mandedthatthe Council fully
investigate the HSS_ before
continuing to allow them to
use theschool premises.

“In no way is it okay to
keep your head down in this
country while giving support
to a fascist organisation
abroad’’, he said.

Alf Filer, secretary of the

Gladstone ward anda Socialist
Organiser supporter, whose
branch contains a_ large
number of Indian members,
has called for an enquiry
into the whole affair. ‘‘I am
particularly disturbed_by
the way certain leading
Labour—_councillors have
given, and even now continue
to give, uncritical support to
this organisation. Have they
consulted the Indian comm-
unity?’

:Meanwhile, Paul Franklin,
who is a member of Brent
East CLP, intends to take
the matter further: ‘‘The HSS
is a registered charity in this
country and I know thatat
least two Labour councils,
Bradford and Birmingham,
have given them grants to
thetune of £38.000

“But leaving that aside
the RSS is the biggest and
fastest-growingPpopeecapecetAorganisation of the far-right
in the world today. It has a
combat trained hardcore of
over 1 million, and its close
support is at least 10 times that
number. In 1977 it received
over 30 million votes. When
had you heard of them be-
fore?’

    Counterrevolution in Iran
continued from p.1
the religious leaders and
their collaborators.

The Kurds were denounc-
ed as ‘separatists’, although
the right of separation for the
Kurds, if they wished it,
would be elementary demo-
cracy, and although in fact
no Kurdish organisation had
called for anythingbut auto-
nomywithinIran.

The far left was not
banned, but condemned as
collaborating with foreign
powers. And every socialist
or democrat was branded an
‘enemy of Islam’ — includ-
ing the members of the
Tudeh (Moscow-line ‘Com-
munist’) party who shame-
fully supported the slogan of
the ‘Islamic Republic’.

All, this while the Kho-
meini-Bazargan regime was
trying to consolidate a state
force out of the shambles.
Criticism of the old Imperial
military leaders stopped;
members of the old secret
police, SAVAK, were~ re-
employed in a new force

named SAVAME;the orga-
nisations of pro-Khomeini
Revolutionary Guards, the
Pasdaran, were reformed,
given training, and put under
the leadership of police and
military leaders of the Shah’s
regime. In addition the state
media acted as a megaphone
for Islamic reaction.

Since the farcical election
for the Council of Experts
to discuss the new consti-
tuion, the open attacks by
the regime on its opponents
have multiplied into a huge
wave of reaction. That
election’s massive  pro-
Khomeini result — not sur-
prising given the widety
reported ballot rigging and
the abstention by Kurds,
Azerbaijanis, Arabs, Turco-
mans, the National Front,
and the National Democrat-
ic Front — has been taken as
the green light for re-
pression.

Thereligious leaders have
managed so far to galvanise
by meansofa kindof Islamic
populism a huge right-wing
movement amongst the poor.
But however misled these

millions are, the pro-Kho-
meini workers and peasants
will soon be looking towards
the governmentfor real im-
provementsin their standard
of living. And the: govern-
ment cannot provide that
without attacking Iranian
capitalism, which it is cert-
ainly not going to do.

There are hundreds of
militant factory committees,
strikes, seizures of land
and so on. Butif the working
class and poor peasants do
not begin a coordinatedpoli-
tical fight-backsoon,it might
be too late. If there is no
speedy resistance,_the
government may contain
the struggles of the national
minorities, crush the organi-
sations of the left, smash its
democratic opponents and
thoroughly consolidate its
still shaky state forces.

If it manages to do that,
Iran will have discarded one
(secular) police state for an-
other (Islamic) police state.
Andbefore long the Islamic
one will, in all essentials, be
just as friendly to imperial-
ism as the Shah was.

    CHILE:'My husb
because
A FIERCE wave ofrepress-

_

ion is sweeping Chile, almost
six years after the coup
that brought the present mil-
itary junta to power.

The beginning ofa revival
in the mass movement has
made the junta act against
specific targets — members
of political parties and mem-
bers of semi-legal and legal
organisation who take a
stand against it. Since April
1979 eight people have died
in suspicious circumstances.
Dozens of people have been
arrested and a new Anti-
Terrorist Law has been pass-
ed which is so wide-ranging
that it gives the junta ‘legal’
excuses to arrest anyone it
chooses, however indirectly
they are connected to the
opposition forces. The pres-
ent wave of repression has
mainly been directed. against
the Movement of the Revo-
lutionaryLeft (MIR).

A member of the MIR,
Juan Carlos Gomez Iturra,
was murdered by the junta
on 21st June 1979 in Chile.
His wife, Rayen Larenas,
wholives in exile in Sweden,
visited London to denounce
his death and to pressurise
for an investigation.Her hus-
band was an ex-political pris-
oner, detained in Tres Alam-
os concentration camp and
then releasedin 1976.

She described whatlife is
like in Chile.
“Although Juan Carlos was
released in the amnesty of
September1976, he had nev-
er been properly tried and
the Naval Police were still
looking for him to make him
stand trial. It was never
made clear either when he
was in prison or afterwards
what the charges were. I
myself was always watched
and followed. I only went
out to try and get legal aid
for Juan Carlos:

“The Junta has always
treated ex-political prison-
ers in the same way, always
harassing and threatening
them. For example, Gaston
Munoz, an ex-political pris-
oner, wasforced into hiding
becausethey are looking for

him everywhere. One of the
sailors tried in 1973 for de-
nouncing the impending
coup, Alberto Salazar Bri-
ceno, died with Iris Vega,
the wife of a disappeared
prisoner, in a bomb explos-
ion just after they had been  
The following 14 British MPs
have already sent a letter de-
raanding an investigation into
the case of Juan Carlos Gomez
Iturra. If your MPis not on the
list, please write to her/him
asking that he or she should
do e same. Also press
through your trade union or
trades council for such an

  
and wasmurdered
e stayed fo fight’

to stop them rejoining the
struggle and their political
organisations, and to force
people on the left to leave
Chile"’.
@B /n such circumstances,
why did Juan Carlos decide
to stay in Chile?

investigation.
® Martin Flannery, Una Mc-
Donald, Ernie Roberts, Kevin
McNamara, Thorne,
John Tilley, John Maxton,
James Johnson, Stan Newens,
Ernie Ross, Jo Richardson,
John Evans, James Lamond,
Bob Edwards.
 

detained and subsequc:‘y
released. Up to now it has
not been possible to establ-
ish how Juan Carlos himself
died, since the press has
given contradictory versions.

“The junta persecutes
the ex-prisoners in this way

C10] “Firstly, he «ver
though: about leaving the
country. He thought that
there were comrades who
should leave, because of
ill-health,becauseof the ser-
iousness of their economic
situation, or because life in

Chile offered them no secur-
ity whatever.

‘*He thoughtthathe had a
contribution to make and that
his situation was not as ser-
ious as that of other comrad-
es wholeft. He also believed
he hadaright to live in his

]

. own country.
‘Secondly,his analysis of

the situation in Chile con-
firmed for him thathe should
stay. When he cameout of
Tres Alamos the resistance
movement was beginning to
gain strength, growing in
breadth and quality. He be-
lieved that. it was important
to take part in the ideological
struggle inside the resist-
ance movement. The Christ-
ian Democrats, the main ex-
pression of the bourgeois
opposition, are trying to take
control of the mass move-
ment, to gain strength for
themselves. But the Christ-
ian Democrats can never
provide an answertothereal
problem that Chile faces
since they will always main-
tain exploitation and the cap-
italist system.

‘*So Juan Carlos and other
ex-political prisoners start-
ed a campaignfortheright to
remain in Chile. They de-
manded freedom from har-
assmentand persecution and
the right to work. The ex-
prisoners who remain in
Chile are very vulnerable
since they are known to the
repressive forces. Many of
them do not have visas for
other countries, which can
provide protection and help
people to go on working in
Chile. There is a tremendous
need for solidarity of all
kinds for those who decide to
stay.

“Juan Carlos worked with
the resistance movement —

committees such as the Rela-
tives of the Disappeared Pri-
soners Committee, the Nat-
ional Trade-Union Coordina-
ting Committee, the Human
Rights Committee, the Ex-
Political Prisoners Commit-
tee; activities such as the
1st May demonstration, the
expropriation of milk and
food for distribution in the

shanty towns, clandestine
resistance committees in
factories, shanty towns, and
suburbs,and the clandestine
activities of the political
parties — all form part of the
resistance movement.

“Juan Carlos worked with
the ex-prisoners committee,
with a Popular Dining Room

paper ‘Austin/Morris Ex-
i. 2,000 Minis from the

apore plant of British
Leyland, a nationalised firm,
are to besent to Chile.

Southampton dockers have
said they will black the Minis.
And in Longbridge the fort-
nightly Workers’ Action fact-
ory bulletin said:

‘The ‘Express’ doesn’t
mention that Chile is ruled by
a bloodthirsty bunch of army
generals who seized power six
years ago by overthrowingthe
elected Government of that
country. Since then countless
political oppositionists and
ordinary trade unionists have
been imprisonedby the regime

..
We shouldn’t be building

 
(community-based organisa-
tions which try to feed child-
ren suffering from thebrutal-
ity of the junta’s economic
policies) and with the rela-
tives of the disappeared
prisoners. Later he worked
underground’’,
BH Why didyoucometo
Britain?
O10 “I came to ask inter-
national solidarityto demand
an investigation into Juan
Carlos’ death and into the
others who havedied recent-
ly in such mysterious circum-
stances; to demand that the
new formsof repression that
the junta is using today be
denounced, especially the
systematic persecution of
the ex-political ' prisoners,
resulting in the death of
some of them; to denounce
the new Anti-Terrorist Law
which institutionalises wide-
spread repression and,terror;
to denounce the intimidation

ACCORDINGto the company  
[the Minis]’’.

of the Chilean people when
they demandtheirrights; to
demand that the junta stops
concealing the truth about
Chila; and to ask for fin-
ancial aid for the Relatives of
the Murdered and Disap-
peared Prisoners’’.

Rayen lives in Sweden.
Although Sweden has a Con-
servative government, it
can issue a visa for a refugee
in danger in 17 hours, has
no security checks on refug-
ees whoapply for visas, and
offers refugees language and
technical training schemes.

Security checks under the
Labour government in the
UK made it impossible to
help those in immediate
danger. The Home -Office
refused to finance English
classes and the UK support-
ed the resolution in the Unit-
ed Nations ending the Ad
Hoc Commission .on Human
Rights in Chile, replacing it
by one observer. -

The Tory government has
already withdrawn the lim-
its on export credit guar-
antees, which means that
there are now no trade re-
strictions. Therestoration of
full diplomatic relations ‘‘is
under urgent review” (the
British Ambassador was
withdrawn in 1977, after a
British doctor, Sheila Cass-
idy, was tortured by the
Chilean military).

ThoughtheTories are only
interested in removing all
restrictions to investment in

|

South America, they realise
that Chile is a sensitive issue
and should be pressurised
not to restore the Ambass-
ador, not to sell arms, and
not to support Pinochet’s
regime.

National Demonstration
September16, 1979

© No deals withPinochet!
¢ Bread, workand freedom for

theChileanpeople
© Freedomforall Latin Ameri-

can politicalprisoners.
Speakers: Michael Foot, Jona-
than. Dimbleby, British and
Chilean trade union leaders.
Details from Chile Solidarity
Campaign, 129 Seven Sisters
Rd, LondonN7.
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  WITLI MOLLLILIAY,
 Stoo Corrie

OVER THE past decade
anti-abortionists have been
on the offensive. A mixture
of Tory backbenchers and
church people have patiently
and persistently attempted
to erode the 1967 Abortion
Act, which makes some
provision for safe, legal
abortion. :

Two ~-Private Member’s
Bills — White’s in 1974 and
Benyon’s on 1976 — have so
far failed to cut back these
limited provisions. The
third|anti-abortion_bill,
by Tory MP John Corrie,
now on its way through
Parliament,is likelyto return
for a final reading at the
beginning of next year.
Mostsources agree that the
effect of his proposed
restrictions would be to
reduce by two-thirds the
numberof safe, legal abort-
ions.

The main thrust of the
bill is in three directions.
First, it will be almost
impossible to get a doctor
to perform an_abortion
unless the woman’s life is
in grave danger or there is
a substantial risk of serious
injury to the woman’s phys-
ical or mental health or that
of her children. These three
words will make it practic-
ally impossible for the major-
ity of women to get abort-
ions.

Second, the time limit —

currently 28 weeks — will
be reduced to 20 weeks.In
effect this means_that
doctors will not perform
abortions after the 16th
week,to allow for error. The
only exception to this is if
the foetus is severely handi-
capped — and few tests can
provethisconclusively.

This tightening up will

!

place doctors, even sympatn-
etic ones — and these are
in short enough supply —

undertherisk of prosecution
for performing terminations.

Finally, to make sure
that these provisions cannot
be countermanded—by
sympathetic non-national
health service sources, the
bill will smash the abortion
charities. Corrie says there
should be no links between
referral agencies and the
clinics where abortions are
performed. At the moment,
25% of women. wanting
abortions go to the charit-
able clinics. Under the new
law these charities will not
have the funds to continue
theirpresent service.

Whyare anti-abortionists
hysterical about a woman’s
right to determine whether
or not to have a child?

SPUC would have us believe
they stand for the ‘sanctity’
of life and against the
murderof innocent children.
But what evidence is there
that these campaigners care
for the human beings these
‘protected’ foetuses become?
None. These same forces
are strong proponents of
a ‘survival of the fittest’
social order. The real reason
for their determination
lies elsewhere.

The rationale for women’s
oppression rests on the edi-
fice of woman as child-
bearer. Destroy this, and
what is left? If women did
control their own bodies,
they might challenge the
centuries-old myth which
relegates them to a second
class status.

They might demand
equal rights to men — in
practice as well as on paper.

They might demand decent
job opportunities and decent
pay. They might, in fact,
show up the system for what
it is — one in which profit
dominates.

Even before the '67 Act,
rich women were able to
have unwanted pregnancies
terminated — by private
doctors, at a price most of
us could not afford. This
new law is yet another part
of anti-working class legis-
lation. An attempt to force
women off the job market
and backinto thehome.

All around the country
opposition to the bill is
being organised. The South-
wark group had 85 people
attend its ffirst hastily-
called open meeting, and
regular activities have taken
place on the streets of the
borough ever since. Our

movementgets going
activitiesare geared towards
the demonstration on 28th

|October called by the TUC
and supported by the Nat-
ional Abortion Campaign.

The response is tremen-
dous. During our Saturday
morning sessions at local
shopping centres both men
and women have queued
to sign the pro-abortion
petition organised by NAC.
In just six weeks we have
collected over 1500 sign-
atures.

There is little doubt in
the minds of most women:
this law will-not safeguard
innocent foetuses — it will
consign to backstreet butch-
ery the thousands of women |.

who are unable to face an
unwanted pregnancy.

CAROLTURNER
SouthwarkAbortion

Campaign.
 
 

 
  IN THE NAMEofequality

for working women, but in
reality against their interests
and for the benefit of the
bosses, the Equal Oppor-
tunities Commission has
recommendedto the Govern-
ment the repeal of almost
all protective iegislation
for women. Such a repeal
would leave them as exploit-
ed by their employers as
men, and doubly exploited
by the system that also de-
mands of them society's
childcare, domestic work,
and an ever-increasing role
in the care of the sick and
theelderly.

Predictably enough, the
CBIfullysupports repeal.

The EOC is mainly con-
cerned about the Factories
Act of 1961, which restricts
the total number of hours
worked per week, and shift
patterns particularly where
theyinvolve night work.

In fact, the Act is very
limited. It does not even
cover all factories. It covers
no ‘service’ jobs such as
catering, nursing, laundries,
etc. Factories operating a
5 day week, or seasonal or
“‘emergency’’ work are out-
side the Act. Where the Act
doesapply,it is easy to apply
for exemption to its cond-
itions, and the application
is rarely refused.

The EOC_estimates
that 30% of full-time female
manual workers work hours
covered by exemption or-
ders. The numberof workers
outside the norms set down
by the Act may well be

|
considerably larger, since
around 20% of the factories
in the EOC survey were not
registered under the Health
and Safety Executive which
monitors the Act. (Where
infringementsof the Act are
found,it is almost universal
practice to obtain an exemp-
tion order rather than for
theHSEto prosecute.)

Repeal
Despite all this, the EOC’s

concern is not for workers
unprotected by the Act
but for big business, which
it feels does not have suff-
icient powers to apply for
exemption.

It argues for repeal on
the basis that employers
are using the Act in order to
avoid employing women.

In order to investigate
the possibilities of women
doing shift work if the law
were altered to give ‘‘equal
opportunity’’, the EOC
commissioned a survey of
1700 women in a community
with a high proportion of
unskilled women

-
factory

workers, some of whom
worked shifts. The average
take-home pay of those in
manufacturing industries
was £25 to £32 per week, a

’ figure on which the EOC did
not comment.

The National Council for
Civil Liberties, in its pam-
phlet ‘“‘The Shift Work
Swindle’’*, accurately des-
cribes this survey, and the
use the EOC makesofit, as
‘a truly astounding blend
of distortion, understate-
ment, vagueness and
blinkered prejudice which

a womanis, the more likely
she is to disapprove of work-
ing shifts and of a change
in the law. It is then sur-
prised to find that only 11%
(predominantly younger
women) express even qual- °

ified willingness to work
shifts.

Then the reasons for not
wanting to work shifts are
examined: ‘‘Most women’s
reasons for not working
shifts were expressed in a
personal context...The
problems foreseen ... in-
  

  

i
a

1973 Conference of those fighting for an anti-
discrimination law.

can only suggest that the
EOCwasstronglypredispos-
ed to make the findings it
did, whatever theevidence’.

The surveyfirst examines
women’s approval or dis-
approval of shift working,
andtheirattitude to a change
in the law.It finds that these
are related to age: the older

 
cluded a need for manage-
ment of domestic routine;
possible help with domestic
organisation; a need to
rearrange social life; not
seeing enough of husband
and children; and the need
for additional childcare’’.

The EOC’s attitude is
summed up by their doctor

L RIGHT
who suggests that ‘‘good
housing, small families and
happy marriage seem to be
conditions for successful
night shiftworking’’.

The EOC seems blind to
the main factor forcing
women into shift work:
the need to earn, and the
fact that those with young
children can only go out to
work when the children’s
father, or some relative or
friend, is home from work
and can take care of them.

In the case of both parents
working shifts, the EOC sees
the main obstacle as the
husbands’ alleged insistence
on a regular domestic
routine! Adequate  child-
care, the provision of public
transport, the sharing of
housework and domestic
responsibilities,and the care
of other dependants are at
most afterthoughts for them
in their attempt to show that
many women are prevented
from doing shiftwork only
by protective legislation.
It adds that repeal would
provide equality of employ-
ment to women “‘who do
not have significant domestic
responsibilities’’.

Health
By virtual sleight of hand,

the EOC ‘proves’ that
women suffer no more than
men from shift work (there
is no evidence against this
as there has been no com-
parative research). They take
evidence only from

a
state-

sponsored research doctor
who conveniently found no
long term harm to health
from shift work, and no
immediate adverse effects
on safety, in contradiction to
practically every indepen-
dent survey on the issue.

The NCCL, in a report
‘‘Women Factory Workers’’
(1975), found clear evidence
of the danger and disruptive-
ness of shift work. It is done
exclusively because of need.
All the women said they
would prefer day work if
thewages were thesame.

The EOC considers the

problem of job_ security,
and in this case is prepared
to concede that women
may need protection from
conditions of employment
which are impossible to
combine with their families’
needs: a recent judgement
by Lord Denningin an appeal
eroded what rights the law
provides women with in this
case by pointing out that the
woman has a free choice —

to work the hours demanded
by her employer,or to leave
her job.

Halt
But at a time when, in

the words of the EOC
1978 Annual Report, ‘‘there
is strong evidence ... that
progress towards equality
in more measurable res-
pects, in terms of earnings,
has almost certainly come to
a halt’’, theEOC has decided
to pursue an illusion of
equality by lévelling down
legislation which has been
of some limited value in
protecting a vulnerable
section of theworkforce.

The employers consider
only their profits, and the

.

EOC endorses their judge-
ment without question.
Nowhere does it seriously
suggest that protection
should be extended to men,
and nowhere does it suggest
that adequate childcare
facilities,and relief from the
burden of domestic respons-
ibilities, should be a pre-
condition for women working
unsocial hours.

The NCCL in their reply
to the EOC call for more
democratic procedures for
deciding on shift work and
on the areas in which ex-
emption to protective leg-
islation is justified; for better
facilities for night and
shift workers; better mater-
nity and paternity leave,
with either partner entitled
to work day shift only until
the child reaches school.
age; and better protection
for men in terms,of safe
lifting, lead processing,
radiation, and meal breaks,

where women at present
have an advantage.

In the NCCL 1975 report,
there is a quotation from a
woman shop steward of the
TGWUat a Welsh British
Leyland factory: ‘“‘We see
it as very important that we
get the male workforce
backing us on this issue.
We should explain to them
that shift work only benefits
thebosses.

“Tt has a ruinous effect
on health and on family
life and it would be even
worse for women with res-
ponsibilitiesfor running the
home.

“There are some places
where night workis essential
like hospitals. Night work in
factoriesmeets only the need
for profits: machines won’t
suffer any pangsif they are
turned off at night. i

‘*There’snothingprogess-
ive about insisting that yet
another section of workers
accept the norms which men
have allowed to be estab-
lished over the yearsto their
own disadvantage. I hope
this will start men consider-
ing doing away with anti-
social workinghours’’.

The Health and Safety
Executive has not yet re-
ported. It is unlikely that
their conclusions will be
very different from those
of the EOC. The TUC is
in favour of retention of
existing legislation, and
some extension of it: we
must supplement this with
concrete demands in trade
unions and in the Labour
Party to. achieve equality
by raising standards of
health and safety at work,
by challenging the bosses’
monopoly of deciding work-
ing hours, and by working
out democratic procedures
for agreementonshifts.

Choose
The EOC echoes the

bosses’ organisation in
assuming that all workers
who work shifts do so will-
ingly: workers know better,
and it is no step forward
to put women under the.
same pressures in the guise
of equality. We must de-
mand free 24 hour nurseries
if women are to efigage in
shift work, and for the
extension of maternity and
paternity rights so that
either parent can choose to
be more involved in his
or her children’supbringing.

MANDYWILLIAMS
* TheShift Work Swindle",
by Jean Coussins. 45p from
NCCL, 186 King's Cross Rd.,
London WCIX 9DE.
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Labour Conference79:
Democracythebiggest issue,
Ireland thesharpest

TWO ISSUESare going to
dominate the debatesat this
year’s Labour Party confer-
ence.Thefirst of these is the
perennial subject of internal
Party democracy,and the se-
cond is how the fightback
against the Tory govern-
mentis to be organised.

There are sixty-six resolu-
tions on the agenda for the
debates on Party admini-
stration. Amongthesubjects
raised in this section are the
relationship between the

Parliamentary Party and the
Annual Conference; the
block voting system; election
of Party Leader; re-selection
of Members of Parliament,
as well as many resolutions
on the nuts and bolts of
constituency-level organis-
ation,o

Party Leader James Call-
aghan has already been en-

45 resolutions say
‘no compen

STOCKPORT South's resolu-
tion to Labour Party confer-
ence, no. 145, is one of a total
of 62 resolutions calling for
the Party to commit itself to
the renationalisation of any
part of nationalised industry
sold off by the Tory Govern-
ment.

The fact that45 of the resol-
utions call for no compensa-
tion reflects a healthy gut
feeling of grass roots activists
against the merry-go-round of
nationalisation/denationalisa-
tion which has typified the
post-war alternation of gov-
ernments. Naturally this has
led to howls of outrage in the
Tory press, accusations that
this represents ‘blackmail’,that the threat of repossess-
ion by a future Labour govern-
ment represents an interfer-
ence in the freedom of the
market, and that this is tant-
amount to being unconsti-
tutional and illegal. This,
above everything, underlines
the desirability of fully sup-porting theseresolutions.

It is noticeable that resolu-

tion
tions on the subject from the
POEU and ASTMS do not
specify nhon-compensation,
and it seemsthat this will be
the crux of the debate at
conference. This was certainly
the case in Stockport South,
where the right wing wanted
no mention of‘no compensa-
tion’, and their tear-jerking
visions oflittle old ladies hav-
ing their meagre life savings
seized by the State will no
doubt echo round Brighton in
October.

‘In Stockport South, this
argument enabled sympathis-
ers of the ‘Militant’ to insert
their well-worn fetish about
‘compensationonlyin cases of
proven need’ as a form of
compromise.

;It is important that no such
lifelines are thrown out at
conference. This debate is, in
its limited way,concerned with
an attackon capitalist propertyrights: the call for renational-
isation without compensation
must be supported by all
socialists.

PETETOWEY

Defy thisTory law
RIGHT-WINGERSin Basing-
stoke CLP ended up voting
for resolutions supporting the
campai for democracy in
the Labour Party rather than
backing the resolution on
council house sales that’s
goingto theParty conference.

The resolution which was
carried, by a close vote, came
from the Basingstoke branch
of the Boilermakers’ Union
and called for Labour councils
to defy iy. legislation de-
signed to force them_ into
selling council houses. Other
resolutions supporting re-
selection and accountability
came from two wards and theyundoubtedly had a lot of
support as Basingstoke CLP
has a record of active support
for the Campaign for Labour
Party Democracy.artin Timmins, a Socialist
Organiser supporter who
moved the jilermakers’
resolution, pointed out that
he supported the fight for
democracy in the Labour
Party and thought it wasimportant, but stressed that
action had to be organised

—_ the attacks on workin;
class living standards whic.
are beingmadeat present.Objections to the resolution
came down to an ar ent
that “‘it’s alright calling for
defying the law in Basing-
stoke, where there’s a Tory
council, but if a Labour
council actually did it, they'd
end upjust like Clay Cross’’.

Councillor Malcolm Marsh-
all, a SO supporter, pointed
out that in Basingstoke there
has been a drastic increase
in the waiting lists for council
houses while the Tories have
been busy selling off land
previously designated for
councilhouse building.

Labour councils should
not be allowed to do the same,
he argued: a fight has to
be made now, and can’t be
avoided.

The right-wingers who
voted for re-selection resol-
utions didn’t really supportthem, they argued
for changeslike postal ballots
for selection of candidates.

CARLA JAMISON

deavouring to set the scene
for a major confrontation
between the right and left
wings of the Conference. In
a speech madeto trade union
leaders a month ago, he de-
fended the principle of the
Parliamentary Party having
the right to overrule the poli-
cies decided by the Party
at large at Annual Confer-
ence. No doubt the whole of
the left will be united in
support of resolutions such
as that proposed by
Stockport North CLP: ‘The
Parliamentary Labour Party
should base its policies, and
especially its manifesto,
closely on the views of the
Party as a whole — as demo-
ctaticall, decided by annual
conference’.

On the subject of the elect-
ion of Party leader, there is
a divergence of opinion on
how this should be done.
Hammersmith North CLP
simply calls for the Party
Leader to be elected by
Conference. On the other
hand, a number of resolu-
tions, such as those moved
by Roxburgh, Newham
North-East, and Putney
CLPs, call for the establish-
ment of an ‘electoral coll-
ege’, representing in pro-
portion the PLP, the CLPs,
and the affiliated organis-
ations.

;

Interestingly enough, not
a single CLP or trade union
has moved a_ resolution
advocating the continuation
of the present system of
leaving the election exclus-
ively to the PLP.

aS
The higgest single group

of resolutions outside of the
Party administration section
covers the subject of renat-
ionalisation. No less than 63
resolutions come under this
category, All these resolu-
tions condemnthe policy of
selling off public industries
and services to private
enterprise. They call on the
next Labour Government to
ensure thatsuch losses to the
public sector are promptly
re-nationalised by the next
Labour Government. A
large number go further to
specify that this should be
done ‘without compensa-
tion’.

The question of unemploy-
mentis taken up in 16 resolu-
tions, a number of which
propose policies to reverse
job loss by introducing a
35 hour week, the adoption
of public works schemes,
and earlierretirement.

Concern with the growth
of unemploymentis also re-
flected in resolutions under

the heading of ‘New Techno-
logy’ and ‘Public Expendi-
ture’. The Tories’ cuts are
condemned and the Party is
called on to mount a vigor-
ous campaign in defence of
the public sector as a provid-
er of both jobs and essential
services.

Sixteen resolutions call
for defence of the National
Health Service, a number
linking this to thevery im-
portant issue of supporting
the Health Service trade un-
ions’ campaign against pay
beds and the private sector
in general. Given the reluct-
ance of the last Labour Gov-
ernmentto act decisively on
these issues, it is particul-
arly important that Confer-
ence gives full support to
trade unionists who are
taking direct actionto resolve
this matter,

There are very many oth-
er resolutions that deserve
solid support, amongst them
a groupoffive on the subject
of the Police, all of which
raise the need to abolish
the Special Patrol Group,
responsible for the death of
anti-fascist Blair Peach on
April 23rd in Southall.

oS:
But one other subject has

to be brought to the attent-
ion of all delegates in the
hope that they will support
pressure being placed on
the Conference Arrange-
ments Committee to ensure
that sufficient time is alloca-
ted for a full debate. This
subject is Northern Ireland.

This year, four resolutions
are on the agenda, all con-
demning the record of the
Labour Government in
Northern Ireland and call
for a drastic change
ofpolicy. ’

The beleaguered people of
NorthernIreland are entitled
to see a debate take place on
the way successive Labour
and Tory governments have
imposed their rule through
Army raids, police torture,
no-jury courts and the in-
human system of H-Block
prisons. There have been
only two debates over the
last ten years.

No doubt there will be
many people whoare implic-
ated in the policies of both
the last Government and the
present Labour opposition
whowill be doing their level
best to ensure that they are
not condemned by the Con-
ference of their own party.
That is why the debate on
Northern Ireland could turn
out to be the most important,
in many ways,at this year’s
Labour Party Conference.
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Part of the400-strong Socialist Organiser
contingent on the August 12th Troops
Out demonstration. There were seven
CLP banners, threeTradesCouncil bann-
ers, and two trade union branch bann-
ers, as well as anumberof YSs, with SO
on the5,000 strong march in London.

Edinburgh moves
‘TroopsOut
AT THE August meeting of
Edinburgh Central GMC,
Workers’ Action supporter
Alice Pfisterpoo an am-
endment to the Labour Party
conference resolution from
Hemel Hempstead, which
recognises the right to self-
determination of the [Irish
people and demandsan ‘ord-
erly withdrawal of the troops
from Northern Ireland’ and ‘a
speedy termination of British
interests in the North’. The
amendmentdeleted these two

demands and replaced them
with ‘TroopsOut Now’.

We argued that as Britain
has been an oppressor coun!
in Ireland for the last.
years, and is the cause of the
creation of the Northern Ire-
land statelet through partition
in 1921, it is the immediate
task of socialists in Britain to
call for British troops out now.

e amendment was
narrowly won by the chair-
person's castingvote.
 

THE FIGHT for a debate on
Ireland at this year's Labour
Party conference received a
setback when Brent East's
motion was ruled out of order
on a_ constitutional tech-
nicality.

Brent East passed a motion
calling for troops out now and
self-determination. However,
as a mere £5 of the constit-
uency’s affiliation fee had not
been paid to Transport House
on time, the Conference Arr-
angements Committee took
the opportunity to throw the
motion out,

All thatBrent East has man-
aged to salvage is an amend-
ment to Hemel Hempstead's

motion in order to get a chance
of :oee motion was passed
overwhelmingly at the GMC,
with no other motions being
submitted in opposition. The
CAC move surprised and
angered many GMC delegat-
es, whofeelthatit is vital that
the Labour Party can debate
Ireland freely and come for-
ward witha socialist solution.

The feeling in Brent East is
that the Labour Government's
record in Ireland from 1974-79
was one of the most react-
ion: aspects of its policy,
and that the leadership should
be broughtto account.

COLIN ADAMS

 
 
 TWO CLPs SAY:
DISBAND THE SPG

The scrapping of the SPG, the
Special Branch and other sim-
ilar units such as the i igra-
tion police, a full inquiry into
the police action in Southall
in April, and the ending of
police harassment of black
communities, were the main
demands of a resolution for
Labour Party conference pass-ed at the June meeting of
Edinburgh Central GMC.

The resolution was adopted
by Holyrood/Meadows branch
as against one on the mori-
bund issue of devolution, pro-posed by the right wing, and
came through the GMC as

against a resolution on nuclear
a which was also passed
ut not selected for the Con-

ference resolution.
The proposer, Socialist Org-

aniser supporter Richard
Kerley, argued that in view of
the vicious police attacks on
the blackcommunities of Leic-
ester and Southall, the quest-
ion ofoe harassment and
disbanding the SPG was of
major importance for the
labour movement.

Manchester Moss Side CLP
has put in a similarresolution.
 

 

  
Perks to make the

70% OF ALL newcars sold in
this country are bought by
private industry for selected
staff. The purchase and
running of these cars is set
off against the payment of
tax, to the tune of an estim-
ated £4"; billion.

Set that against the pro-posed cuts of £4 billion In
public spending, and you get
some idea of where the
money is going. And com-
pany cars are just one of the
perks for thebosses andthelr
assistants.

Othersinclude:
* Interest free loans for

buying houses,

* Free medical insurance
so they can be treated priv-
ately whenill,

* School fees paid for their
children’sprivate education.

Perkshave been used as a
means of getting round pay
restraint, but they have
grownso large thatnow even
the Thatcherites feel the
need to do somethingto meet
mountingpublic criticism.

The most iniquitous twist
of all is that the working
class, through their taxes,provide the money for manyof the tax-concession perks.
In 1978, out of a total tax
collection of £56% billion,
only £4% billion came from

wealthywealthier
industry. Mucu ua the tax on
industry is clawed back
through formulas like de-
ferred tax payments and
lucrative takeovers by com-
paniesoftheircreditors.

At the same umethe cuits
in public expenditure are
falling mest heavily on the
areas whee the capitalist
clas» is most protected. The
state provisiun of health
care, education, transport,
and housing is to be cut —

conveni-ntly it is only the
working class who rely on
the state to provide these
essentials.

Any Tory tinkeriug with

ihe perms system wast be a
whitewash — they can hard-
ly set about reducing the
standard oflivingof the class
whose interests they are
there to foster. No matter
what superficial changes
they make to the perks
system,they will still ensure
that the managers of capi-
talism are kept sweet.

They wili simply attempt
to find a less blatant way of
doing it, in the hope of con-
tinuing to hide from working
class people just how much
they are being robbed of the
fruits of theirlabour.

JOHN SWEENEY

Out now — first issue of
KURDISTANNEWS AND
COMMENT
Newsof the Kurds’struggle i

Iraq, [ran and Turkey.2 hu
10p p&p from Kurdistan gon
darity Committee [UK], c/
Students’ Union, Brunel Uni-
versity, Kingston Lane,
Uxbridge.
 

 

  
Chartist

Bimonthly journal of the Soc-
ialist Charter, Latest issue in-
cludesarticles on local govern-
ment and cuts, the new Tory-
ism, immigration’ controls,Conference of Socialist Econo-
mists, plus reviews and lett-
ers. 32 pages for 40p, plus

 
 

15p p&p, from 60 Lough
tidoghBr London SW9.

(0 THWAITES

12 pages.
15p,

Revolutionary
socialist weekly.

Now includes maga-zine section. Singlecopies
23p inc. postage, or sub. rates

 

  on request, from PO Box 135,
LondonN1 0DD.

Published by Socialist
Organiser, 5S Stamford
Hill,’London N16, and
printed by Anvil Press
[TU]. Signed articles
do not necessarily reflect
editorial opinion.
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AFTER two months the
Peugeot-Citroen bosses have
still failed to lick into shape
the workers of the Talbot
plants in Coventry, on strike
at Ryton since the end of
Jutie and at Stoke since July
10th.

Despite High Court writs,
the police, strike-breaking,
threatsof the sack, and insid-
ious personal letters to work-
ers, the strike has succeed-
ed in closing down the Lin-
wood assembly plant in
Scotland and crippling Talbot
(previously Chrysler) produ-
ction in Britain.

Mass meetingsheld a few
weeks ago at both plants
were firm in support of the
claim for a 25% payrise.
guaranteed lay-off pay, a
35 hour week, 25 days'
annual holiday, and improv-
ed maternity/paternity
leave.

The bosses’ offer of 512%
was accompanied bya pro-
ductivity deal. They have
said this deal might mean
£10-£15 a week (instead of
the £5 originally quoted) if
the workers work harder.
Seeing the last ‘£5 per week’
productivity deal actually
amounted to less than £2

a week, this statement was
treated with derision by the
strikers.

Behind the strike stands
the threat to the workers
posed by the drive of Peug-
eot-Citroen bosses to ration-
alise their operations after
taking over Chrysler Europe.

What this means for the
Talbot workers is that ultim-
ately Peugeot-Citroen would
like to produceall their parts
in large French plants, and
even do most assembly
work in France. In other
words, Peugeot-Citroen
bought Chrysler Europe for
its distribution and market-
ing networks, not for its
factories.

As rumours fly round,
each plantfeels isolated and
threatened. Talbot. Ryton
assembles Alpines. It is
said that a week's production
of Alpines at Ryton can be
done in a Saturday morning
shift at Talbot (Simca)
Poissy, in France.

Talbot Stoke produce
kits for Iran, and the order
only lasts for another two
years. 1400 Stoke workers
were laid off from January
until only two weeks before
the strike began as a result of

Talbotstrikers fight isolation
the Iran crisis.

Talbot Stoke also produce
engines for the Avenger,
which is being phased out.
Thefactory is run down. One
workers told us that before
he retired recently, he was
still working on the same
machine that his father
worked on before him.

Plant-by-plant isolation is
a danger not only for future
struggles on jobs butalso for
the present battle on pay.
Already Linwood has been
split off by a bigger pay
offer. In Coventry, the two
plants have followed very
different tactics.

The Ryton strike com-
mittee has concentrated on
shutting the plant tight
through the use of mass
pickets, meetings and
marches. In this way they
have involved a high pro-
portion of the workforce,
though recently manage-
ment and some TASS mem-
bers have been getting in
with the energetic assist-
anceofthepolice.

At Stoke the strikers have
been allowing the bosses,
clerical and essential main-
tenance staff through the
picket on a pass system

granted by the unionsin re-
turn for a £1 per week dona-
tion to the strike fund.
Should any attempt to take
equipment in or out of the
plant be made, the passes
will be withdrawn.

The Stoke committee's
main energyhas been turned
towards winning blacking
and financial support
through the use of flying
pickets to docks and fact-
ories in London, Newport.
Liverpool, Hull, Nottingham,
Sheffield and Leeds. A num-
ber of stewards feel that
Peugeot-Citroen goods must
be prevented from entering
or leaving the country al-
together. (Some stewards
also feel that the job of in-
forming and involving the
Stoke members has been
neglected, andastrike bull-
etin should be produced).

Talbot factories in France
are now returning from a
month'sholiday. TGWUoffi-
cial blackingis needed on the
docks, andif it is not rapidly
organised, secondary pick-
eting should be extended to
do the job.

NICK LAWRENCE
 

 

| 1978-9 strike

pre

‘a colleagues in the Court of
ppeal, has ruled thatthe Nat-

ional Union of Journalists’
against the

Newspaper Society (provinc-
+ ial peeeyeners! was uncon-

} itionaional.
_

Giving judgmentin favour ofSimisgiom Post and Mail
scabs who had brought a

-| court case against the union,
Denning declared that al-
thoughthestrike involved only
a minority of theunion’s mem-
bership, the NEC should not
have given the go-ahead with-
out first ballotting the whole
union membership.

Hebasedhis finding on his»
interpretation of the Union's
Rule 20(b), which reads: ‘No
withdrawal from employment
affecting a majority of the
membersof the Union shall be
sanctioned by the NEC unless
a ballot of the whole of the
members shows a two-thirds
majority of those voting in
favour of such action’, and the
fact that all members of the
NUJ were instructed to black
Newspaper Society papers for
theduration of thedispute.

Delivering his verdict,
Denning stated: ‘It seems to
me... that a withdrawal from
employmentincludes not only
a total withdrawalby way of an
all-out strike, but also a part-
ial withdrawal from the work-
aday world by refusing to
handle certain material or
not doing proper work’.

Though the NUJ has sought
leave to appeal to the House of
Lords, the judgment has
very serious immediate reper-

-NUJ: Lord Denning’s
double-standards

“LORDDENNING,sitting with cussions and implications. His
Lordship has not, at the time
of writing, deigned to deliver
a written judgment, so the full
extent of the damage he has
wrought to the Union cannot
yet be assessed. But on the
face of it it means that every
NUJ strike, no matter how
small the chapel involved,
could be the subject of a High
Court injunction by disaffect-
ed membersif a ballot of the
whole membership had not
first beencarried out. Instruct-
ions to union members not to
break thestrike would count as
the dispute ‘affecting a maj-
ority of the members... '

Because the written judg-
ment is not yet available, the
NEChas not decided whatact-
ion to take in respect of it.
Obviously, at the NUJ’s next
annual conference in April
1980 (which happens to be a
rule-changing one) it will have
to ask delegates to change the
offending rule, preferably by
removing altogether the re-
quirement for a compulsory
baliot before a strike.

In themeantime,it may well
have to take its courage in
both hands, announce to the
Court of Appeal its intention
to carry outin full its disciplin-
ary action against Newspaper
Society scabs, and also contin-
ue to authorisestrikes by indi-
vidual chapels without a gen-
eral ballot. A Special Deleg-
ate Meeting of the union may
be necessary to ratify this
approach.

JONATHAN HAMMOND
[NUJ Executive,

in personai capacity]

NOTTINGHAM and_District
Trades Council, in conjunction
with the print unions SLADE,
National Graphical Associa-
tion and National Union of
Journalists, has called a de-
monstration and mass picket
of the Nottingham Evening
Post for Saturday 1 Sep-
tember.

The NGA has been in
dispute with the company
sirve 1973, when printers were
sacked after the unilateral in-
troduction of new technology.
The journalists’ union contin-
ued to work on the paper until
last Christmas, when 28 mem-
bers were sacked during the
winter's provincial newspap-
ers pay dispute.

Masspicketto
beattheSheriff
of Nottingham

ihe iast joint mass picket,
attracting more than 1,000
trade unionists, failed to stop
theeee after police smashed
into the demonstrators in a
Grunwick-styleoperation. But
this time thepaper can be halt-
ed and Post boss Christopher
Pole-Carew, the High Sheriff
of Nottingham, brought to his
knees.

Over 50 coaches are being
organised from throughout
the country. For details, con-
tact the NGA or NUJ FoCat
your local newspaper office,
or ring NUJ headquarters on
01-278 7916. The demonstra-
tion itself assembles at 12.30
at Forest Recreation Ground,
Nottingham. JAMES RYAN
 
  

A MASSprotest has been
called at the East German
Embassy, 34 Belgrave Sq.,
London W1, for Wednesday
September Sth,

_
starting

llam. :

It will demand the immed-
iate and unconditional re-
lease of Annette Bahnerfrom
jail in East Germany.

Bahner, a 23-year old
social worker from Cologne

 heeAnnetteBahner
and a memberof the Social
Democratic Party, has been
held in jail since July 9th,
and. is threatened with
chargesof ‘espionage’.

Aninternational campaign
has been organised in de-
fence of Bahner. For the
campaign in Britain, contact
Ken Stratford, 1 Moberley
Cres., SE19 (771 0202).

 by JOHN
O’MAHONY

ON MONDAY 27th the IRA
killed Earl Mountbatten, a
most prominentmemberof the
British Royal Family, off the
coast of Sligo, and blew to bits
18 members of the Parachute
Regiment in Northern Ireland
— five victims more than those
claimed by the same regiment
when British soldiers opened
up on unarmed civilians in
Derry or on Bloody Sunday,
January 30, 1972. They also
killed any last justification for
the British labour movementto
continue to hope that the war
in the North of Ireland will
fade away.

Clearly it will not. It will go
on until the British ruling class
gets its troops out of Ireland:
until the IRA drive them out,
or until the British working
class forces themto get out.

In his long life, Lord Mount-
batten’s major service to his
class was as a ‘civilised’ serv-
ant of thedecaying British Em-
pire. He presi ed overthe giv-
ing of independence when
Britain was no longer strong
enoughto hold the Indian sub-
continent in bondage.

The British ‘solution’ in
India has produced communal
/religious slaughter on a vast
scale during the partition be-
tween India and Pakistanpees communal strife in Sri

anka [where the Tamils were
exploited as tea plantation
workers and some of them
were also set up as an elite
by Britain against the Sinhal-
ese majority], wars between
India and Pakistan, and the
breakup of Pakistan and war in
Bangladesh.

The 1920-1 ‘British solution’
in Ireland, imposed on the
majority of the Irish people,
was also produced by a comb-
ination of imperialist weakness
with sufficient remaining
strength to impose a botched
and intrinsically false, arti-
ficial and unstable  ‘settle-
ment’.

Unlike in India, in Ireland
Britain has let itself get
trappedinto havingdirect mili-
tary responsibility for main:
taining the 1920 settlement
and the artificial sub-state of
theSix Counties [Northern Ire-
land], in which the Catholics
are a bigger minority than the
Protestant population would
be in a 32-county Ireland. And
Britain is now years on in
the decay and decline of its
imperial strength and power.
In ten yearsit not muster-
ed the energy for more than
feeble stopgap shifts in pol-
icy, backed up with vicious
repression against the Six
County Catholics. :

Everything in Lord Mount-
batten’s life workfor the crum-
bling British Empire thus
points up the symbolic justice

     
 

IRELAND:
Waruntil the
troops get out

of the mannerof his leavingit.
No-one in the British labour
movementwill be pleased at
the death of an old man and
his family, nor indeed at the
deaths of the 18 soldiers —

though, reading the Royalty-
obsessed British press, you
would hardly know about. the
ordinary soldiers. ;

however, were legitimate tar-
gets for those trying to break
out of the prison house which
Britain has made for the Cath-
olics in Northern Ireland,
where the British Armyis still
the chief gaoler. [The IRA has
said that the killing of two

oungsters together withMounthation was the result of
a ‘blunder’].

What British rule means,
in fact, as distinct from in
ruling class propaganda, was
shown yet again in mid-Aug-
ust, when the Ulster Defence
Association

__
an Orange

paramilitary organisation
which claims tens of thousands
under arms — announcedits
intention to resume assass-
inating Catholicsif the British
Army repression against them
‘was not massivelyincreased.

The UDA spokesman, re-
ferring to the indiscriminate
slaughterof hundreds of Cath-
olics between 1972 [when Brit-
ish tanks broke through and
removed the defensive barri-
cades of the Catholicghettoes,
in their Operation Motorman],
and 1975, admitted that time
round thevictims were ‘8 out

|of 10’ ordinary non-political
Catholics to every 2 Republi-
cans. Now, he said, ‘intellig-
ence’ is such thata much larg-
er ratio of Republicans can be
ensured.

Most observers agree that
this is likely to be true.

The UDAis a legal organisa-
tion. Its intelligence about
theCatholicghettoes and theireagle ean only come to the

DA from the security forces,
who have access to the Cath-
olic ghettoes, and now have on
computer extensive details
about an estimated 400,000
people in the Six Counties
[population 1.5 million].

In 1975, towards the end of
the last round of widespread
sectarian assassinations, the
Sunday Times published proof
that the British forces were
handing over dossiers of sus-
pected Republicans to Or-
ange assassin squads. The
Army pointed the finger and
the Orange sectarian ass-
assins pointed theirguns.

the day after Mount-
batten and the 18 soldiers
died, a Catholicman was killed
in front of his seven children
in the New Lodgearea of Bel-
fast, in circumstances which
suggest sectarian assassina-
tion. For the people of North-
ern Ireland, this may well
prove to be a more signifi-
cant newsitem than the fate of
Lord Mountbatten.
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ENGINEERS:

ye
TO BE
ALL OUT by MARK HALL

THE MOOD among engin-
eering workers is more and

theirpay claim.
The leaders of the Confed-

eration of Shipbuilding and
Engineering Unions are pro-
posing a weekly series of
two-day strikes starting Sept-
ember3rd. This action must
be fully supported. But many
workers feel that the union
leaders are bleeding mili-
tancy,letting it dribble away
in doses too small to really
hit thebosses.

With order booksvery low,
the bossescan sit out thetwo
day strikes for a while. But
many workers will be worse
off financially losing two

morefor an all-out strike for.

days’ pay a week than they
would be going on all-out
strike and getting social sec-
urity for theirfamilies.

In Leeds on Monday 20th
August, a meeting of 250
workers voted unanimously
for all-out action. In Birm-
ingham on the sameday, the
mood at a meeting of 1,000
workers ran strongly in fav-
our of an. all-out strike,
though the platform refused
to take a formal vote onit.

Some right-wingers, esp-
ecially in the Midlands, are
using the lack of democratic
involvement of the member-
ship as an excuse for scabb-
ing (though what they want
is not mass meetings but
secret ballots). There are
even people who excuse

scabbingon the groundsthat
they would support all-out
action but two-daystrikes are
no good.

These excuses must be re-
jected, But militants should
also recognise that the Broad
Left's line of uncritical sup-
port for the Confed leaders’
handling of the dispute plays
into the hands of right-
wingers and anti-union cow-
boys.

So far the three one-day
strikes have been well sup-ported, and so has the nat-
ional overtime ban in force
since July 30th, despite the
fact that the claim is a very
weakone.

It calls for:
© £80 minimum time rate

for skilled workers, £60 for

unskilled.
e A 39 hour week with pro-

gress to 35 hours by 1982.
© Twodaysextraholiday.
e A common implementa-

tion date on April 1st, 1979.
Manyworkersare over the

claimed minimum rates al-
ready through local agree-
ments, and this claim cannot
have the same mobilising
power that a call for an
across-the-board rise, an
immediate 35 hour week, and
automatic inflation protect-
ion for wagescould have. Yet
the rank andfilehave shown
themselves willing to re-
spond whenthe unions give
alead.

;All-out action is needed
not only to combat demorali-
sation and demobilisation,

but as the only wayto defeat
the bosses. With order books
low, profit margins slump-
ing, and cash flow tight, the
Engineering Employers’
Federation is in no mood to
compromise. :

Their backs are stiffene
by the Tory government. Un-
fortunately there are no signs
of any backboneatall among
the leaders on our side.

The same attitudes that
dominate the no-fight main
motions for the TUC confer-
ences, and the main union
leaders’ coming alliance with
Callaghan at the Labour
Party conference, also domi-
nate the waythestruggle for
the pay and conditions of 24%
million workers is being con-
ducted.
 

 


