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Date set for
Bermondsey

THEwrit for the Bermondsey by-election was movedin the
Commoasthisweek, Polling day is February 24. The Labour
candidate, Peter Tatchell, faces the prospect of 17 other
candidates, including three ‘independent Labour’, the
Communist Party, the RCP, various nationalist and fascist
candidates and a numberof cranks as well as the Tories and
the SDP/Liberal Alliance. The most serious challenge will
come from former Southwarkcouncil leader John O’Grady,
backed by former Labour MP for Bermondsey Bob Mellish.With the prospects of a massive Fleet Street interventionagainst Peter Tatchell, the campaign is going to be a hard one.
ut the outcome could prove crucial to the left within the
Labour Party. Socialist Orgariser will be following the
progress of the campaign during the coming weeks and SO
supporters will be participating in the by-election campaign.If you want to help, contact your local Party secretary.Peter Tatchell interview, see pages 6-7

As Thatcherlooks to troops, strikers must

  
Why. not
give us £1?

LIKEevery socialist paper, Socialist Organiser
needs fund-raising to keep it afloat. And just
as important as the big contributions from
committed supporters are more numerous,
smallerdonations.

Many readers wouldn't feel ready to
become active supporters or sellers, but
feel that the paper does a job worth sup-porting. If that description fits you -- then
we're appealing to youto give Socialist Organ-
iser 75p a week, by paying £1 for your paperinstead of the normal 25p.

75p a week won’t bankrupt you - and it
will help us fight the Tories and the witch-
hunters.

IN its

  

second week, the
water strike is getting
stronger.

The latest offer has been
massively rejected. On paperit was 7.3%. But since it was
spread over 16-months, it
was worth no more in real
terms than the previous 5.9%
offer: in fact, less, because
inflation will almost certain-
ly be increasing again by
later this year.

“Newall (the GMBU
negotiator) said at the week-
end that he mightsettle for
the going rate. But with the
vote to reject, he’s got no
option butto carry on’’,said
Brian Halcup, a GMBU
Picket from Farmoor works
near’ Oxford, speaking to
Socialist Organiser.

_“There’s no wavering.Everybody’s of the same
opinion — we want what we
originally came out for, the
full 15%”.

Tim Sirett, a GMBU
fitter at Farmoor, added:
“The statements by Tebbit,King and Thatcher have
enraged people and made
everybody more determined.

“If P’'m part of a union
that brings down the govern-
ment, then Ill be -very

proud.
“We need more picket-ing. The longer this goes on,the nastier we'll have to

get”. ;

Craftworkers

‘
like Tim

Sirett are out alongside the
manualgrades in manyareas.Support has also come from
other parts of the labour
movement. In Birmingham,
one of the DHSS. offices

 

 recently on strike over jobs
_

“CONTRARY to what the
press say, the real average
wage is £85.50, and the
lowest £78. Sewage workers
are taking home £54 a week.
Included in the average

 

REACH OUT FOR
SOLIDARITY The water workers’ case

—- four page Socialist
Organiser broadsheet
available,£1 for 20, £4
for 100, post free, from
SO, 28 Middle Lane,
London N8 8PL.

IN several areas water workers have withdrawn emergency
cover.

Pickets at Sandford, near Oxford, explained why to us.Management had been falsifying emergencies and drivingscabs through picketlines.
In other areas, too, where emergency cover was beingmaintained,pickets were angry at managementtactics.

.
At Minworth sewage treatment works near Birmingham(the largest in Europe), for example, pickets told us that theyfelt management were abusing the emergencycover. It wouldcertainly be withdrawnif troops were sentin.
Emergency cover under workers’ control should be the

answer. But if the employers’ tactics force strikers to with-
draw the cover, then the employers-must be responsible for
the consequences.

has donated £100 to the
water workers.

But the Tory government
will not easily give way. It
would be their first major
industrial defeat. since the
miners’. victory on_ pit
closures in February 1981.

From all evidence they
were ready for a fight. They
intervened to push theinitial
pay offer down to 4%. They
propose this year to scrapthe National Water Council,
and with it all national
agreements.

If the strike begins to hit
industry seriously the Tories
will implement their well-
prepared plans to send in
troops.

Water workers need to
prepare too. Making contacts
with power workers, sendingdelegations to powerstations, seeking -.commit-

 
 

quoted by management are
earnings ofcraft workers and
supervisors up to grade 6.”

Graham Atkinson, GMBU
senior steward, Burslem,

Stoke-on-Trent-

ments from power workers
to refuse to work withwater
supplies provided by armyscabs, would greatly
strengthen thestrike.

Power workers them-
selves have a pay claim out-
standing.’ Action both in
solidarity with the water
workers and for their own
claim would put the Tories
on the run.

Contacts need to be
made with other industries
which are major users of
water, too. And gas workers
and power workers both
have pay claims outstanding:
by taking action for these
claims now, they could get
the Tories really on the run.

e top union leadersare
taking no such steps to
strengthen the struggle. Just
the opposite: GMBU leader
David Basnett last week
specially phoned the Labour
Party National Executive to
get it to suspend a resolution
of support for -the water
workers (story, page 2).

Union leaders have also
kept Scotland out of the
strike (story, page 15).

Water workers cannot
trust these leaders. And they
cannot trust a ‘negotiating
committee which is-entirely.
— all but one member —

made up of full-time
officials.

As. well .as_ contacting
other workers, local strike
committees need to be con-
tacting each other to lay the
basis for a rank andfilenet-
work which
victory despite
leacers.

can ensure
the top

‘IN 1974-5 TGWU general
secretary Jack Jones was the
lynchpin of the social con- -

tract and then of the£6 paypolicy.
Now Jones’ successor

Moss Evansis bidding for a
similar role.

In an interview reported
in the Financial Times on
Tuesday 1 February, he
proposed not only incomes
policy but also a no-strike
pact in the public sector.

“If a Labour government
is elected, I thinkthe unions
would be prepared to con-
clude what you could term
an accord. There are a num-
ber “of. important public
sectors in which we have to
devise a way of solving our
problems without recourse
to industrial action.

“No-one wants to take
away, in a free society, the
tight of workers to with-
draw their labour. But there
ought to be some practical
arrangements made to make
a stoppage of work in these
sectors a last resort,”

He said that he would
“support a: :

“progressive incomes
policy, allowing flexibility
for plant level collective bar-
gaining within a framework
of the national economic
assessment” and added that
even with the Tories in
office unions could not
“insulate themselves” from
the government (i.e. , they
should collaborate with it).

AUEW general secretary
Gavin Laird has called in
the latest issue of the engin-
eers’ journal for the unions
to talk to Febbit on his
latest anti-union Green
Paper.

Meanwhile Moss Evans”
deputy Alex Kitson was
voting on Labour’s National
Executive to proceed
towards the expulsion ofall
‘members’ of Militant (story,
page 2).

Will TGWU members
allow their leaders to get
away with this?

Centre pages:
Whyhas Thatcher
been winning?
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  CLPD setbackin fight |

for Labour democracy
THE CENTRAL debate at
the crowded AGM of theCampaign for Labour PartyDemocracy, last Saturday5th, was on whether CLPD
should register. It ended
with a 270 to 297 defeat for
theLeft.

Just before this debate
there had been practically
unanimous votes. opposingall expulsions on the basis
of the register, and it start-
ed on acomradelytone.

Moving the pro-registra-
tion motion, Maurice Jones
said that he ‘detested’ the
register and would vote for
a group like Labour Againstthe Witch-hunt to boycott
it. There was ‘a limit to
what he would accept from
conference’
defy decisions to expel

_

socialists.

But, he argued, CLPD
could not afford the risk of
a boycott, which would lead
to it losing trade - union
affiliationsand members.

John Bloxam replied.
CLPD especially should
boycott the register, be-

— he would.

festo talks

a

Martin
.

_Thomasand
John Bloxam
report
a
causeits job wasto lead the
fight for democracy in the
LabourParty. An effective
boycott could be organised.
The alternative was for
CLPDto give aid and com-
fort:to an increasingly dis-
credited device for. witch-
hunting.

Then the debate degen- :

erated. Jim Devine shouted
threats that all CLPD’s
Scottish affiliates would
withdraw if the campaignboycotted the register.
Alistair MacRae made a -

similar threat — similarly
with no apparent mandate
— from NUPE. :

Leading CLPD official
Pete Willsman
that: ‘‘A lot of people in
this room have very little

claimed
|

JOHN
HARRIS

Via erer:
on the vegister
interest in CLPD. They
wantto throw CLPDacross
the railway lines for their
own purposes’’. Willsman
and others had openly
threatened to split CLPD if
the AGM votedto boycott.

Speaking for the boycott,
Reg Race condemned the
threats and the implica-
tion that the pro-boycotters
were johnny-come-latelies.

— behind locked
THE Labour Party National
Executive Committee meet-
ing passed a_ resolution
supporting the water work-
ers. Few water workers
will get to hear about it —
becauseit was left ‘lyingon
thetable’.

David Basnett had phon-
ed in during the meeting to
say that it would be ‘in-
opportune’ for the Labour
Party ‘to get involved’.

It looks like a similarfate
awaits Labour’s moreradi-
cal policies as the election
manifestois drawn up.

After the rank and file
revolt of recent years, an
open and_contemptuous
veto (as with nationalising
25 companies in 1973, and
abolition of the House of
Lords in 1979) is out of the
question for Labour’s est-
ablishment. Now they are
cobblinga deal in secret.

The manifesto is being
prepared by an NEC sube
committee called’ the Cam-
paign Committee. All its
membersare right-wingers
except Eric Heffer.

At the NEC, Foot report-
edly boasted that the com-
mittee was ‘leak-proof’,
andit is certainly sealed off
from the Labour Party and
trade union rank andfile—

and even from the NEC.
Refused

Even the NEC gets no
minutes from this com-
mittee. When Tony Benn
asked to submit a paper to
the committee, he was
refused. When it was pro-posed that Jo Richardson
and Frank Allaun attend as
observers, this was re-
jected. -

As with the Register,

doors
 

by John
Bloxam

Basnett: inopportune’for

‘

Labourto backhis
memberson strike
othershave easier access.
Jack Straw put a paper to
the committee. Political
advisors for Foot, Healey,
and Shore have got in as
observers. So, apparently,
has David Basnett. a

The leaders’ intention is
clearly to keep. the mani-
festo under wraps as long
as long as they can, and
thenpresent the Party with
a gutted and lame docu-
mentas a fait accompli just
before an election. In the
meantimetheyare all inno-
cence. They just denied the
report on Channel Foug that
unilateralism was being
dropped.

At the Labour Against
the Witch-hunt secretariat
last Wednesday evening,:

 
circulate the following
modelresolution: ‘‘This...,
expressing alarm at the
alleged reports that uni-
lateral policy has been
watered down in the cam-
paign document, calls for
the full policy to be inclu-
ed in thedocument’’.

The NEC meeting last
Wednesday also included
thefollowing:

¢ Register: agreementto
admit both the Labour
Movement for Europe and
LabourFriendsofIsrael.

* People’s March: * Foot
said he would: reconsider
his position.

© Peter Tatchell was en-
dorsed — with opposition
from John Golding, Betty
Boothroyd,

|
_Gwynneth

Dunwoody, and Ken Cure.
© Rejigging the NEC: on

reference backthevote was
13-138, which meantthatthe
principle of the proposal

“was accepted. The NEC
then decided to let it ‘lie
on thetable’.

¢ Militant. Foot moved
the resolutions to proceed,
and both were carriedby
18 votes to 8. This commits
the NEC to expel all ‘mem-
bers’of Militant;defined as
thosefinanciallysupporting
it or organising its activi-
ties. People will be given a
chance to make an urder-
taking that they will imme-
diately cease to be ‘mem-
bers’.

John Golding-movedthat
a case be immediately pre-

, pared against the five
- members of the Militant

editorial board, to be con-
sidered at the next NEC,
and that lawyers should be
instructed to be ready for
possible legal proceedings.
This was.also carried 18-8.

 
26th, we decided agreed to

Kevin Barron, speaking for
the Yorkshire Area NUM,
also favoured boycott.

Audrey Wise pointed out
that the NEC had already
backed down considerably -

on the register, conceding
that non-registered groups
would not necessarily be
outlawed. This,.she said,
was a measure not of the
NEC’s tolerance but of the
strengthof the campaign to
boycott.

The conference decision
on the register was differ-
entin nature from decisions
on issueslike unilateralnu-
clear disarmament,.she
said. Democracyalso inclu-
ded rights for minorities.
Maurice Jones had said he
would resort to defiance ag-
ainst expulsions. Audrey
Wise drew theline at the
register. °

Jo Thwaites argued that
the register is simply a
machine for witch-hunting.
If the CLPD was going to
accept. thatconference sov-~
ereignty legitimated this,
thenthenext step would be
to acceptexpulsions.

Theforce of Jo Thwaites’
argument was shown later
when CLPDsecretary Vlad-
imir Derer opposed a call
for CLPD to support consti-
tuency Labour Parties defy-
ing the NEC on expulsions
becauseit ‘‘could open our
organisation to attack’’.

But the vote showedthat
a solid pro-registration bloc
had been mobilised. Clear-
ly a wide range of. people
accepted the argument 
NEWSthat the Govern-
ment intends to spend
£1 million on a propaganda
campaign to make nuclear
weapons more acceptable
to the average householder
have of course been
welcomed by the editorial
boardof Socialist Oganiser.

Weexpect to get a con-
siderable fall out from this
decision in terms of whole
page advertisements es-

- pecially aimed at the ‘hard
left’ (Slogan: ‘Wanna see
thewhole world red?...... )

But J Walter Thompson
the US owned PR agency
which is best known forits
ads for Unilever soap
powders, and Pepsi Cola,
has so far only drawn up
sample ads for TV. Some
of these have been exclu-
sively leaked to our team of
reporters.
1. TheSoft Sell:

Soft music in a red sun--
set. Camera pans across
the skyline of Birming-
ham’s famous bullring. An
American voice heavy with
masculine assurance eases
its way onto thescreen.

‘Hello there, indigenous
population. -All yourlife

from Labour Party confer-
ence sovereignty. But what
swung the vote was the
numbers provided—by
Clause 4 and the LCC —

currents close in political
outlook to the Communist
Party.

Sweep
In elections for the CLPD

executive, pro-registration
people got a-clear majority
{about 2:1). But, with the
AGM so finely balanced,
the bloc behind leading
CLPD officials Derer and
Willsman did not get the
clean sweeptheysought.

On three important reso-
lutions, moved by John
Bloxam, Reg Race, and

‘Nigel Williamson, the Left
won. .

Despite Vladimir Derer’s
arguments, the AGM voted
to ‘“‘call on CLPs not to
carry out expulsions, and

- Oppose any consequent
action taken against
them’’. Many who Kad
accepted the ‘conference
sovereignty’ argument on
registration drew the line
(unlike Vladimir Derer) on
expulsions. The AGM also
instructed: the EC to ‘cam-
paign vigorously’’ for ‘‘tot-
al repeal’’ of the register,
and threw out the Derer
line of going for a ‘modi-
fied’ register (the ‘Man-
chester Withington’ for-
mula).

AGM also defeated a
blustering resolution from
Derer and CLPD treasurer

,Victor Schonfield,
. calling

ydu have longed for secur-
ity. The security which
means you don’t’ worry
about your children flunk-
ing at school. The security
which means your wife
doesn’t. have to go out
looking for work. The sec-
urity that your family is
exactlywhere you know you
can findthem.

‘Now you can have all
this and still win yourself
the Cruise of a lifetime.
Just four minutes — ‘yes,
that’s right, four minutes
— after hearing this noise
your worries will be at an
end.’

(Camera focuses in on
loudspeakers in public
square. ~ The loudspeaker
alerts the attention of
passers by with a two tone
bell like sound.

A ~ woman’s voice,
dripping with charm deli-
vers themessage:)

’ ‘Hello. everyone. Those
of you withnuclear shelters
within easy reach should
now go there and wait for
further instructions. Those
of you who have not yet
boughta shelter are asked
to wait exactly where you

 
Anne Pettiforpresented the CLPD Women’sAction Commit-

 

tee’s plansto fight for women’s rights in theLabour Party.’The AGMexpressed doubts aboutgiving unions block votes,
to be decided by Women’s Conferencesof those unions,attheLabour Women’s Conference, but endorsed WAC’s other
proposals,
on the Left ‘‘to face facts
and accept the CLPD
strategy’’.

' The Derer faction had
listed all these, alongside
‘registration,» among. the
issues» on which they

: would split unless they gottheir’way. Reg Race voiced
. a fear shared by many:-thatthefactionwillnow use

its domination on the EC
simply to ignore the AGM
decisions it finds unac-
ceptable. :

The conduct of the new
EC majority in the period
before the AGM can only ©

have damaged CLPD’s
standing as a leading force
in the fight for Labour
democracy.

Butpoliciespassed at the
AGM provide a basis for
it to continue in the front
line. The size-of the Left

are and need do nothing
at all.

‘If this is a false alarm
a shelter sales team will ©

be calling at your address
right soon. If it isn’t...
better luck next time.
Please do not clog up the
subways and bus routes
trying to get home if you
haven’t a shelter to go to.

‘And remember, now
thata nuclearwar lookslike
starting I bet you’d feel
prettysilly if you knew
we had gone unilateral.’
Fade out to sound of Mick
Jagger singing ‘Gimme
Shelter’. .

Two: The ethnic minority
vote:

Camera zooms in on a
sunny park in Yorkshire .

where a young child, part
Asian, part West Indian,
part Chinese, is playing
cricket like Geoff Boycott.
Grinning adults begin to
skip after him as he dances
through the centre of the
park balancing the cricket
ball on theendofhis bat.

Pensioners get up and
join in. The crowd becomes
a throng. They pass two
jaded hippies lying on the

vote, and the election of
a section of the Left onto

.

the new EC, show the
strong feeling for a united
campaign.

The test for the CLPD
now is whether the AGM
decisionswillbe carried out

“— in particular, the dump-
ing of the ‘Manchester
Withington’ formula, and
an open fight to block
expulsions. .

Join theCampaign for
Labour Party Democracy
£4 individuals, £2 unwaged,
£4.50 couples.
Affiliateyour organisation:
£5 per year. :

To: Victor Schonfield,Trea-
surer, 21 Wallingford Ave,
London W10 6QA.

 
groundwitha CND banner.
Theytry to get up to follow
but are too stoned to move
and can only stare in
dismayas the happy multi-
tude leaves them behind,
their fingers clutching at
theair.

A happy tune starts in
the background and
swells up.

In unison they are
singing:
“I'd liketo make theworld

go bang,
In perfect harmony.
A millioncorpsesall around

- To keep you company...
It’s thereal thing.’
Three: The‘straight-from-
the - shoulder - no - mess-
ing’ version’:

Disco music: Wordsflip
onto screen in heavy lower
case type: Gruff voice
barks. them out as they
appear:

‘Bone crunchin’Lip
stickinflesh peelin’gut
stewin’ throat tearin’ eye
searin’bowel fiushin’crop
roastin’ hair fallin’ child
burnin’ man screamin’ wo-
man howlin’ dog pawin’
town dyin’city fallin’ life
endin’.....Pershin’.’’
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SocialistsandtheElection
ACCORDING to Channel 4 TV, the ‘campaign
document’ from which Labour’s manifesto will be
drafted does not include unilateralnuclear disarm-
ament.

Peter Shore’s economic plan omits the Labour
Programme ’82 commitment for a 35 hour week
without loss of pay, and — in plait contradiction to
Labour opposition to incomes policy — proposes to
‘intervene in the operation of market forces’ to

‘contain’wages.

  JOHN
HARRIS—

‘An extension of public ownership’ is mentioned
once in its 64 pages — in passing and with no
details —and that’sit.

And the way Labour’s leadership is going, the
story will be the same on other crucial Labour
conference commitments. Policies to repeal the
immigration laws, to ban plastic bullets, to im-
prove welfare services, to introduce grants for

,

:

school students over 16, to.extend women’s rights,
willall disappear in a messofwords.

This is no way to win an election. Those who
want social democracy and capitalism with a
liberal gloss can and will vote for it directly.
Labour cannot win votes by apologising for and
scrappingits radical er anti-capitalist policies —

particularly under conditions of*mass, chronic
unemploymentin which only. wholesale sweeping
changescan offer any real hope to the vast major-
ity of workingclassvoters.

Moreover, such preparations for the manifesto
are a clear signal that a Labour government, if
elected, would be a repetition of 1974-79’s fiasco:
and this at a time when capitalism leaveslitile
scopefor reformist tinkering.

The left. has protested against these moves by
theLabour leadership. How should wefight them?

Weshould fight to call the leaders to account.
But in any probable time-scale now, they arealmost certain to get a manifesto gutted ofradical
commitments.

Should the left then shrug our shoulders and
shelve the issues for the sake of anti-Tory unity?
To do so would bea shameful retreat, a declara-
tion that we weren’t serious about the whole
struggle after 1979 designed to make sure that
Labour governments would never again be_like
1974-9,. and flagrant irresponsiblity unless we
mean not a wordof all we have said about socialist
policies being an urgent necessity now, not an
optional extra for the future.

Whatever the new government, the working
class will have no option but to fight against the
ravagesof decaying capitalism. Struggles will con-
tinue against employers and against government

moves to buttress capitalism at the expenseof the
workers. Thelefthas to continue fighting to create
an adequate force to organise and lead those
struggles. And that can’t be done if we sink our
differenceswith Dennis Healeyat election time —

which,like it or not, is a major focus of political
attention.

So we musttry to organise theleft in the Labour
Party and the trade untons — as much ofit as we
can convince and mobilise — to fight the election
for Labour, but on its own platform. ‘Vote Labour
but prepareto fight’ should betheslogan.

What the Socialist Campaign for a Labour
Victory did in 1979 can serve as a rough model —

though we should be able to do somethingmuch
biggerand better thistime. :

The BriefingsconferencethisSaturday,5th,will
be a good opportunity to start discussions and con-
sultations about thecampaign we need.

 

IN 1978-9 the Socialist Campaign for a
Labour Victory ran an alternative left-wing
election campaign within the official Labour
election effort. Martin Thomas reviews the
experience.

The SCLV was,in a small
way, a breakthrough for the
left. Perhaps for the first
time since the early days of
the Communist Party, the
Marxist left found a way to
relate actively to what is
after all one of the high
points of political activity as
it exists today, a general
election. .

From time to time
various revolutionary groups
had stood=independent
candidates — but always
ended up with a pretty dis-
mal  balance-sheet. Apart
from that the Marxist left
could do little but debate
the precise slogans to add to
our call to vote Labour.

I dont think those
debates were futile. Clarify-
ing our ideas was a precon-
dition for doing anything
serious. But we hadto recog- ~

nise that for most people,
even most labour movement
activists, the precise form of
the wince or grimace or
gritting of the teeth with
which we accompanied the
call to vote Labour made
very little difference.

With the SCLV wetried
to go beyond commentary,
to reach out and organise
the left, to get as many
Labour candidates and local
Labour Parties as possible to
campaign independently
from and in opposition to
the Labour Government’s
record.

The SCLV produced its
own election material — leaf-
lets on union rights, racism,
jobs, housing, Ireland, and
women’srights, a poster; and
a broadsheet. We got con-
stituency Labour Parties and
Labour candidates to spon-
sor the campaign and use
this material as official elec-
tion literature.

Where that wasn’t
possible SCLV groups or
individual supporters, some-

Ken Livingstone

 
off theNFNazis
times LPYSs, used the SCLV
leaflets alongside their con-
stituency’s official material.

Four constituencies spon-
sored the SCLV — Brent
East, Hackney North, Horn-
sey and Norwood.Five can-
didates did: Ted Knight
(Hornsey), Ken Livingstone
(Hampstead), Jane Chapman
(Dover and Deal), Peter
Tebbutt (Falmouth), and
Ernie Roberts (Hackney
North). Joan Maynard,
Arthur Scargill and Emlyn
Williams sent messages of
support.

The extent of support
from these constituencies
and candidates varied, of
course. Hackney North took
many thousand leaflets,
while Ted Knight in Hornsey
took only a few hundred and
was markedly evasive when
red-baited by Tory opponent
Hugh Rossi for his sponsor-
ship of the SCLV. Norwood
took no leaflets officially,
but adopted a local mani-
festo based largely on the
SCLV material.

launched Socialist Organiser.
After a trial number in
September 1978 it appeared
monthlyfrom January 1979,
with extra ‘election specials’
in the weeks before the May
election.

Through this paper,
through establishing local
groups, and through}cam-
paign activity of manySorts,
we tried to link up the elec-
tion effort with an ongoing
political fight.

The first issue of Social-,
ist Organiser, for example,

In

carried a front-page call from
Patiick Kodikara of the
Hackney and Tower Hamlets
Defence Campaign to mobil-
ise for the defence of Brick
Lane’s Asian community
against a National Front
march on September 24,
1978. (Much of the left,
unfortunately decided that
the Anti Nazi League
concert in South London
that day was more. impor-
tant). .

We also held a_ special
SCLV meeting round Brick
Lane, where some 70 or 80
local Asians came to hear
Patrick Kodikara and a
speaker from the Virk
Brothers Defence Commit-

Brick Lane: theSCLV’sfirst publicationcalledfor Labourto mobiliseonthestreets to help the“Asian community fight
tee. The last issue of Social-
ist Organiser before the elec-
tion led on the killife of
Blair Peach, calling for the
disbanding of the SPG and
support for black  self-
defence.

The SCLV did more than
create a left voice in the
election campaign. It estab-
lished a regroupment of the
Labour‘far left’ which made
many other thingspossible.

After the general elec-
tion, for example, the SCLV
was central to organising a
labour movement ‘Troops
Out Now’ contingent on 12
August 1978 ‘British with-
drawal from Ireland’ demon-
stration. And most import-

ant, the SCLV wastheessen-
tial lever for organising the
Rank and File. Mobilising
Committee for Labour
Democracy — an wunprece-
dented united front of the
LabourLeft — in 1980.

Without the initial re-
groupment round the SCLV,
the RFMC would never have

- been possible.
The SCLV wasinitiated

by Workers’ Action, and it
came out of two discussions
we had been having among
ourselves.-

Since mid-1977 we had
been trying to.correct what
we saw as a Sectarian bentin
our work, especially in the

LabourParty. In strikes and
economic struggles, we
would operate by basing our-
selves on the existing
struggle and mapping out
ways to go forward to
victory; but in political
struggles, especially in the
Labour Party, we tended to
‘intervene’ like people para-
chuting in from outside with
propagandist commentary.

In the trade unions, we
worked by developing rank
and file groups, alliances,
left caucuses; but in the
Labour Party mostly we
related to the rest oftheleft

- only by ideological debate.
We. identified this as a

problem. But we. couldn’t
immediately see an answer.

Then westarted discuss-
ing what our reaction should
be to the possibility — which
then seemed real — of the
IMG and SWP cooperating
to put up a substantial slate
of revolutionary candidates
in the general election. We
concluded that the primary
importa&ice of fighting for
socialist policies within the
established labour movement
made*-support for such a
slate impossible. But the dis-
cussion brought home to us
sharply the untenability of ©

just plodding. through the
election withnothing but
propaganda in our news-
paper to distinguish us from
theCallaghan leadership.

Weshould try to organise
a distinctive left campaign
witnin the official Labour
 

From the SCLV wealso’  Achange
SOCIALIST Challenge’s editorial of January 28 concludes:
‘The left must immediately begin to explore the basis on
which a united Socialist Campaign for a Labour Victorycentring on unilateralismcan be formed. This is the next
step forward; thisis thebasis for unity.

It’s always good to win new converts. But the call for
unity would ring moretrueifSocialist Challenge had taken
the trouble to approach the real Socialist Campaign for a
LabourVictory, instead of making a broadcast appeal for a
new oneasifwe didn’t exist.

And the appeal would come across better if it. were
accompaniedby somesignsof candidpoliticalaccounting.

In 1978-9 Socialist Challenge said they supported the
SCLV. In fact they did nothing for it. The two Socialist
Challenge representatives elected to the SCLV committee
at its foundingconferencejust kept a ‘watchingbrief’.

During the election period, the only mention of SCLV in
the columnsof Socialist Challenge was a cursory attack on
it — without explanation — for allegedly neglecting the

|

of heart?
‘massstruggle’. Socialist Challenge instead focussed on
their 12 ‘Socialist Unity’ candidates — who ended up not
with ‘mass’votes, but:poor scores. :

After the election Socialist Challenge commented:
“‘Werealised thatmany of thepeople who a eed withour
programmewouldstillvote Labour. That did not matterto
us. Shop stewards in places like Birmingham and Man-
chester

. . .
time after time told our canvassers, ‘Yes, I

agree with what you are calling for but I must vote Labour
and keep out theTories’... .’’

It seems that the folly of standing candidates without a
firm basis of support only to have to say afterwards that
it ‘didn’t matter’ whether people voted for them or notis
now clear to Socialist Challenge. Good: butit would be
better to have the issue discussed openly. A Marxist
tendencyis, after all, supposed to be the ‘memory of the
class’, not a factional opportunity-grabbing machine,
switching and turningto pick up good ideas withno regard
for consistency.

 
 

 
election effort, we decided.

At first we had no notion
that this campaign would
attract more than a few
people apart from ourselves.
We knockedouta briefplat-
form and distributed leaflets
at the Easter 1978 Labour
Party Young Socialists con-
ference.

We were pleasantly sur-
prised. The Chartist group
immediately agreed to come
in on the campaign, and
proved crucial to its success.

Not only did they do
valuable work themselves,
they brought in leading
figures of the London
Labourleft like Ted Knight,
Ken .Livingstone, Keith
Veness and Jeremy Corbyn.|

With them we formally
launched the SCLV from a
conference of 200 activists
in July 1978. It wasn’t
huge — butit was the biggest
‘unofficial? Labour left
conference since the Clay
Cross support rally of 1974.
We had discovered for our-
selves a way out of our
sectarian trap, and for many
individual left activists in
the Labour Party a way of
uniting with.other similar
activists.

Vehement
Quite a few Workers’

Action supporters had
doubts about the project.
Some had vehement objec-
tions, saying that the appeal
for the SCLV_ conference.
drafted jointly by”WA and
the Chartists, was far too
‘soft’ politically.

Wereplied that the plat-
form was not meantto be a
scientific statement of the
Marxist programme ~

though indeed such state-
ments are irreplaceable —-

but a summary of immediate
class struggle responses ade-
quate to rally theleft against
the Tories and Callaghanism.

And in the 1979 election
campaign the SCLV was at
least as sharp and clear on
socialist policies as groups
like the SWP and IMG —

without the problem of sec-
tarian self-counterposition to
the masslabour movement.

The success of that
pioneer effort, and the devel-
opment of the left since.
should make it possible to
do. something similar on 4

| much bigger scale for 1983's
or 1984’s election.
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lran: preparing for
a generalstrike —

i

MEHDI AGHAH,an Iranian Kurd recently es-
caped from Iran, spoke to Mary Corbishley
about the present situation in Iran and some
developmentsin the Opposition groups.

The attacks by the Islamic Regime of Ayatollah
Khomeini continue with the sameferocity. All forms’
of freedom of speech or press have disappeared. Exe-
cutions are now no longer reported and the majority
of peopleare ignorant about how manythere are —

many of themare of young people.
If you wear a moustache you can be executed —

it is seen as an act of rebellion.There is no system of
trial.

The position of womenisterrible. Islam is against
women andit’s not just the regime which is attacking
women.

—Men throughout society collude in these attacks.
If a woman is not completely covered when she goes
out into.the street then sheis liable to be beaten up
by malepassers-byifnot dragged offto prison by the
Pasdars (‘RevolutionaryGuards’).

Walls are daubed with slogans such as ‘death to
women’, ‘womenare prostitutes’.

A nine year old girl can be executed, while women
who are virgins are raped prior to execution because
Islam forbids the execution of virgins.

Any workers’ committees
or workers’ organisations
that sprang up during the up-
rising against the Shah have
been destroyed.

The Pasdars shoot wor-
kers who havetried to organ-
ise within the factory, out-
side the Islamic committees.
’ There. are still attempts
to develop secret committees
and create links between fac-
tories in preparation for a
general strike. :

Theregime cannot stop
this completely because the
lesson of the uprising was
that the workers and people
can organise and they have
not forgotten that.

The war with Iraq is the
main way that the govern-
ment has survived and that’s
why they want it to con-
tinue.

The war has had a devas-
tating effect; the economyis
in chaos and the death toll,
especially of young people,
is very high.

Young children 8,9,etc.,
have been used as a human
barricade in the war, sent in-
to minefields and blown to
pieces in order to clear the

FiannaFailflounders
CHARLESJ Haughey,rec-
ently defeated prime minis-
ter and leader of Fianng
Fail, survived a meeting of
his Dail [Parliamentary]
party last week — by pro-
mising that he would go,
but in his own time.

Thathis time is nowlike-
ly to be short is agreed by
most of the professional
Fianna Failwatchers.

A longseries of scandals
has shaken FiannaFail and
deepened the split that
opened when Haughey
shouldered Jack Lynch out
of the leadership three
years ago. Some of the
scandals are farcical.

A man since convicted
for two especially nasty
murders is on the run from
the police and finds refuge
in the home of... the At-
torney General! A minister
uses the powers of the sov-
ereign Irish Republic to

,
Anti-imperialist?Iranian
Soldiers at war with Iraq

A 16 yearold girl was executed in Evin prison
-after 2 days imprisonment.

The prison authoritiesjustified the execu-
tion to her father on the basis that she had
“confessed to being a member of the Mojahe-
din’. The girl was born dumb.

path for the tanks behind.
Kurdistan is the only part

of Iran where thestruggle a-
gainst the regime continues.

The movement in Kurdis-
tan belongs to the people;
everyone works for the
struggle — even if they are
not actually fighting as Pesh-
mergas. ~

The regime is not able to
smash this movement, which
has a long history going back
to the Republic of Mahabad
in 1945 and even before
that.

The régime has used the
war to continue the attack
on the Kurdistan that they st
started in 1979 as they have
on the rest of the mass

interfere with the prosecu-
tion of a relative for a traffic
offence. (The Northern Ire-
land police were asked to
pick up a ‘dangerous’ wit-
ness and held him for a few
days).

A prominent Fianna Fail
supporter of Haughey is,
in effect (though there is a
thin disguise of words
aroundit) offered £100,000
to ditch Haughey: he has
taken the precaution to
have cronies use

_
police

equipment to tape-record
theconversation.

Haughey,on his way out
as Taoiseach [prime minis-
ter] rushes to make a poli-
tical appointment to the
police force. Leading poli-
tical journalists, including
one for the Fiann&:Fail
puper Irish Press, have
their phones tapped —

they are known to be on
intimate terms with Garret
Fitzgerald and with anti-

movement that developed
during the uprising against
the Shah.

There are links between
the Kurdish struggle in Iran
and the Kurds in Iraq, Syria
and Turkey. If this support
didn’t exist it would be diffi-
cult for the Iranian Kurds to

continue fighting as the re-
gime has cut off petrol and
food from Kurdistan.

In Iraq, the war has en-
abled the guerilla struggle a-
gainst Hussein to be stepped
up.

.In the rest of Iran, the or-
ganisations of the opposition
are in dissarray. At the start
of the revolution, 63 differ-
ent .organisations emerged

Haugheyites in Fianna Fail
—(thus the ‘Haugheygate’

tag).
All this is especially im-

portant becauseit is part of
what may be a fundamental
shift in southern Irish poli-

‘tics — the decline of Fianna
Fail.

In the last few years Fine
Gael, for 50 years the weak-
er bourgeois party which
could only govern as part of
coalitions, has increasedits
Dail strength,while Fianna
Fail has weakened. They
are not too far apart now,
and the Fine Gael/Labour
coalition has a_ stable
majority.

More important, howev-
er, Fianna Fail has been
ruptured by savage power-
struggles which saw off
Jack Lynch and now, it
seems, Haughey. The disci-
pline and cohesion of this
party of one-time revolu-
tionaries is shattered, and

within a year. Onlyeight or
nine of thesestillexist.

Many of these organisa-
tions supported the Islamic
Republic, believing that this
petty-bourgeois regime could
be anti-imperialist.

The struggle has shown
that no section of the petty
bourgeoisie can be anti-im-
perialist. By some organisa-
tions supporting the regime
on the grounds that it was
anti-imperialist, and others
attacking it for being anti-
working class, the mass
movement became confused.

For 30 years the left has
had no experience of open
activity and has been unable
to develop. Because of the.
confusion’ that arose after
the revolution people began
to leave organisations and
the struggle.

The Marxist left groups
have been decimated as
members have been arrested
and executed. Those re-
maining have gone under-
ground.

The National Council of
Resistance, the opposition
movement consisting of the
Mujaheddin, the KDP and

-

Bani-Sadr — an ex-minister
of the present regime — has
some power outside Iran,
but not inside, except the
KDP. :

may neverrecover.
If the party goesinto real

declineit will open the road
it has long blocked — the
road to a powerful political
party of the workingclass.
(Whether that would be a
developmentof the present
Irish Labour Party is an-
otherquestion).

Fianna Fail has been a
populist party of limited
social reforms and the maj-

_

or party of the working
class and the smail farm-
ers. It has also had the
powerful mystique (partly
myth) of ‘the Republican
party’ which was the un-
yielding defender of Irish
rights againstBritain.

Fianna Fail and its pre-
decessor pushedthelabour
movement aside, and the
leaders of the labour move-
ment led themselves be
pushed, during the Anglo-
Irish war. Whereas ihe
forces of the labour move-

Over the past 2 years su-
pport for the Mujaheddin
has declined. At the beginn-
ing the Mujaheddin tried to
mobilise against individuals
of the regime rather than its
ideas.

Their fusion with Bani-
Sadr. made people see that
they were not against the
Constitution. Bani-Sadr was
responsible for the attack on
the Universities and is the
same person who told the
army ‘do not rest or sleep
until you have smashed Kur-
distan.’

Regime
Therefore he cannot bea

teyolutionary. He is. against
individuals in the regime but
his political line is-no differ-
ent because it is on the same
political basis.

Those who are opposed
to the regime will get supp-
ort because the people hate
the regime: that’s why they
gave support to the Muja-
heddin.

Of the other groupings.
The Fedayeen wasa large or-
ganisation before the revolu-
tion. Afterwards there was
a split. The majority have
continued to support the re-
gime.

ment were central to the
1916 Rising led by James
Connolly, Connolly’s

.
suc-

cessors in the leadership of
the labour movement,
thoughtheyorganised gen-
eral strikes during the war
of independence, did not
contest the 1918 election.
They left a clear field for
the nationalists (Sinn Fein).

Labour never recovered
the initiative. The Fianna
Failsplinter from Sinn Fein
became the party of the
poor and oppressed,

.
and

Labour a satellite first of
Fianna Fail and then, for

_

35 years,of Fine Gael.
The fact that southern

Ireland has changed into
a mainly urban society in
the last 25 years must be
an added pressure to dis-
place the Fianna Fail party
of basically rural populism
— onceit beginsto crack.

It seemstobe cracking.
John O’Mahony

 

The minority is now the
biggest political organisation
on the left still existing.

They have got the right
political line against the re-
gime. They have been badly
attackedand many comrades
executed. Although theatt-
acks have hindered them
they have lots. of people
around them. -

Part of the Minority is
trying to build a new organi-
sation for a general strike.

That is-the only way to
overthrow the regime. It
was the same during the
struggle against the Shah
when the oil workers stopp-
ed production. ,

The only group that can
overthrow this regime is the
working class - organising
massstrike action. This part
of the Minority is called the
Socialist Revolutionary Ten-
dency andhasstarted to pro-
duce a papercalled ‘Socialist
Revolution’, published out-
side Iran. ~

They argue that the party
should be built in thecourse
of class struggle. The Social-
ist Revolutionary Tendency

.

contains different tendencies
working together.

All are agreed on thepol-
itical line in the paper and
the necessity to organise
links between factories and
to build for mass strike ac-

|

tion to overthrow the. re-
gime.

The paper has to explain
politically how the regime

Advertisement

The Socialist Workers’
Party of the USA, an
old-established Trot-
skyist group, has rec-
ently and suddenly
announcedthat
Trotsky’s theory
of ‘permanent revo-
lution’ was wrong

|.
after all. This new
pamphlet — 40p
plus postage
from PO Box
135, London
N1 ODD — looks
at the arguments
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can be overthrown. It des-
cribes the nature of the pre-
sent regime andthesituation
in Iran. °

It believes that other or-
ganisations have failed. In
four years no politcal pro-
grammefor the Iranian revo-
lution has emerged.and
therefore it is necessary to
build a new organisation.

‘People joining the SR
Tendency should understand
the past history of their poli--
tical organisation and see the
bankruptcy of the. left
struggle in Iran.

The HKS (Socialist Wor-
kers Party) supports the
paper and are making propa-
ganda for it because they be-
lieve it has the best political

~ programmefor overthrowing
the regime.

The SR tendency of the
minority have changed their
view of armedstruggle.

They now see the armed
struggle in the context of the
political struggle, so a mass
armed struggle is needed not
an armed guerillagroup.

It is difficult to say what
the immediate perspectives
for Iran are.

Within the regime there
are two factions fighting
each other, one group who
support Khomeinicalled the
‘Followers of Imams Live’,
and the other more right
wing called ‘Hojatdieh’. So
it is still very unstable. A
coup could be on thecards,
led by the monarchists who
support the Shah’s son. Ora
new regime could be devel-
oped around Bazargan and
the National Front.

Minute
There is no way of being~

sure but every minute, every
action can change events ‘in
Tran.

Labour movements
everywhere should support
the distribution of anti-
regime information about
the repression in Iran and
the relationship between the
regime and Imperialism. The
working: class is the same
everywhere and_solidarity
should be built with the wor-
kingclass in Iran.

The women’s movement
especially should campaign
against women’s oppression
in Iran.

An- anaiysig‘SOf the YSis

Politica}
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Philippinesworkers fight
RECENT years have seen an important development of
struggleby theworkingclassof thePhilippinesagainst the
Marcos dictatorship.

_
Central to this has been the

remarkabledevelopment of KMU[or May Ist Mc ‘emeni
— since it was formed on May 1, 1980]. Bill Peters, who
has been in Japan, interviewed WILLY MARTENEZ,
the KMUrepresentative who was there for the conference
of Rodo Joho (Labour Information), a militant left-wing
grouping based arounda fortnightly newspaper.

Tell me about the growth
of the KMU.
The KMU is the only
militanttrade union federa-
tion in the Philippines.
This is the significance of

- its development. Before
it was established at a
conference on May 1,
1980, we had only ~eliow
andrightwingtrade unions.

I_ believe
quickly? .

_

Yes. In 1980 it had 50,000
members and bv 1982,
150,000 members. - Now it

it grew very

has a_ strong. structure
with many Regional
branches.

What madethispossible?
Firstly it is because it is
the only union giving any
answers to the terrible
conditions facing the Phili-
ppine workersand because
it takes up the political
struggle against the yellow
unions.

Secondly, it reflects the
fighting spirit of the
workersin thePhilippines.

There is also another
factor, that is the attitude
of its leaders in contrast to
the yellow unions. They do
not enrich themselves at
theexpenseof theworkers.
Quite the opposite, they
fight for the, interests of
the workers of the Phili-
ppines. Recently our
offices were raided and
someof our leaders arrest-
ed in a crackdown.

Whatconditions are work-
ers facingin the Philippines
today?
Conditions are very bad.
Wagesare low. The work-

|

ers do not have the money

Marcos:offer-
ing themulti-
nationals
anti-strike
laws and ‘the~
most competi-
tive wage -

rates in the
world’

workers face corruption in
the government and corr-
uption in themilitary.
What has been the res-
ponse of the workers to
this?
The upsurge camein 1981,
amaking that year a phe-
nomemalyear for the work-
ing class movement.
There were strikes in many
sectors of industry, which
Marcoscould not control.

So whatdid he do aboutit?
In 1981 he made a law
which is BP 130. (BP is
the ‘Batas Pamtansa’ which
means Cabinet Bill).
  

ae .
 

to buy proper food or.to
buy clothes or the things
they need to live. -I don’t
have the exact figures,
but unemployment is very
bad

__
far worse than in

any of the first world coun-
- tries. We don’t have the
right to. strike and the
multi-nationals get fat at
the expense of the workers
of the Philippines. The

to restore the right to
strike, but in reality makes
it almost impossible since
it imposes so many condi-
tions.

First to strike you have
to have a two thirds major-
ity of the general member-
ship — all the member-
ship, not justthosevoting.

Secondly before you can
~

This ambiguouslaw claims

dictatorship

go onstrike there is a mini-
mum of 15 days cooling off
period. ‘

Contracts (CBAs —

collectivebargaining agree-
ments) have to be of 3
years duration by law, and
if the strike involves the
CBA there is a 30 day
coolingoff period.

But even after that you
can’t strike! The union
then has to give 7 days
notice of strike action to
the Ministry of Labour.

Then you can strike?
No, there are many other
problems.

A union hasto be recog-

  we
nised by management be-
fore it has the right to
strike.

Can you strike to demand
. Tecognition?

No,all strikes demanding
recognition are illegal.
All strikesover trade union
rights or. the breach of
collective agreements are
banned. Evenstrikes over

the refusal of the employer
to pay the legal minimum
wagerates are banned!

So how does a_ union
becomerecognised?
There is a procedure.
First you have to get 30%
of the workers into mem-
bership. Tehn you can
apply to the Ministry of
Labour for a certification
election. If they grant it,
they will then conduct it
and the union has to get
more than50%of thevote.

Do the government dis-
criminate in issuing the
certificates?
Yes, of course they do!
If it is a militant union like
the KMU the manage-
mentwilluse every method
to break the union during
the certification process —

sacking the leaders —

using goon squadsto attack
militants — everything.

Even if you are recog-
nised it is only for 3 years
— then there can be
another election if anyone
demands it. What the
employers do is bring in
a right wing union orcreate
a yellow union who then
demand a

_
certification

election.
It is then a three way

fight — one union, the
otherunion,or no union.

If workers are discrimi-
nated against, they have to
decide if they are prepared
to take the consequences
of a strike under Marcos in
the Philippines.
Have there been strikes
against these laws?
Oh yes, there was an up-
surge of strikes after BP
130 took effect. Workers
challenged the provisions
and some were success-
ful in doing so. It resulted
in the militarisation of the
picket lines and many
police abuses. But the
balance tilted in favour of
the workers. The foreign
investmentclimate became
disrupted and tremendous
production losses were
recorded. it was these
factors which brought

Minister

about a piece of sister
legislation to BP 130 —

BP 227.
Whatis that?
This is fraudulently called
by— Marcos the ‘anti-scab
andpicketinglaw.’

Under BP 130 the man-
agement used to send in
goonsto attackthe pickets,
and then the government
would ban the strike for
breachof ‘public order’.

BP 227 claimedto protect ©

the pickets against the
goons. In fact it did
nothing of the sort, the
goons continued but BP
227 brought in newrestric-
tions on strikes.

For example,-it gave the
of Labour the

powerto issue an injunction
order against a strike —

without even talking to
eitherside.

It also outlaws strikes —

in what it may decide is
a ‘vital sector of industry’.
To Marcos,every section of
industry is‘vital’.

There is also a law, BP
473, which totally outlaws
strikes in ‘export oriented
industry’. Which of course
protects the multinationals
in the free trade zones.

Tellme aboutthefree trade
zones.
In the post war period, the
imperialist powers, notably
the USA,Great Britain and
France, granted formal
independence to former .

colonies but sought greater
control throughmore subtle
but equally

_
effective

methods.
Imperialism shifted its

concern from purely
extractive economic activi-
ties to systematically
exploiting local labour
resources.

In the Philippines
today, this development is
characterised by export-
based and foreign-led in-
dustrialisation geared at
producing processed and
manufactured goods for
theworld market.

The period of the 1960s,
particularly after import
substitution was over, saw

 
this development. The
multi-nationals moved into-
electronics, tropical food
processing, garments, and
cars.

American Imperialism
has workedon this withthe
multi-nationals, the IMF
and theworld bank.

They have possessed
awesome power over neo-
colonies plagued with chro-
nic, economic crisis whose
only hope of stabilisation
lies in the funds.controlled
by the IMF and the World
bank.

Seemingly independent
states, the Philippines
foremost amongst them,
willinglycomply. External
loans to the Philippines
are not $18billion.

This has led to the sett-
ing up of the free trade
zones in the Philippines in
designated geographical
areas in which every incen-
tive and facilityis given to

* ‘squatters’.

the multi-nationals and
nothing to the Philippine
workers.

These companies are not
* even required in practice

to comply with the mini-
mum legal wage.

Marcos advertises to the
multi-nationals that in the
free trade zones of the
Philippines strikés are
illegal and the wage rates

’ ‘the most competitive in
theworld.’

.
Whatare the living condi-
tions of theworkers in the
Philippines?
Probably worse than you
can imagine. Whole famil-
ies live in one room a few
metres square. Everything
is .done in that room,
living, cooking, sleeping,
washing for maybe 6 or 8
people! One quarter of the
population of Manila (2
million) live in the’ shanty
towns. .They are called

They are
regularly harassed by the
government and__their
housesbulldozed down. In
the banana plantations it
is even worse.

I believethere is an armed
struggleagainst Marcos?
Yes, I understand from the
newspapersthat it is gett-
ing stronger. There are
some liberated areas. It
is conducted by the New
Peoples Army.
What is the attitude of
the average Philippine
workers to the armed
struggle?
They are sympathetic,
particularlyin the country-
side. Everyone wants to
see an end to the Marcos
militaryregime.
How do you see things
developing now in the
Philippines? :

The KMUwillnot compro-
mise. We intend to con-
tinue to represent the
workers of the Philippines
in their struggles against
the Marcos,theemployers,
and themulti-nationals!

f New pamphletfrom the Socialist Forum forSoutAfrica
Solidarity. 90p plus 20p postage. availablevia Socialist
Organiser, 28 Middle Lane, London N8 8PL.
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REPRESENTATIVES_of
groups from

_

Lonaon,
Brighton, Merseyside,
Nottingham, Bristol,
Strathclyde and West
Midlands will meet and
attend-discussions on
local government, sexual
politics, trade unions and
aspects of Briefing produc-
tion and organisation.

The conference is a
working conferenve. We
are not forming a national
organisation with one
centralised base or found-
ing a national newspaper.
We are simply extending
our links whilst preserving
the autonomy of the local
groups.

Simply"
Yet it is obviously

something more than
‘simply’ a working confer-
ence. It is occuring in a very
peculiar political context
and the need of Briefing
groups to come together
is largely a result of that
context. It represents ar
opportunity for a reapprais-
al of the role of the left in
the Labour Party; and the
pussibility of the realign-
mentofthatleft.

The left in the Labour
Party is in a state of spas-
modic retreat and uncer-
tainty. The defeats inflic-
ted at Annual Conference
and, aboveall, the political
crises in such organisations
as CLPD are all symptoms
of the new political situa-
tion theleft is now facing.

The successes of the
democratisation move-
ment, of the GLC elections
and the setbacks over the
register and NEC elections
have led to questions over
strategy andtactics of how
socialists should work in
the wider labour movement
and which way they should
proceed.

Strategy
Questions over the strai-

egy for-socialists in local
government; over whick
direction the accountability
movement should take;
over the relations the
Labour Party should have
with groups outside ‘tradi-
tional iabour movement
structures (i.e. ethnic
minority groups and,
increasingly, the unem-
ployed) over the impact of
feminism.and the women’s
movement; and, aboveall,
over how socialists should
organise in’ the’. trade
unions.

These are the kinds of
questions the Conference
will discuss. They are
among the most important
questions for socialists in
the Labour Party andit is
hoped that Socialist Organ-
iser supporters will play
their part in that discus-
sion.

GRAHAM USHER

 
Local LabourBriefinggroupsfrom manycities willmeetin
LondonthisSaturdayto dis-
cuss a nationalnetwork.
Richard Paine surveys the
different Briefings.

THISSaturday, February 5,
at County Hall in‘ London,
there is to be a national
conference to try and pool
the experiences of the
various Lavour Briefings
from throughout the
country. The continued
success of London Labour
Briefing since its launch in
1980 has spawned a grow-
ing nuriber. of similar
magazines elsewhere —

including Brighton,Bristol,
Nottingham, Strathclyde,
Merseyside and most
recently the West Mid-
lands.

_

All have been modelled
in different ways on the
London experience; even
visually those in Brighton,
Merseyside and Notting-
ham beara striking resem-
blance. All have -origins
peculiar to their own situa-
tions.

In Nottingham ‘Briefing’
grew in October 1981
directly from the desire to
extend, and draw lessons
from, the success of the
Left in Nottingham: Fast
CLPto therest of the area.

In -Brighton ‘Briefing’
emerged in January 1982
as the old Labour Left was
 

breaking up. The Labour
Left was a pressure group
of those both to the left and
right of the Militant wnich
disintegrated -when the
more right wing elements
touk their poliical oprosi-
tion to Militant to the level
of organisational exchision.
Theleft reconstituted itself
as Brighton Labour Briet-
ing; the old ‘right’ rump in
the LabourLeft collapsed.

In Bristol ‘Briefing’ (a
much smaller and less
ambitious publication)
grew directly in late 1981
out of the left on the local
District Labour Party and
confineditself very much to
this subject.

Ontheotherhand Strath-
clyde Labour Briefing,
faced with even greater vid

. guard domination of tne
local and District Labour
Parties, nas -tried since
mid-1982 to serve as a focus
for local campaigning and
community acticn groups,
as well as for the experi-
ences of the left in the
Wards.

Politically the local
‘Briefing’ groups outside
London are diverse. Whilst

 
Peter Tatchell spoke to Ian
Swindale
  SIYYVHNHOF

We have seen a massive
media campaign against you
in the last 12 months, what
impression do you have of
its impact? .

We have got eight major
complaints into the Press
Council about fabricated
stories which have appeared
in the Flect Street popular
press.

The Sun, for example,
said that I went to the
Gay Olympics. I never
went. The Daily Star said
that 1 am a member of
Militant. 1 am not and
never have been. The
Daily Express ran a sneer-

.ing story about méat the
TUC conference last year
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all aim to promote discus-
sion within the left, and
support local struggles both
inside and outside the
Party, the influence of
particular political ideas
and tendencieshasvaried.

In Merseyside, for
instance, it was pressure -within the local Labour Co-
ordinating Committee
(LCC) in the summer of
1982 which led to the estab-
lishment of ‘Briefing’.
Aftersharp political discus-
sion it was agreed that the
magazine should be inde-
pendent of the LCC and
other gruups, be open to
sponsorship, and have open
editorial meetings.Rationale

Politically its major
rationale was tu campaign,
albeit independently of
Militant (which is very
strong in the area), against
the witch-hunt. Recently a
focal branch of LAW
(Labour Against the Witch-
hunt) has resulted from this
focus.

‘Brighton Labour Brief-
ing’, on the other hand, is

politically a much more
homogenevus group with
many revolutionary_per-
spectives. Maybe_this
results not just from its
origins, but also from the
remoteness in Brighton of
the pruspect of the Labour
Party capturing political
poweron thelocal councils.
In other areas, Br'efings
are often much more
focussed on councilaffairs.

Typical of the political
perspectives of Briefings
heweverare the four points
proposed as a basic plat-

when I was away on holiday
and was not even in the
country at the time.

Undoubtedly stories
like these and the whisper-
ing and smear campaigns put
out by our political oppon-
ents locally have had a very
damaging effect. A lot of
people have been taken in
by it.

;Now,as a consequence of.
all these hate stories, which
frankly “just. play upon
people’s prejudice and bigot-
ry, I face daily threatsagainst

_when I’m_ walking ’

down the street, in the local °

me —

shopping centre, on the
doorstep.

Almost every day I-get
threats made against _me.
ve had over two dozen
death threats in the last
year and a fairly uninter-
rupted stream of hate mail.

Three weeks ago I was-
chased by two blokes with
an iron bar. Pve had milk

No2 NOVEMBER

forni in ihe first issue of
‘Nottingham Labour Brief-
ing’: community and trade.
union involvement; adher-
ence to Conference deci-
sions; abandonment of
managerial outlooks-on the
local council; and the
defence, and extension, of
accountabilityin theLabour
Party.

Councillors
Involvement of sympa-

thetic Labour councillors
has been sought byall the
Briefing groups. In some
this focus has been exag-
gerated so that the Brief-
ing concentrates primarily
upon council affairs (a
fault in the ‘West Midlands
Labour Briefing’ launched
in November 1982). The
Merseyside and  Strath-
clyde Bri-zfings, despite the
latter’s lack of professional
polish and appearance,
have perhaps been the
most successful to date in
their coverage of local cam-
paigns and community
issues.

One feature common to
all Briefings, despite their
manyvariations, has been
the distinct cvolness, if not
hostility, shown towards
them by local Militant
supporters. Once again that
group’s horror of partici-
pating in a more or less
open forum controlled by
no one. political tendency
clearly skowsitself.

Despite this the mzjority
of Briefings have undoubt-
edly suffered from a lack of
organisatiural cohesion,
and particularly adequate
finance. The visual quality,
and readabilityof both the

bottles and bricks thrown at
me from cars and from bal-
conies on council. estates,
and last Saturday I had a
bloke chase me in East
Street market, threatening
to shoot me. In fact he
was carrying something
wrapped up in a newspaper
which looked long and
very ominous, so I just ran.

I accept that most of
‘these people are just cranks
but I have had a lot of-near
misses and I’m_ frightened
that one day one of these
people are actually going to
get me.

Nights
To give you onetypical

example, a couple of nights
ago, I was cycling home late
at night and a car swerved
right in beside me and tried
to run me down.

They screamed out of
the car window as

_
they

LABOUR

Nottingham and_ Strath-
clyde magazines have
declined overrecentissues.
It has beendifficult, too, to
expand the nucleus of
activists involved in writing
and editing the local Brief-
ings. The sales force is
usually larger, but still
limited.

A typical level of individ-
ual involvement is Mersey-
side where a dozen or so
people form the editorial
hard-core, with a further
dozeninvolved less system-
atically, and perhaps 40
‘Briefing’ sellers. With
sume Briefings there has
been a tendency for the
numbers involved

_

to
deciine as the worsload
increases.

Whilst no doubt this may
be attributed partly to the
pressure of time on many
activists, as well as the
ebbs and figwsin. the local
putitical situation, it may
stem crucially from an
inherent, and damaging,
localism.

Contact
Thereis little or no cea-

tact between. the various
Briefing groups. The
national conference_on
February 5 must redress
some of this, and try to
give a national focus to the
existing Briefings and an
impetus to the develop-
mentof new publications.

Left caucuses and Labour
Lefts, many with their own
regular publications,
already exist throughout
Britain. These must not be
seen in isolation from the

went past “Why don’t you
fuck off back to the Gay
Olympics you communist
cunt”.

That is something which
emanates directly’ from a
fabricated

—
story

|
which

appeared in a Fleet Street
newspaper. And that is the
consequence .of the hate
campaign which Fleet Street
has been running.

AndI wish thejournalists
who. print these lies had to
live with the consequences
of . their actions. They
wouldn’t like it and I
certainly don’t.

What are the main points
you are trying to get across
in your election campaign?

Mellish. and O’Grady
attack. me, not on political
grounds or on policies, but
mainly because [’m an ‘out-
sider’, because I wasn’t born
in Bermondsey. And they
claim 1 don’t understand the
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development of Briefings.
neither must one be neces-
sarily counterposed to the
other.

The experience in Leeds
|is illuminating. The Leeds

Labour Left, set up during
the Benn campaign, has
proved very successful in
capturing control of the
local District Labour
Party, helping to overturn
the bureaucratic strang'e-
hold on the local Trades -

Council, and taking’ con-
trol of theeditorial board of
the ‘Leeds Weekly Citizen’.
This is the decades-old
local weekly Labour news-
paper,editoriallycontrolled
by the Leeds Labour Party,
quite uniquein Britain. :

Wide
Tu establish a Labour

Briefing on a_ city-wide
basis is therefore an unlike-
ly proposition in present
circumstances; but as &
method of organising the
left on a county-wide basis
it could very weli be a
useful tactic. This sugyges-
tion, first floaced some 18
months agu, is likely to be,
‘pursued again by SO sup-
porters, among others, over
the next few months. .

Tue Briefings Confer-
ence will hopefully then
look not just at the relation-ship between Briefings in
different areas and the
lessons each can learn from
the other, but also at the
possibilities of Labour
Lefts developing into new
Briefing groups. Similarly
the relationship between
Briefings and the Labour
Partyitself.

| Media barrage colours battle
area, the issues or the
people.

Therefore, to compensate
we are putting a lot of effort
into fighting a campaign
which is very strong on
local issues. :

Our first point is a rent
freeze. The next Labour
government is pledged to
freeze rents for all tenants
for at least one year, and -

thereafter introduce very
strict controls.

.

Then we want houses
and not flats or offices. In
North Southwark and
Bermondsey we’ve probab-
ly got more flats and less
houses than any other place
in Britain. It’s nearly all
very dense estates of flats
built in the 1920s and °30s,
a lot of them now falling to
pieces.

We've got quite a lot of
high rise blocks and. tower
blocks with elderly people
and families with kids |
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No cuts fl women’s health!
tAnger erupts on

_ hospital closure
TOTAL uproar and chaos greeted the members of
AWandsworth District Health Authority(DHA)as they
prepared to vote for the closure of theSouth London
Hospital for Womenat theirmeeting on January 27.

They would have preferred to have taken the
decision in the quiet and calm of the usual DHA
meetings without having to answer to the people who
will be affected when thehospital closes.

SIYHYVH
NHOrF

 
   But the document proposing the “savings” .was

leaked, and in only two weeks a substantial campaign South London and for thehas built up to pressurise the authorityto keep the
hospital open. Petitions were presented with over
27,000 signatures.

In an effort to. prove how reasonable and nice
they were the chairperson of the Authority‘allowed’

 
three speakers to put views of why the hospital
should stay open.

The chair (who was part
of the authority which
recommenced the closure of
St. Benedict’s) had opened
the meeting by outlining the
current position. He was
very pleased to say that the
authority was .at present
£245,000 underspent, and
by the end of the financial
year would be able to
increase that to £694,000!
He reminded the membersof
their statutory duty to keep -

within the cash limits set by
the government.

Over 250 people had
packed into the meeting to
hear the arguments against
closure. A consultant from
the hospital, Val Wise, on
behalf of the GLC women’s
committee and the Secretary
of the campaign, were each
‘given ten minutes to speak.
They outlined the need for
the services to be maintain-
ed and expanded, not cut.
Their arguments were good,
put it was obvious that they
were falling on mostly deaf
ears.

.

Priority
The real prioxity for the

consultants, administrators
and Tory members who
make the bulk of the
DHA is St. George’s — a
large teaching complex.

The memberspushing for
its expansion at any cost
all admitted that it is more
or less a white elephant.
They said that if it was in
the planning stages now, it
would be a different story
 

trapped there. The case for
better housing, particularly
for houses with gardens, is
very strong.

So far as offices are
concerned, we've already
got too manyoffices —lots
of them are standing empty.

Roads
~ All the main roads in the

aréa have been taken over by
offices, and shops have
closed, doctors and dentists
have gone. So the Labour
Party is saying we don’t
want any more offices, we
want houses with gardens
and more shops.

We also have a lot of
people living on pensions
and social security. Over
25% of the population is
elderly, so the issue of better
pensions is very important.

We attack the Tory pro-
posal to claw back 90p off
pensionsthisyear.

Goss
and it would not havebeen
built.

:-But, there is now a hole
in the ground on ‘the site
waiting for phase two and
the only way to fill it is to
close the South London Hos-
pital (and no doubt other
hospitals in the District) and
build.anothertrunk onto the
white elephant!

A member of the public
suggested that it should be
filled with water and turned
into a swimming poolfor the
people of Tooting.

The public were vocal
and. were not prepared to
listen to the same arguments
they have come up with
time and time again in this
District to justify the ruyn-
downofhealth care.

.
It was obvious that the

battle is between the power-
ful. consultants —- whose
interests are in building
nedical empires. with little
regard to individual patient
care — and the community,
who have a. good,accessible
small hospital and don’t
wantto lose it.

The District Community
Physician is backing the.

 

 

One in nine households -.

are single parents, so we will
be pushing very strongly
Labour’s case for an increase
in child benefit by <2 a
week, ,

The unemployment rate
in the borough is now 20%.
We have 20,000 people on
the dole — more even than
during the 1930s depression.

b

closure and was not cton-
cerned that a very good day-
care abortion unit will close
and that womenwillthenbe
referred to a hospital where
the doctors have objections
to carrying out abortions.

She also maintained that
waiting lists would not grow
as a result of the bed losses.
Emergencies are now
admitted within a week and
that level will be maintained!

The meeting was summed
up by Dick Muskett, a left
member of the Authority,
who said that the whole
thing-had been set up. The
proposal put forward at the
beginning of the meeting
made it impossible to
support more beds at St.
George’s and also to support
the retention of the South
London. The financial argu-
ments in the paper when
queried were found to be
not quite accurate — ‘simpli-
fied for purposes of getting
the paper out quickly’ said
the District Treasurer.

" The people attending the
meeting weré given a’ first
hand show of exactly how 
600 of those are young
school leavers who ‘have
never had a job.

Labour’s commitment to
abolish tax on the dole, and
our opposition to the
scrapping of earnings related
supplement, together with a
campaign for a major
increase in unemployment

 
decisions affecting their
health are made — on trum-
ped up_statistics, false
figures, on personal interests,
-and in support of a Tory
government determined to
tuin the health of the work-
ing class. °

The most disgusting spec-
tacle was Peter Wayland, a
local Labour Party member,
putting forward his reasons
for supporting the closure.

He spent fifteen minutes
justifying his stand. In his
opinion there:were only two
choices: either close the hos-
pital or resign from the auth-
ority because he would have

~ gone against Fowler’s dictum
that cash limits must be
adheredto.

Members of the Tooting
Labour Party who were
listening were furious and
barracked him throughout
his speech. Andy Harris,
ILEA rep on the committee
gave short shrift to
Wayland’s arguments and
said that the third option
was to vote for St. George’s,
for the retention of the

expansion of health care in
Tooting.

If the Tories then
decided to disband the
authority ‘‘so be it. If we are
put in jail and surcharged
then so be it.” This is the-
kind of attitude that all
Labour members on the
DHAs should be adopting.
It is not their job to do the
Tories’ work for them.

Local women who were
listening had had enough.It
was obvious that the resolu-
tion to close the hospital
would be carried. The frus-
tration of three - hours. of
debate had been too much.
The kindly knife in the back,
the protestations that “we
are sorry and sad but have
no other choice’ were
impossible to swallow.

Some women stormed
the meeting area, ripping out
the microphone and upturn-
ing tables and chairs.

The polite chairperson
and authoritymemberswere
suddenly flustered.

Closing hospitals had
become such a commonplace
thing to them that they
couldn’t quite understand
why people were getting so
upset.

_

They ran out the back
door to another meeting
hall, called the police, and
took the vote to close the
hospital in secret. The vote
was nine to six and the
‘consultation’ procedure will
nowtakepalce.

The real campaign must
now begin. Petitions and
public meetings are a good
and necessary part of the
fight, but the workers in the
hospital must now take a
firm stand against the immi-
nent rundownofthefacilit-
ies and build for a massive
fightback from both the
hospital and the community.

Bermondsey Labour Party. urgently: need help with
their by-election campaign. Each ward in the Ber-
mondsey constituency has been ‘twinned’ with
several London Constituency Labour Parties. Con-
tact your CLP (or phone Herbert Morrison House
01-703 6511) to find out which ward you are
twinned with and mobilise members of your ward
Labour Party to go to Bermondseyandhelp with the
canvassing.
benefit is going to be very
important.
Do you have any particular
plans for winning the votes
of the young people of
Bermondsey?

There is going to be a
special Young Socialists
leaflet. prepared which will
focus first of all on jobs
and the problems of youth
unemployment and also on
the problem that so many

“+ young people have had to
move out of Bermondsey
in recent years because there
are no jobs and no decent
housing. :

It is also important to
attack the Youth Oppor-
tunities Programme for
what it is — cheap labour
and exploitation. It’s a way
of playing on the plight of
the unemployed to get them

to work for more or less
starvation wages, which in
the end boosts the profits of
big business.
How do you think it is
possible to counter
effect of the press witch-
huntagainst you?

The only way is to go
out and. meet people per-
sonally on the doorstep.
And that is what I have
done. In the last year I
have personally met some-
thing like 23,000 people on
the doorstep in. 17,000
homes in the constituency.

This has been an enor-
mous task, in all weathers,
often for six of eight hours
at a time. But the reason
why [ve done it is because
I know it is the only way I
can possibly counteract the
lies of Flect Street.

the

Fi ghting
racistlaws
OVER 200 women came to the ‘Women, Immigration and
Nationality’ Conference in County Hall last October. We
shared our experience of fighting sexist and racist immi-
gration and nationality laws — and there was a huge
enthusiasm generated to go on doing so, as previously
isolatedwomenrealised theircommon-strength. ~

On Sunday,January 30, just over 30 women cameto the
recall meeting to tacklethe problem of how to go on. We
came to no conclusion —~other than to have another
meeting — butthisis an outline of the discussion to show
the problems we face in setting up a worthwhilecommon ~

fight.
Do we want to set up a place where women affected by

immigration and nationality law could seek advice from
other women? This war generally rejected. Wefelt that
women generally seek advice from where they live. A
nationalcentre would not bemuchuse.

‘But we did see a need for a body which could provide
local centres with up-to-date information and which could
assemble informationon the law, lawyers, and on individ-
ual campaigns andspreadit. me

,

But we also need a campaigningbody. There’s a nation-
al campaign waiting to be run to highlight the sexism of
the immigration and nationality laws, as well as their
racism, and to fight them. Such a body could provide
literature — say, a pamphlet on the question — it could

“provide the bridge between women campaigning in
various areas, and it could link up that work with other
bodiesinto a nationalcampaign.

It could bring the issues of immigration and nationality
into. women’s groups, Labour Party Women’s sections,
and women’s trade union caucuses.

But. how do we organise a national campaign? The
meetings so far have been completely open,andit’s been
up to thewomenthereto decide what to do.

We can’t go on just having nationalmeetings, but if we
have a smaller body to run things — say, a Steering
Comrnittee — how do weorganise that?

.

There was a general feeling thatwe don’t want to con-
tinue in the form of a GLC workingparty (one idea which
was put forward). It doesn’t give the impression of being
an autonomous campaign, and would imply we were a
London-basedorganisation,working for women in London
only. ~

The real problem facingus is how to involve the women
who are most-affected by immigration and nationality
laws. For example, there was one suggestion that if we
had somesort of ‘steeringcommittee’ thatwe should make
sure all ethnicminoritieswere represented.

But our black sisters were quick to point out that we
didn’t want anothercampaing dominated by white British
middle-class women, campaigning on behalf of women
affected by immigrationandnationalitylaws.

The space exists for a campaign run by the women
most affected by the laws themselves, leading the cam-
paign, and directing it. This could provide a forum for all
womento act togetherand campaign against the laws and
theireffects.

.

So, another meeting, more discussion. We need to
resolve our differences beforewe act, but I hope it will be
soon. We don’t want to go ahead,findwe’ve got it wrong,
and be a nine-day-wonder campaign. But there is a will
to fight there, and.if we don’t harnessit now, it would be.
@ great waste.

—

~ Jenny Fisher
Next Meeting:

Sunday,March 13, County Hall, London. 1.30-4.30 pm
Creche on premises — All Women Welcome

AFIA BEGUMhas had an interview with Immigration
Officials, and: is now awaiting their decision.

_

Just to
make sure they remember the support her case has,
therehas been

a
picketof theHome Office organised.

AFIAWILLSTAY! — PICKET THE HOMEOFFICE
February 7, 12-2, Queen Anne’s Gate

{opposite St. James’ Parktube]
 

 



 

WINNING?
IT LOOKS more and more
likely that there will be a -

general election in 1983. Its
importance — and-the
importance of a Labour
victory — cannot be over-
estimated.

:Nonetheless, its outcome
— whether a return of the -

Tories, a right wing Labour
administration or a coali-
tion — will mean an inten-
sificationof the struggle on
the industrial front. There
may be different methods,
there. may be different
means, but any adminijstra-
tion taking power will be
forced to attack the trade
unions. -

In these circumstances
it is important to take stock
of theexisting position on
the industrial battlefield,
the problems and _pros-
pects, if we are to prepare
for thebigbattlesto come.
~The Thatcher govern-

ment’s economic policies
have failed. Attempts to
control the money supply
have . .

John Mcliroy
opens a
discussion on
recent set-
backs for the
labour move-
ment — and
how toturn
the trend

futile. Attempts to cut
state spending have foun-
dered on the rocks of the
massiveincreases in unem-
ploymentbenefits. Produc-
tivity and profitabilitygains
are wholly insufficient for
the bosses. There are no

igns of the much heralded 
 

upturn. It certainly will not
occur before the General
Election.

The next twelve months
promise a small increase in
inflation, continuing
pressure on interest rates,
a climb in: unemployment
of around 400,000 and out-
put static or increasing
only marginally.

Yet Thatcher has scored ©

a_substantial_political
success. Her conscious-
ness of the interests of her
elass, her decisive,
pugnacious leadership,
have consdolidated the
coalition of middle class
and- backward working
class support that gave
her theedge in 1979.

AndtheTories’ coherent
strategy and elan confront
unrequited collaboration,
disorientation and defeat-
‘ism in the leadership of the
labour movement.

Thatcher’s ‘political
offensive, symbolised by
the Falklands, and high-
lighted at the moment by

 « control
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the confident raising of
basic questions of trade
unin democracy and func-
tion in Tebbit’s
Paper, has exploited all the
weaknesses of the working
class movement. The exist-
ing leadership represents
reflects and_reinforces
those weaknesses: and
That¢ther -has knocked
whateverstuffingtherewas
out of the General Council
and Labour Party tops.
Even sections of the Com-
munist Party are now dis-
cussing how the left can
appropriate Thatcher’s
succéss with issues such as
patriotism and law and
order, or forge a coalition

_

withtheSDP.

Kinneil

As 1983 opened, the
decision to let the NCB
close Kinneil Colliery
put the top hat on a major
reverse for the NUM —

the crack troops in the
working class army — in
the war over wages andpit
closures. :

The action in South
Wales was called off, and
now any movementagainst
closures is unlikely in the
short term. .

The Tory government
has blunted the edge that
the proletariat’s Praetorian
Guard gained throughtheir
successful action over
closures in early 1981. The
position of Scargill and the
left within the NUM has
beenskilfullyundermined.

This setback, coming hot
on the heels of the defeat
of the CPSA and SCPS
social security staff over the
vital issue-of cuts in social
services, simplyset theseal
on the 1982 as a year of
retreat on the industrial
front.

Bothfor traditionallywell
organised groups — such
as the car workers who
failed to take action over
the victimisation of Alan
Thornett — and for those
new to the struggle, such
as the NHS workers sent
backwitha worse deal than
wason offer monthsbefore,
victory has been elusive on
every issue: pay, condi-
tions, union rights, redun-
dancyorclosure.

Control
The TUC has moved to a

new level of involvement to
the fightback,

taking greater powers than
Sever before to intervene

in strikes. at the Special
Wembley Conference in
April. It illustrated what
this meant in practice by
moving like greased light- -

ning to break the ASLEF

Green
_.

Resolute Tories,
union leaders who
put the telescope
to theirblindeye
when a fight back
-appears — that’s

,therecipeforsell-
outs and defeats

|

strike — and with the
rapidity of a senile tortoise
to organise support for
Sean Geraghty in what was
an obvious dress rehearsal
for employers using
Tebbit’s law against mili-
tnats.

It was clear by the end of
“last year — if it wasn’t
before — that the view of
the General Council is not
merely that industrial
action cannot win but
that action must not take
place becauseit endangers
already ‘weakend union
organisation and the
possibilities of a 1974-
style Labour government
beingreturned. .

What was most worrying
was the: success of this
strategy within the move-
ment,

All the broad indices of -

the level of
. militancy

appear to confirm this
dismal picture. Days lost
through strikes in 1982
were four million down on
the 12 million figure of
1980. Paper pay settle-
ments are averaging
around 7%, and real take-
home pay has been on a
downward spiral for the
past twenty-fourmonths.

Employers are attempt-
ing to restructure industrial
relations, workingpractices
andjob controls to intensify
the rate of exploitation. A
recent study in local
government, transport and
engineering in the Man-
chester area confirmed
this.Stewards’ facilitiesare
beingwhittled down, stew-
ards are being successfully
bypassed in favour of a

direct approach to the
members.

Stewardsare beingeffec-
tively victimised or pres-
sured out. Some are not
replaced, others opt for a
quietlife.

GECopted out of nation-
al bargaining to negotiate
plant based agreements
linked to productivity:
“‘the closer the bargain to
the point of production the
morerealistic — thatis, the
lower — it will be’’.
(Financial Times, 18
December1982).

British Steel

.
The refusal of BSC to

negotiate nationally,
insisting on lecal deals
‘inked to radical changes
in work practices’’, shows
the employers attempting
to maximise the advantage
the swing in bargaining
powergives them.

imilarly,the attempt to
abolish nationalbargaining
in the water industry, and
discussion of sectional
arrangements in the NHS,
show the government’s
conscious
undermining the potential
of nationalstrike action and
maximising sectional
attitudes through sectional.
structures.

Two-year deals, achiev-
ing greater predictability
and managerial control in
the NHS, BL, BOC, Hoov-
er, British Airways, Liver-
pool Docks and Indepen-
dent Television, and the
three year deal at Cater-
pillar Tractors have blazed

strategy of

 
 

the way for other employ-
ers.

‘The Megaw.Report is
talking about 4-year deals
in-the Civil Service. In the
public sector thereis even a
flight from traditional
employers’ tactics such as
arbitration.

Other employers are
scrutinising. the attempts
of Birmingham Corporation
and British Rail to weaken

~ closed shop agreements in
accordance with Tebbit.
Requirements for secret
ballots for the election of
stewards and to approve
industrial action are being
writtne into procedures.
Companies are attempting
to removethepolitical levy
from check-off arrange-
ments.

A recentFinancial Times
report on the West Mid-
lands typifies the switch
from the velvet glove to
the mailed fist we are
seeing across industry.

“Shop stewards have
been consulted, but the
choice of -whether to
change work practices or
face even bigger redundan-
cies has been put direct to
employees. The emphasis
placed upon the survival of
the company has strength-
ened the role of the line
manager as against the
industrial relation special-
ist.

“A lot of the jobs once
considered very important,
such as organised training
courses and services to
improvethequalityof staff,
are now regarded as peri-

_pheral.
“Thetrend nowis to give
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control to the line. manag-
ers. They are the peoplewhotake the responsibility
for production; they can
also managethelabour.’’

Thereport points out that
in this area pay increases
have fallen to within the
range 4%-6% and con-
cludes:

“Throughout West Mid-
lands industry there is a
growingbeliefthatthe sub-
stantial productivity
advances made —_the
shakeout of surplus labour,
tke flexibilityin work prac-
tices and the brekdown of
inter-union skills— will
not beclawedback.

The unions eeefailedto
come to terms with Torystrategies such asprivatisa-tion, which are intended in
British Telecom,

_
local

authoritiesand the NHSto
permanently weaken
bargaining power. And
government and employers
have chalked up success
after successin thefight for
redundancies.

They have effectively
shifted the ground so that
voluntary redundancy and
natural wastage agree-

tments are seen as major
successes. A fight is likely
only against compulsory
redundancies or closures,
and even there the chances
of a stand-off, let alone a
fall for the employer, are
slim.

Destruction

 
Thereis no sign of a slow

down in the destruction of
the traditional manufactur-
ing industries. Steel is the
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most pertect.example. But
take engineering. It has
lost 22% of its workforce
since 1979. On one day in
January 1,000 jobs were
declared lost in. the. West
Midlands car components

~ industry
Less dramatically, the

North West. Engineering
Employers Association
covering Liverpool and
Manchester reported 2,640
job losses from September
to November 1982, and
announced 500 redundan-
cies in thefirst full week of

|December. Comparable
figures were returned by
other local associations
such as Bolton, Wigan and
Preston.

The reserve army of
nearly five million unem-
ployed, swollen by such
casualties, also represents
a serious decline in trade
union membership. A
vicious circle of member-
ship loss — financial prob-
lems — conservative stance
on industrial struggle —

more membership loss has
beenset up.

The TUC lost 500,000
members last year. Themembership of affiliates
stands at 10.5 million,
almost two milliondown on
the 1979 peak.

Union membership
returns are optimistically
inaccurate but the TGWU,
for example, despite amal-
gamations, claims 1.6
million compared with its
2.2 million peak. The
GMWUadmits losing 1,000
members.a week, and even
a relatively

—_
protected

organisation like the 
 
 

&.

EETPU has lost 30,000
membersin the last eight-
een months.

The organisational dan-
gers of poor leadership can
be seen in the case of the
NUR, whereattempts to
discipline those who. black-
legged on the national
stoppage have led to. a
management-orchestrated
exodusin several branches.

~ Nor should we under-
estimate the impact of
unemployment in dividing
and demoralisingthe work-
ing class. Apart from exert-.
ing pressure on the unem-
ployed, it cuts a whole
generationoff from involve-
ment and training in the
unions, and opens them to
the full force of Thatcher’s
ideas. 25% of workers
under 20 are out of a job.

Unemploymentalso rein-
forces other divisions,
with areas such as the
South East remainingrela-
tively sheltered compared
with Scotland, Merseyside
or Wales, and the public
utilities being reasonably
well off compared with
manufacturingindustry.

This. catalogue of un-
relieved gloom is important
to assimilate. It presents,
however, a one-sided pic-
ture. Even in its details it
needsdeveloping. .

Despite its eventual
failure, the NHS dispute
illustrated the deep reser-
voir of anger and aggres-
sion that exists amongst
workers newto trade union-
ism and inexperienced’ in
large scale

_
industrial

struggle. It also produced
solidarity action unparallel-
 

 

 

‘ ed since 1926, overshadow-
ing in the. depths of reces-
sion the action against the
Industrial Relations Act in
1972.

The Sean Geraghty affair
_

Showed that rank and_ file
militants are prepared to
fight Tebbit, even without
the support of their union
or theTUC.

The pages of. the left
press disclose weekly that
workers are prepared to
struggle not only over
wages but over jobs and
over unin rights.-Daily
Telegraph; Leyland Win-
dows; Heathfields; London
Newspapers; BBC TV;
electricians; Rhondda
Council workers; Park
Royal Ambulance workers;
National Union of Students
employees; Air India;
Sandharand Kang; Arling-
ton House — thelist is a
long one.

Most encouragingly,
it includes many workers
regarded as weakly organ-
ised and newin trade union
terms. It covers women
workers, and it covers
blacks

The recent disputes at
the Times and at P.S.
Raindi and at Timex high-
light the small-scale and
limited victories which are
still being won. The social
security offices strike, in
particular, showed that
workers are prepared to
strike for a considerable
period over cuts and are
prepared to say ‘no’ to the
attempts of the full-time
officials to send themback.

Resistance is strong
considering the levelpotunemployment.Paperpayrises (and they
are still rises) are more or
less matching the rate of
inflation, and their decline
is being halted — although
a Balkanisation is taking
place as the weaker groups
are separated from the
stronger.

The fall in

_
inflation

meansthatthereal value of
pay rises was higher in
1982 than in 1981. A recent
report by Industrial Rela-
tions Review and Report
notes a broad stabilityin a“study of 600 pay settle-
ments between November
1981 and November1982 —

between 5% and 9%, with
a recent bunching around
7%. Though noting that
productivity deals” and
demanning were all too
often an ingredient, they
also confirm the TUC evid--
ence on moves towards
shorter working hours,
longer holidays and fringe
benefits.

The Tories failed to
impose a 4% pay limit in

JOHN
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 settlements were for 3% or
less. The miners, for
example, were turned back
but 8.5% is far more than
will be available next time
round. Other groups
received final offers of 3 or
4% and ended up with 5,
6or 7%.

While strike days are
down, 1982 still showed an
increase — almost a doubl-
ing — on the previous
twelve months. The
number of workers -taking
part in industrialactionwas
also sharply up, at about
2.4 million — and if these
figures aré down on the
average of the previous
decade (nearly 12m) they
still show a considerable
level of resistance.

The samecan besaid of
thefigures on trade union
membership. Unions which

will increasingly become
the cockpit of the class
struggle such as NUPE and
COHSE have seen their
membership increasing,
and NALGOhas just regis-
tered a small loss after an

- increase over the previous

the last pay round. A CBI -

survey showed that only
about 30 of 1150 reported

two years.
The growthof unemploy-

ment has -not yet precipi-
tated a secondary haemorr-
hage of employed workers
leaving the unions because
of their ineffectiveness. In
unions like the NUT or
CPSA, where these factors
might be expected to oper-
ate, membership loss is
stillcuts-based.

There is a downturn but
no decisive defeat. Our
overall verdict must bethat
thesevere setbacksof 1982,
particularly in the NUM,
ilustrate that there is a
retreat on the industrial
front. To fail to recognise
this would be to indulge in
wishful thinking.

Nevertheless, Thatcher
has not succeeded in
imposing a crucial defeat
on the unions. They remain
organisationallyintact. The
gameis not up as the TUC

 

‘fight the

INU

~ relentless

 

would have us believe.The
possibilitiesof a fightback
and the power to under-
take it are still there. One

. group of workers confront-
ing the government could
still_at this stage provide
theopportunity.

Whether we look at
British Leyland (the
massive vote at Cowley
Assembly Plant for indus-
trial-actionover wages, the
night shift vote to support —

Alan Thornett), the miners
(the vote for action in
Scotland, South Wales,
Kent, the fact that Kinneil
was willing to fight), or
the NHS dispute, we see
thatevenafter all the shots
are called against the

' workers there is-a_ size-
able minority willing to

Tories and a
smaller minority conscious

of thewhy and how.
Moreover, if we are to

start analysing thepresent
relationship of class fortes,
we haveto set this empir-
ical evidence against
class requirements of the
Tories and British capital.
Despite -three. years.’

hammering
away, despite an unprece-
dented level of post-war
unemployment, Thatcher
has failed as yet to even
emulate the last Labour
government in imposing
between 1974 and 1977
what the economists
Andrew Glyn and John
Harrison calculated as the
greatest cut in living stan-
dardsthiscentury.

She has not yet decisive-
ly, still less permanently,

:
blunted the working class
organisations which stand
between her and

_
her

requirements: a lasting
reduction in the share
going to wages, a lasting
increase in productivity, a
lasting restructuring of
British capital.

If she is to achieve these
objectives, Thatcher needs
to impose a defeat of inter-

 ‘union

of
.
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war. proportions on the
working class. Yet. if we
look back to 1920, the year
when theeattempt to break
the working class strength
amassed during ‘‘theGreat
Unrest’? and the First
World War began, we find
that organisationally the
unions are far stronger
today than they were then.
They cover a far wider
range of workers, with far
superior organisation
and ‘with a far greater
potential stranglehold over
the productive process and
the whole functioning of
society.

Stewards
Of course in this sphere

there are weaknesses,
weaknessés exploited and.
developed by state orches-
trated attempts to ‘‘reform
industrial relations’’ from
the mid 60s to 1979.
Written agreements have
tied down shop stewards.
Formal grievance, disci-
plinary and shop stewards
procedures; closed shop
and check-off arrange-
ments {agreements all
influenced and under-.
pinned by allegedly pro-legislation); the
replacement of piecework
by measured day systems;

the growth of full-time
convenors_inhierarchical
workplacestructures, have
all pulled stewards awayfrom theirmembersand led
to greater integration in,
and control by; formal
union machinery and
formal rational negotiating
machinery.

This problem is. also
present in the new unions,
where, despite in many
cases less bureaucratised
union structures, steward
systems have often been
fostered from above.
The stewards have never
had the direct bargaining
over cash which wasat the
root of the close relation-
ship with members devel-
oped by stewards in manu-
facturing industries, and
they have developed work-
place organisation within

‘the confines of the pro-
cedure-based industrial

-relations of the last 15
years.

But while organisational
developments are “import-
ant, it is in the field ofpolitics ratherthanorganis-
ation that the problems of
organising a fightback
really lie.

In the next part of this
article we will look at some
of the political arguments
and analyses.

Continued next week
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iFightingracism:
    eaemosOCA ataTi 

JOHN Fernandes, a black
teacher, was employed by,
Hendon Police College to
run a course of ‘multi-
cultural’ education. When
he insisted on running the
course not by examining
the culture, habits and atti-
tudes of different parts of
the black population, but
instead by taking up the
racist attitudes he found in
manyof the cadets, he was
sacked.

The Ad Hoc Defend John
Fernandes campaign has

Axe over
by George McLean

LIKE others throughout
Britain, hospital workers in
Manchester have been
stabbed in the back by
Spanswick and his conspir-
ators. But we are here now
faced with mutilation by
the North-Western Region-
al Health Authorityand the
DHSS.

No sooner were the
knives of section action
pulled out thanwe read our
obituaries in the evening
paper. We'd lost the
nationalpay battle, but also
in Central Manchester —

one of our three District
Health Authorities — there
are to be 250 surgical beds
‘relocated’ with a conse-
quent loss of at least 600

Ss. .

Further, this story had
been leaked to the press,
not by management,. but
by a consultant. The bosses
a Region were enraged
thattheir masks of concern
for the NHS had been
mpped away to expose the
wuth that they are merely
the cimgmg servants of
Fewer

replacemext — “John Page
- cowmcesy knows where
tee mex: par-chedue is
comrg SomCader a tex year strate-
gc plar pubbshed in 1979
Region estimated that

Black teacher
sacked by cops

been set up to fight John’s
sacking and also on the
issues of police racism and
academicfreedom.

The executive of NAT-
FHE, John’s union, have
said they will take the case
up only on an individual,
casework basis, not in

_terms..of the wider issues
‘involved. But, as John
says, ‘‘it’s not' me who's
the problem, it’s the
police’’.

Support for John’s cam-
paign has come from the

€

Sick? Passportplease!
ON OCTOBER1last year
internal checks came into
force in the National Health
Service.

The aim is supposedly to
prevent abuse by overseas
visitors who are not eligible
for free health care. Tory
minister Norman Fowler
reckons that £6- million a
year could be saved, £1
million from overseas
studentsalone.

An independent survey
conducted in Manchester
revealed that less than 1%.

.
of patients would be liable

-to pay, and the figure of £6
million is no more than a
guess.

The checks are thus not
aimed at saving money,but
have anotherpurpose.

The implementation of
internal controls is a ‘two-
fold attack on the working
class. Firstly, it is a direct
attackon blackpeople.

All black. people will be
seenfirstly as visitors, and

National Convention of
BlackTeachers, the Labour
group on Brent council
(which employs the teach-
ers atthe Police College),
and other black and labour
movementorganisations..

Resolutions are needed
to Brent Council and to the
NATFHE executive sup-
porting John’s campaign.
So is financial support.
Contact Ad Hoc John Fer-
nandes Committee, 16
Ashley Rd, London N19.

 

After thepay fight — nowthefight for jobsand services
Central Manchester DHA-
would serve a much smaller
populationas people moved
to the suburbs. This meant

- relocating certain services
to outlying areas from the

_ prestigious Manchester
royal Infirmary,St. Mary’s
Hospital, and the Royal
Eye Hospital.

At a meeting on Novem-
ber 29. 1982 theRegion and
the DHSS sexc che 2 ow
toes if noo smc
was OTT. Se ett:
recess a Sa tex
reductions shouid begin by
1985. &.

But the Region’s figures
are extremelydubious, and
even the Community
Health Council — not
exactly a revolutionary
socialist body — has recom-

mended that theybe rejec-
ted. The Joimt Shop
Stewards Committee,
which came out of last
year’s dispute, have
numerous and powerful
objections to the strategic
plan.

Crucially. the statistics
underestimatethe rumbers
of patients we¢ reac Ther
seem i he besec oe Mar-
reser IOSrikbet secvmg
=e icstIes. amc anyone
BR Ig Eee Sese Snes
= pcgec ouside ourcatchmentarea. Region has
failedto allow for thechoice
of hospital by patients and
GPs. Moreover, we take
patients from way outside

_Manchester.
~ Are peripheral hospitals
going to be as technically

 

will have to provetheir
right to free health care.
A new form with three
questions has been intro-
duced, but in many places
the person’s passport will
be, and has been,asked for
as proofofeligibility.

Secondly, this could be
another move towardspri-
vatisation of the NHS,
with insurance schemesin
place of. universal care.
It is a first breach in theprincipal of provision for
all.

At the ‘No Pass Laws In
Health’ conference held in
December last year, the
trade unions involved had
the opportunity to put for-
ward their prografhme of
resistance.

Checks
CoHSE, represented. by

Malcolm Macmillan, re-
cognised that the checks
were discriminatory ag-

ainst ‘non-whites’, and that
both the trade unions and
the public had been hood-
winked.

CoHSE’s proposed plan
of action is non-cooperation
with the scheme on the
grounds that abuse is
insignificant. But if
members are threatened
with suspension for not
implementing the checks,
then CoHSEis not prepar-
ed to take any industrial
action or risk any jobs over
thisissue.

The reason for the lackof
resistance against the
checks was put down to the
unwillingness of members
to fight. Apparently the
same reason goes for NUPE
and NALGO not having any
policy of ‘resistance, not
even non-cooperation.

Alternative arguments
were however put forward.
Andrea Campbell, CoHSE
Broad Left candidate for
general secretary, argued-

Unions sup
‘THISis only the start of the campaign,’ pledged Bengali
social worker, Muhammed Idrish, after hearing that his
appeal to stay in Britain hadfailed.

The Home Office claims that he is partly responsible
for thebreakdown ofhis marriage to a British-born womanand should bedeported.

Buthe is not even legally separated, let alone divorced.
The adjudicatorhas only the HomeOffice’s word forit.
Butthatis enough for him!

All throughthereport, the governmentsolicitor’s state-
ments are taken as gospel truth, while Idrish’s defenceis
dismissed as ‘not true’, ‘an unsatisfactory explanation’,
‘a direct lie’, and so on.

But in a situation where the Home Office makes the
charges, appoints theadjudicator,and the final appeal can
only be made to the Home Secretary, what chance: of
justice is there?

As Idrish said after thedecision was announced,‘This is
a typicalexample.of the way thatthevicious and discrimi-
natory immigration lawsare used.’

The Muhammed Idrish Defence Committee is calling

well-equipped as the long-
established services in
Central. Manchester? As
underfunding is at the
heart of the strategic
plan, the answer is clearly
no.

Not only do the Central
bospais serve the depri-
vec immer ckY Moss Side is
cc ocr coorstep:. but the
reshuffie of beds will mean
at least 600 jobs lost (some
estimates are up to 2,000),
so aggravatingthe physical
and mental problems that
unemployment brings to
families.

It’s true that some con-
sultants could move to new
hospitals. But the ancillary
and technical staff would
largely be left behind.
We've yet to hear from

 
Region what would happen
to staff who refused to be
pushed miles away. Maybe
we'd be issued withbikes.

But even withthemedics
all is not well. They rightly
object to teams of workers
bemg broken up. Apart
from the loss of prestige —

important to consultants
and administrators — the
JSSC agrees that reloca-
tion does not mean a better

-

all-round service.
Devious

Workersmust see clearly
thattheRegionis deviously
trying to disguise the 2%
cut in the NHS by buying
off someDistricts.

Manyworkersin the hos-
vitals have been danger-

that if the leader:..p of the
unions werewillingto back
up their members, then
those members would be

- morelikelyto fight.
Writer Amrit Wilson

rightly pointed out that the
NHS has been, and is,
increasingly used as an
instrument for racism. The
lack of provision for such
illnesses as rickets, sickle
cell, TB,etc., and the muchlower level ‘of wages for
jobs wherea large proport-
ion are black workers,
shows the racism in the
NHS.

The checks are just the
latest move in what is be-
coming a ‘state war’ ag-
ainst black people. The
checks are not separate
from the severe exploita-
tion of blackpeople both in
this country and in other
countries bled dry by the
multinationals.

Nor are they separate
from the new immigration .

by Jessica
Daniels

controls, the 1981 Nation-
ality Act (nowimplement-
ed), the threat of deporta-
tion or forced repatria-
tion, and thepolice’s moves
towards increased ‘crowd
control’ and’ control of
street crime. These new
checks represent a> new
expansion of internal con-
trols of blackpeople.

Speakers
All Socialist Organiser

supporters. should_invite
speakers from: this cam-
paign to black, community,
women’s, and labour move-
ment meetings. We necd to
.mobilisenow to fight for a
leadership of the labour
movement that will fight
state racism.

For more information
and speakers: No Pass
Laws to Health campaign,
c o 146 Kentish Town Rd,
London NW1[01-607 2461
or 01-485 6672).

ort Idrish
on the 19 Labour MPs who have supported his case to
lead a delegation to see the Home Secretary to support his
right to stay.

Idrish will also be speaking to the Birmingham Trades
Council meeting on February 3rd, and ASTMSBirming-
ham Central Branch has put forward a resolution suppor-
ting him. He has already won the full backing of his
NALGObranchandof theunion’s West Midlands region.

Aresolution is also going to the next London regional -

meeting andto theunion’snationalconference.
Supporters of the campaign will form a deputation to

see Muhammed Idrish’s MP, Peter Snape, on Friday 4th,
and hewillalso be speaking at a meeting called by Sand-
well branchLabour Party on February 11.
v SANDWELLBRANCH LABOURPARTY

PUBLICMEETING
Against theImmigrationLaws
7.30pm Rookery Road School

Speakers: Alex Lyon, MP; MuhammedIdrish;
PhilRose [Prospective Councilcandidate]

ously sceptical about these
cuts. The -JSSC has been
refused permission to hold
a mass meeting of staff to
discuss the implications.

In fact, the administra-
tors have not recognised
the JSSC as a negotiating
body of affiliated trades
unions, preferring instead
to maintain the ‘Joint
Management/Staff-. Com-
mittee’ — a Good Ship
Lollipop packed with the
so-called
organisations like the RCN
whose only contribution to
the 1982 struggle was to
scab. The affiliated unions
have withdrawn from this
farcical talking-shop.

We nowhear that North
and South Manchester
Health Districts are faced
with 175 and 301. bed-
closures respectively. The
total loss in Manchester
would be equivalent to
closing an entire District
Hospital.

Weare now seeing Tory
national health policy in
action. Unless health
workers and comrades out-
side the NHS unite in
resisting any such cuts,
Fowler’s axe will swing
wide and deep.

The lessons we learned .

in 1982 must not be for-
gotten. We can win work-
ing class unity and resist-
ance on the immediate
issues of decimated patient

professional ~

 anchester health
care and job-losses — but
for socialists there must be
morethan‘fire-fighting’.

At the core our unity
must be centred on under-
standing the political
nature of the cuts. The
issues go deep into the
debate about patients’
and workers’ control of
health delivery, and the
lack of accountabiilty of
administrators and medics...
Ultimately, workers mustquestion the priorities’ and
aims of NHS bureaucrats,
governments, and the
multinationalswho pull the
strings.

Immediate
On the immediate issue,

we are makingcontactwith
local political and other
pressure groups including
Labour MPs. With or
without management per-
mission we.must soon have
a.mass meeting. The Com-
munity Health Council has
arranged a public meeting
for February10 in the Town
Hall at 7.30pm.

I shall endeavour to keep
SO readers fully informed
about this fundamental
fight. Messages of support
to:

George McLean, Central
District JSSC Secretary,
c/o Pathology, St. Mary’s
Hospital, Manchester
M13 0JH.
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Tensof
thousandsof
old people are
dying because
of government
policies. Anne
Marie Sweeney
reports

Last winter tens of thous-
ands of people died as a
result of government
policies in thiscountry.

Yet hardly a word has
beensaid about this ‘‘geno-
cide’ by the main trade
union and labour move-
mentorganisations.

There have been no TUC
marches, no strikes;
nobody seems particularly
concerned.

Last winter 46,243people
over 65 died in December
compared to 33,002 in
June 1982, a difference of
13,241 people.

Most of them died
eitherdirectly from thecold
or from __cold-related
illnesses —_bronchitis,
pneumonia or heart condi-
tions
couldn’t cope withtheextra
strain of losing body
heat.

ITV’s ‘World in Action’
(Monday. January 17) gave
a devastatingbreakdown of
how this happens to what
must count as one of the
most oppressed sections of
capitalist society, the
elderly.

Elderly
The elderly are being hit

hardest in every direction
by Torypolicies.

The cutbacks in housing
programmesleave them in
cold, damp, delapidated
housing; theyfacecutbacks
in welfare and social
services, fewer health
visitors, social workers,
home helps; increases in
fares and cutbacks in
transport services.

Health service beds for
geriatricpatients have been
the first to go and elderly
patients have been send
homeearly. Staffing in old
people’s homes has been
cut, homes closed, and
charges put up for home
helps and meals on wheels.
Foodbillsand heating costs
have beensoaring.

After muchresearch, the
last Labour -government
issued guidelines that 70°
Fahrenheitwas the temper-
ature day and night.recom-
mended for the elderly ‘in
winter, and that they
should notlive in tempera-
tures belowthis.

When it was reported
that nine out of ten over-
65s were living in temper-
atures below70° and this
necessitated some action,

-the Labour government
withdrewits guidelines and
buried them!

Figures
This year’s figures show

55% of the elderly over
* 65 years living at temper-
atures below 60° (the legal
minimum level set for
workplace health and
safety). 75% .live below
65°.

The major reason so
few have adequate heating
is cost. Few can keep ade-
quate. heating in the day-
time withelectric fires with
billsover £100 let alone at.
night as well.

But Lynda Chalker, Tory
Minister for the DHSS
doesn’t think the govern-
mentshouldinterferein the
level of heating a person

where the heart

_
over,

KI 

We read many headline stories about old people
brutally battered to deathby thugs.

Why would the press not print the story of the 80-
year old woman who was found a weekafter she died
fallingonto her cold stone floorwhile trying to light
her electric fire with a box of matches? That same
week she had been refused admission to Longworth
geriatrichospital — becausethe Toriesare closing it —

down!

has:
‘“T am one of thosé who

_

believes that people would
like to make their own
decision on this sort of
thing.’’

Heating
The heating in Lynda

Chalker’s department
offices is a permanent 76°!

In 1951 6.8millionpeople
were over 65; in 1983 there
are almost 10 million.

In 1971 1.8 million were
over 75. In 1982/3 the
figure is 3.2 million.

|The ageing population
is creating a ‘problem’ for
society, as important as
unemployment.

Howconvenient it would
be if nearly 13.5 thousand
unemployed could die
quietly, unobtrusively, in
cold weather, with no pub-
licity — their workingdays

no more use to
society, simply causing a
lot of unnecessary expense
in social security.

What an outcry there
would be!

The scale of the indict-
ment of this system, that
basesitself on planning for
profit, not need, is shown ©

by the neglect and suffer-
ing of those who have
worked all their lives to
build it, and are left to die
in thecold.

Women
The great majority of

pensioners are women.
When socialists and
feminists talk of women

|trapped in the home, tew
think of elderly women,
literally stranded in their
homes, with a lifetime of
caring: behind them and
nobody to care for them
now.

Look at the conditions
they live in. Incontinent
and noindoortoilet — over
65 years old, 12%; over 75
years old 15%.

No central heating, no
coalfires, no hot water...

Every worker anticipates
old age. Not everyone
thinks yf themselves as
being uriemployed. But for

- many the poverty of unem-
ploymentwillsimply merge
into the poverty of a
pension,withjust a change
in name.

Feel
Workers do

_
feel as

strongly about the elderly
and would fight for those
who can’t fight back, given
a lead anda direction.

.The - employed have
shown this year they are
capable of great solidarity
action over the NHS dis-
pute. It was criminal this

wasnot allowed to develop
further to bring down the
Tories.

There are plenty of
opportunities to organise
similarsolidarityaction.

Hundreds of important
services to the elderly are
being cut. Workers must
organiseto fight these cuts
by occupation of hospitals,
homes, day centres for the
elderly.threatened with
closure, by organising
supporting strike action
withinthearea.

By boycotting work on
the administration of
charges e.g. on home
helps, meals on wheels.

By defending—direct
works for sheltered hous-
ing. .

.

By taking strike action
with emergency cover to
prevent any further run-
down of already skeleton
staffing levels, in hospitals,
homehelps, social worker
staffing.

Demandsfor the care of
the elderly flow over into
demands for a_ useful
programme of public
works that would create
new jobs. In every street
and district there should
be provision of sheltered,
centrally heated housing,
witha warden and a system
of free transport. All over
60 should have a free heat-
ing allowance, and be
entitled to free meals on
wheels and home help
services. It is not a lot to
offer those who have
workedall their lives.

“IT MADE me, and I dare
say many others, realise that
if you’re out of work or
drawing benefit, you aren’t
classed as a humanbeingany
longer. You are just a gov-
ernmentstatistic which can
be spied on, attacked,arrest~-
ed, persecuted and used
whenever and for whatever
reason the bureaucrats and
capitalists thinkup.”

Those are the words of
Tony Kelleher, one of the
people ‘held then released
when police arrested 283
claimants in Oxford last aut-

‘umn, and they form. the
foreword to a detailed study
just published of what the
police called
Major and the press dubbed
‘The Sting’.

.

The report, drawn up by
five organisations, roundly
condemnsthe raid as a poli-
tical exercise designed to
heighten anti-claimant

Operation .

hysteria.
It has been written by

freelance journalist Ros
Franey,who haspainstaking-
ly researched the raid, sub-
sequent court appearances,
and press propaganda.

It includes the first pub-
lished account of a state-
ment to police alleging that
one of the landlords was
collecting money

—
from

claimants not staying at his
address.

The report is essential
treading for anyone who
wants an understanding of
the role of the statc towards
the homeless and unemploy-
ed. The presumption behind
the whole operation — to
borrow a phrase used about
Stephen Waldorf — is that
they are cither guilty or
“ainted with criminality’,
and therefore fair game for
any abuse ofcivil rights.

The report publishes fig-

ures collected. on a local
community association com-
puter, which showsthetotal
fraud involved in Operation
Major at just under £60,000
including offences taken into
account. This is a far cry
from the £1.5_ million
quoted without. a source in
the Fleet Street coverage. (In
fact, when the amount
claimants were entitled to is
taken into account,the sum
involved in the frauds falls

_still lower).
‘Poor Law’ is casy to

read, well set out, and a fas-
cinating insight into... the
mechanics of

.
the police,

courts and press coverage
they gencrated. It is weaker
on its recommendations. It
calls for a police authority
investigation into the role of
the police, and an investiga-
tion by the Lord Chancel-
Jors department into the
tole of the courts,

by Peter
McIntyre

But against this, and en-
couragingly, ‘Poor Law’calls
for guidelines to be drawn
up by the NUJ and the tech-
nicians’ union ACTT for
filming and reporting of

_

social security events.
‘Poor Law’ is published,

price£1.95, by CHAR (cam-
paign for single homeless

LING OFF THE
ELDERLY 

people); Child Poverty Ac-
tion Group; Claimants’ Def-
ence -Committee; National
Association of Probation Of-
ficers; and National Council
for. Civil Liberties. It can be
obtained via Socialist Organ-
iser, 28 Middle Lane, Lon-
don N8 (include 25p p&p).
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  ‘Autonomy’call is not democratic Writeback
JIM Denham’s letter in
SO 116 compoundsthecon-
fusion in the calls for Prot-
estant autonomy within a
federal, united Ireland
which have appeared in
recent issues of Socialist
Organiser.. He says this is
part of a democratic pro-
gramme to ‘‘take into
account and (hopefully)
neutralise the protestant
community’s fear of and
hostility towards unifica-
tion.’’

This leaves out of
account the political - role
allotted to the Protestant
community by imperial-
ism and the basis for that
community’s hostility to
Irish unity.

Autonomy for minority
groups can have a legiti-
mate place in a Marxist.

programme,e.g. a call for
an autonomous Kashmir
in a united socialist states
of India, or autonomy for
he Basque country in
pain. In all these cases

autonomy would involve
oppressed, disadvantaged
minorities.

The Moslem population
of Kashmir were forced
into the Union of India in
1947 on the whim oftheir
Sikh prince, whilecentralis-
ing governments in Madrid
have traditionally suppres-
sed the cultural identity ofthe Basques.The situation of the
Northern Ireland Protes- —

tants is quite different.
This community has for
generations been used as
the agent of British imper-
ialism to oppress, exploit

 
ofBritish imperialism”
and divide Ireland; in
return it has enjoyed rela-
tive material privileges
compared withthe Catholic
majority. Partition en-
shrined \ these

. privileges,
empowered the Protes-
tants to oppress the Cathol-
ics in the north,and per-
petuated the division of

as
A

This community hasfor generations been used as theagent

the Irish workingclass.
The task for Marxists is

to -convince Protestant
workersthattheir interests
lie in unity with the Cath-
olic working class. Of
course that must involve
the formulation of demo-
cratic demands,but inthe
Irish context autonomyAlgiers masterpiece

WHILE Martin Thomas’
review of The Battle of
Algiers explained the
historical background, it
failedto give an idea of why
the filmis so powerful and
convincing.

Part of Pontecorvo’s
achievement is that. he
doesn’t fall into the trap of
producing a socialist
Western, with the FLN as
the ‘goodies’ and_the
French ‘as the ‘baddies’.
Events are presented in a
far more neutral way — as
if they speak for them-
selves.

The film’s political
sympathy with the FLN is
not based on glossing over
the FLN’s methods,such as

POEMS:
HAVE
A GO

CONGRATULATIONS on
publishing the poem by
Ray Attwell in SO 116. I
would like to see more
poetry and suggest that
otherreaders have a go.

Politics involves a bit
more than strikes and the
last GMC meeting,and our
personal experience under
capitalism is political and
should be communicated to
our brothers and_sisters.
Wehave to try and change
ourselves as people whilst
struggling to overcome the
system that produces the
deformations that at times
make us worse’ than
animals.

For example, why have
there been no articles on
ecological movements in
SO? Look at the Greens in
the FRG.

Also, your coverage of
CND had been extremely
limited, almost tokenistic.

I really do think that
someoftheletters, such as
that from Nottingham SO
are very silly indeed. It is
tremendous that these
women have done some-
thing.

Congratulate them on
this,and thencriticise them
in a supportive and sisterly

.

fashion, otherwise you just
piss themoff.

But coming back to Ray,
I do think that his poem,
which obviously reflects his
experience on the- factory
floor was too macho-male
and northern workingclass
centred. And what about
the sexism ofthetitle?

The poem glorifies con-
flict. Isn’t all this ‘‘bar
room bevvying”’the kind of
thingwe should betrying to
transcend not glorify? I'd
be interested in the views
of otherSO readers.
WENDY WHEELWRIGHT

Liverpool

indiscriminately bombing
cafes frequented by
Europeans. Above all, it
comes over because the
FLN is shown as represent-
ing theoppressed Muslims,
whofaced every dayindig-
nity, racism and exploita-
tion at the hands of the
colonists.

The film shows this in
‘many incidents. Women,
traditionally viciously
oppressed in Muslim
society, becomepart of the
liberation struggle and are
shown playing a leading
role. The French become
victims of their own racism
whentheylet womencarry-
ing bombs through their
checkpoints because they

are wearing European
clothesand look European.

The French police use
- loudspeakers to tell the

Arab population of the
Casbah to break with the
FLN; the Muslims pass in

‘ sullen silence. A young boy
creeps round. behind the
guard post and steals the
microphone and_begins
shouting LN-slogans.
Suddenly, the_streets
be¢ome full of Muslims
shouting ‘‘long live Alger-
ia! Long live indepen-
dence!’’ and whooping
in contempt for the real
weaknessoftheFrench.

The film is partly so
convincingbecauseof those
taking part, there were few

Politicso
IN THEIR letter entitled
“Greenham Sexism?’’,
SO 114, Dianne Pearson
and Brian Scott make a
number of false assump-
tions about the politics
behind Greenham Com-
mon and the nine other
peace camps now existingthroughoutBritain.

The implication is made
in their letter that Green
ham is a branch oroffshoot
of CND and is controlled
by them. This is untrue.
Greenham is. part of the
women’s peace movement
who organise__entirely
independently of national
and local CND_ groups
andoperate in a completely
different way. More: about
thatlater. In answer to doubts.
about the relevance of
Greenham to the women’s
struggle as a

_
whole:

involvement in Greenham

WHAT'S

SPARTACISTTruth Kit —

a 68-page analysis by John
Lister, published by
Workers’ Socialist League.
£1 plus 25p postage from
WSL, PO Box 135, London
N1ODD.

Common has beenafirst
political step for many
women and a politicising
experiencefor all of us.

Through our_actions,
which have been in direct
confrontation with the
state, we have grown more
aware of. its nature and
power,” through, for
example, daily_police
harassment and the distor-
tions of the media. At the
same time we have grown
more conscious of our own
powerto act.

Neither are we naive
enough to think, as the
letter suggests, that
nuclear weapons are an
isolated issue. We have
been workingsolidlywithin
-the unions and the Labour
Party — regularly sending
speakers to discuss oppos-
ition to cruise and other
nuclear weapons, and to
talk about the links be-
tween the arms race and

BAN Plastic Bullets: a
labour movement delegate
conference. Saturday Feb-
ruary 26, from llam at
UMIST, Barnes Wallis
Building, Sackville St,
Manchester 1. Sponsors
include Labour Committee
on Ireland. Plastic Bul-
lets’ Conference, Box 15,
164-6

.
Hanging Ditch,

Manchester M3 4BN.

WOMEN,Immigrationand
Nationality:meetingto dis-
cussourfuture as a
campaign. Sunday March
13, 1.30 to 4.30pm, County
Hall, London SE1. All wom-
en welcome.Creche on
premises.
NOTTINGHAM Campaign
Against Rayner conference:
Saturday February 19,
10.30 to 4.30, at Notting- -

ham Centre for the Unem-

 

professionalactors. Most of
the rest were ordinary
inhabitants of Algiers,
many of whom had lived
throughtheevents the film
shows andcould bring real
conviction to their roles in
thefilm.

Classic
TheBattle of Algiers is a

classic because it shows
a -people struggling .to
determine their own future
and escape oppression —

but does so without the
romantic and_ uncritical
approach so often found on
the left. If you get a chance
to seeit, go at all costs!

BRUCE ROBINSON
Islington

 

and federalism can only be
seen as concessions to
Protestatns’ current ‘sec-
tarian, pro-imperialist
consciousness. Thus_it
reinforces ratherthanover-_
comes the division of the
workingclass.

Naturally Protestants
fear that they would be
disadvantagedin a Catholic
Ireland, and we should call
for full civil and religious
rights for both Protestants
and Catholicswithin a fully
secular state. But that is a
far cry from autonomy.

What would autonomy
mean in practice?However
you draw the border an
autonomous Protestant
province wouldstill include
a substantial body of
Catholic workers. A
number of geographically
separate Protestant
enclaves (part of Belfast,
parts of Antrim, a few
streets in Derry etc., etc),
perhaps linked by a com-
munal assembly,would not
avoid the problem, and the
administrative chaos would
be. a breeding ground for
sectarian strife.

The only alternative to
geographical
would be special legal
provisions, reserved seats
in Parliament, reserved
posts in the government
-and so on; in other words a
confessional state on the
lines of Lebanon.

Clearlythetalkof Protes-
tant autonomy is the
reverse of a democratic
demand.It is a reactionary,
divisive notion which has
no part in a Marxist pro-
gramme.

TONY GARD
Lewisham

autonomy:

 Weinvite readers
to send us their
letters, up toa
usual maximum

_lengthof 400 words.
Send to

‘Writeback’,
Socialist Organiser,
c/o 28, Middle Lane.
London N8“What slogans

for Bolivia?
THEarticle on Bolivia (SO
116) was very welcome and
was another indication of
the fast improving interna-
tional coverage in the
paper. (At one time there

_
was very little international
newsin SO).

However, although it
was informative the article
lacked any demands that
should beraised in order to
take forward thestruggle of
theworkers andpeasants of
Bolivia (and the rest of
Latin America).

In the elections of
1978, 1979 and 1980 it was
only the POR (Masas)
who raised the correct
demand for a government
of workers and peasants,
pointing out that in a coun-
try like Bolivia there is no
economic basefor a reform-
ist governmentand thatthe

_alternative to a workers’
government was (at least
in a lasting sense) a milit-

ary dictatorship.
This was whentherest of

the Bolivian left were
mesmerised by electoral- -

ism.
Only in imperialist coun-

tries can there even be the
economic basis for reform-
ist governments, as the
wealth needed to grant
reforms comes from the
super-exploitation of the
people in imperialised
countries such as Bolivia.
Despite the personal popul-
arity of H. Siles Zuazo, his
UDP government cannot
last, caughtasit is between
international finance capit-
al and the small but milit-
ant Bolivian workingclass.

OFor a workers’ and
peasants’ government. in
Bolivia!

(Forward to the Social-
ist United States of Latin
America!

JOSE SANTAMARIA
Nottingham

Greenham Common
unemployment, cuts in
servicesand so on. Muchof
our financial support comes
from Labour and trade
union branches.

Women from Greenham
Common have joined in
with the picket outside
South Africa House, the
health workers demonstra-
tion on September 22 and
demonstrated against the
Falklands War during the
‘Victory Parade’.

One action now being
planned is a women’s
one-day national strike on
May24. Wearecalling on
women in paid employ-
ment, women working in
the home and women
students to leave their
usual jobs for the day to
picket nuclear bases and
construction companies
engaged in work on nuclear
bases. Wewill be building
support for thisthroughthe
Labour Party and trade

ployed, Hounds Gate.
Crecheandlunch available.
Morning includes speakers
from CPSA NEC and Child
Poverty Action Group, and
a- Labour MP; afternoon
workshops on ESSP,
job centres/ethnicmonitor-
ing, new supplementary
benefitlegislation.

Open to all unemployed
people and delegates from
trade union and_ labour
movementorganisations.
LABOUR democracy and
local government: day con-
ference for District Labour
Parties, Saturday March
26, 10.30 to 4.30, at Man-
chester Poly Students’
Union. Sponsored by Shef-
field, Leeds and Manchest-
er DLPs. Contact: Frances
Done, Manchester City
Labour Party, Hulme Lab-
our Club, 1 Stoneylow
Close, Manchester M15

 

- ruary

unions as well as women’s
and CNDgroups.

Wecertainly don’t see
ourselves as objects of
sympathy, and_object
strongly to the media’s
portrayal of us in recent
weeks. However, we have
very little control over what
the ‘‘gutter press’’ choose
to write about us any more
than do, for example, the
Labour Left who have been
subjected to smear cam-
paigns.

The actionon New Year’s
Day when 44 women enter-
ed the base and occupied
the top of the missile silos
was designed to refocus
media attention on what is
happeninginside the base

‘ and away from the shock
horror stories of ‘‘burly
man-eating lesbians’’ and
trivial domestic details of
thecamp.

We have future actions
plannedalongsimilar lines

 

NHS SHOP Stewards’
conference: Saturday
February 5, 11am,
Memorial Hall, Barker’s
Pool, Sheffield. Agenda
includes Joint Shop
Stewards’ Committees,
privatisation/cuts, and
defending the unions.
Contact: Peter Taylor,
c/o Dept. Immunology,
Hallamshire Hospital,
Glossop Rd, Sheffield
$10.
LABOURBriefings nat-
ional conference: Satur-
day February 5, 10.30 to
6, County Hall, London
SE1.
LABOUR CND _aationa’
conference: Saturday Feb-

19, West Midlands
County Hall, Lancaster
Circus,. Birmingham.

 

but also important are our
moves to decentralise the
campaign. Weare anxious
to make it clear that the
Women’s Peace Move-
ment exists not only at
Greenham butthatthere is
now a rapidly growing and
nationwide (no, European-
wide) network of women
engaged in anti-nuclear
and anti-militarist activity
of an effective nature.

All our actions are
planned and all decisions
madeonacollective basis,
involving all women who
live on the camp, women
whovisit the camp and the
women. working in our
London support Groups.

We have no leaders or
hierarchies, and this is
fundamental to the way we
work,becausewe recognise
thatwe have to break down
these power

_
structures

which are the very thing
which on a larger scale

Labour Movement
Campaign for Palestine
public meeting:
THE FIGHT FOR
PALESTINE
Speakers: Tariq Ali,Ron
Brown MP(Leith),
Jeremy Corbyn, and
speakers from Women
for Palestineand
Lebanese National Move-
ment.
Wednesday February 23,
8pm at County Hall,
London SE1.

LABOUR Cemmittee on
Ireland: annual

_
general

meeting 1983 will be on
March 26. Resolutions to be
in by February 27. There
will be an extended meet-

gave rise to nuclear
weapons.

Weknowit is not simply
a question of getting rid of
the weapons because it
would be impossible to get
rid of the knowledge of
how to make them;it is the
whole structure of society
that must be changed
and that the need to
possess these weapons in
orderto protect positions of
power and privilege is
eradicated.

ANDREA HEATH
Greenham Common
PeaceCamp

 

ing of the LCI National
Councilon January 22.

LABOURAgainst the
Witch-hunt National
Council meeting.
Saturday February 12,
Ipm to 6pm, County
Hall, London SE1.
All CLPs affiliated to
LAW. should send
delegates. Doubly
importantbecauseof the
NEC’s definite decision
to start proceedings ag-
ainst Militant.

Sheffield Labour movement
conference onIreland. Satur-
day March 19, Sheffield
University Students’ Union,

- 9,30 to 4.30. Sponsored by
Sheffield Trades Council,
Sheffield District Labour
Party,and Sheffield LCI.
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  Torre Ceey
‘A numberofletters in thisand recentissuesofSocialist
Organiser have focused on thequestionofpoliticalper-
spectivesfor Ireland,andin particular thepoliticsof the
Republican movementandtheissue of theProtestant
workinbgclass in the Six County Northern statelet.’

This question is of paramount importance both for the
British left and for thebuildingof a revolutionaryleader-
ship for theIrish workingclass.

Butfor it to be adequately discussed involves examina-
tion of historicaland political questiocs which cannot he
adequately handledwithintherestrictionsof alette.; ~

column.
Socialist Organiser is committed to self-determination

for the Irish people as a whole and uncenditionalwithdraw-
al of British troops. There are, however, different views
amongus on such questions as whetherto support a feder-
al solution giving some autonomyto theProtestant-domin-
ated areas withina united Ireland.

Forthisreason we are opening our pagesfor thesub-
missionof discussion articles on thisand related questions
on Ireland. The discussion isopenedwithanarticle, in two
parts beginningthisweek, by John O’Mahony,who has
contributed most regularly to the paperon Ireland.

Weinvite furtherarticles as contributionsto thediscus-
sion. While notrestrictingthescope of replies, we would
urge readers to express themselvesassuccinctlyas
possible.

WRITERSin Socialist Organis-
er have beentalkingabout the
rights of the Protestants for
over four years, and I have
been writing about them for
over 16 years — us-ially,for.the
last 11 of those years, in artic-
les defending and explaining
the Republicans.

We usually express it as a
general idea — ‘as much auto-
nomyasis compatible with the
democratic rights of the major-
ity of the Irish people’ — be-
cause to advocate some precise
scheme would be panacea-
mongering. (I think the best
unit for federalism would be
the 4 counties where a very big
majority is Protestant). In my
view there are only two other
alternatives: conquer the Prot-
estants, or drop the whole idea
of a united Ireland for now and
acceptPartition asit is. A focus
on ‘socialism now’ and propos-
als for working class unity is a
variantofthelatter.

The defence of federalism
has not been instead of support
for the Catholicrevolt and (ag-
ainst Britain) for those leading
it: it has been argued for as a4

necessary part of a policy to
bring thatrevolt to the success-
ful conclusion of a united and ~

politically independent  Ire-
land.

For anyone to assert that
Socialist Organiser or myself
‘dissolves’ a defence of the Re-
publican movement‘in a mass
of words defendingthe Protest-
ant community’ is a straight-
forward libel. The central focus
of the paper, front-page artic-
les and so on, has consistently
been defence of the Catholics
and Republicans, and denun-
ciation of the British govern-

. ment,its allies andits policy.

I thinkTony Richardson (let-
ters, SO 115) wants to say that
any criticism of the Republi-
cans on this score, and anyre-
ference to a solution involving
rights-for the Irish Protestants
as a community, is impermis-
sible. He should say that and
argue for it without libellous
demagogy.

In this article I want to spell
out my conception of what is
involved, and hope thereby to

. provide the starting pointfor a .

more detailed and serious dis-
cussion thanwe have been able
to have recently.

Back in 1972, when the Prov-
isionals forced Britain to abol-
ish the Protestant supremacist
government at Stormont, and
victory seemed in sight, they
adopted federalism (albeit in a

peculiar form) as a democratic
framework for coexistence be-
tween Catholics and Protest-
antsin a unitedIreland.

Against the opposition of
veteran Republicanleaderslike
David O’Connell and Rory 0’
Brady,it was dropped aspolicy
in late ’81 and from Sinn Fein’s
constitution three months ago.
‘Recognition’ as a distinct seg-
ment of the Irish people has
been withdrawn, and now the
Protestants are defined as just
‘pro-imperialist’. -

O’Connell has described this
moveas the withdrawalof ‘the
hand of friendship offered to
the Protestant people of Ire-
land’in theheady daysof 1972.
I thinkhe’s right.

Thus the Republicans’ turn
to ‘radical campaigning’, led
by. northerners like Gerry
Adams, is unfortunately ac-
companied by a plainly Cath-
olic-sectarianturn. Arguably,it

James Connolly warned thatpartition

problem of

 
“would help theHome Rule and‘Orange capitalists and

clerics to keep theirrallyingcries before thepublic... All hopes of uniting the workers
- irrespective of religion oroldpolitical battle cries would be shattered...”’
was always implied in what~
they have been doing, as dis-
tinct from what theyhave been
saying, but now the Northern
Provos have followed the INLA
into explicitly leaving themsel-
ves no possible wayof relating
to the Protestants but. by an

attempt to conquer them. The
politically lightweight INLA
has long used the Provos’ pre-
sent ‘political’ definition of the
Protestants as a licence for
open, orvery thinlydisguised,
sectarian assassinations.

But theProtestantsare a dis-
tinct community, a separate
section of theIrish people,with
their own history, culture and
viewpoint. They are entitled to
equality and respect for what
they are in so far as that does
not mean oppressing or deny-
ing the rights of the much
bigger Catholic Irish popu-
lation.

Though at an earlier period
some of the Protestants were
the democratic and revolution-
ary vanguard, it is true that
they have played a bad role in
modernIrish history. It is true
that they have more than had
their interests looked after be-
causeof their alliance with key
sections of the British ruling
class.

However, to say, as Tony
Richardson does, that ‘insofar
as theyare a ‘community’,they
identify themselves through
their pro-imperialism”’,is both
untrue and besidethepoint.

It is to substitute a different
question (their relationship
with Britain over thecenturies)
for the one we are in fact dis-
cussing under the heading of ©

‘federalism’ — the question of
what they are in Ireland, and
how they have related, do re-
late, and should relate to the
3 million other Irish people.
The problem is to change their
relationshipwiththerest of the
Irish people.

They are a community put
downin Ireland mainly by free
immigration from England and
Scotland and, much less im-
portantly, by official British
colonisation. Close connec-
tions, two-way migrations,
even joint states — Scotland
gets itsname from akingdom
of Irish colonists there, the
Srish then being called Scots —

have existed betweenNorthern
Ireland and parts of Scotland
from time immemorial.

After the Reformation and
the English conquest of Ire-
land in the 1590s, such settlers
developed a special relation-
ship with theEnglish rulers ag-
ainst the much less developed
Catholic natives. Lands were
taken in a series of confisca-
tions. Something like a replica
of British bourgeois society
evolved among the settlers,
especially in the North, during
the 17th century andafter.

Finally, in the 20th century,
they got their own sectarian
statelet after .a section of the

British and Anglo-Irish ruling
class, led by the Tory party and
‘its future prime minister Bonar
Law, had brought Britain close
to civil war rather thanagree to
a (limited measure of) Home
Rule for a unitedIreland.

That’s the outline of the
dominantelementin the histor-
ical picture.

There is also another side to
it. The opposition, in the late
19th and early 20th century, of
the Protestant masses, which
included the main section of
the Irish working class, to a
united Ireland, and their avail-
abilityto sections of the British
and Anglo-Irish ruling class as

political and military shock-
troops against a united Ireland
and against the socialstruggle
of the Catholics (in the 1880s
war in the South between land-
lords and tenants, for.example)
was also a matter of hostility
and die-in-the-iast-ditchoppos-
ition to being incorporated as a
minority in a largely agrarian,
backward and priest-ridden
Catholicbourgeoisstate.

What bound them to Eng-
land andtheruling class arose
in the first place from the fact
and the awareness that they
were different, that their part
of Ireland was more advanced,
and from their feeling of being
threatened.

Todayit is opposition to in-
corporation into the Catholic
confessional state that has
evolved in the South since

Partition.
Onlyif the Irish national rev-

olution had taken a radical
working-class-led form, and
had beenable to link up with a
radical British working class
movement, could the division
in the Irish people, and in the
first place in the Irish working
class, have found a frame-
work withinwhichit could per-
haps have healedrapidly.

For example, the British
workingclass militancyof i919
to ’21 found a powerful echo
in Northern Ireland in great
strikes in 1919 — during the
‘Black and Tan’ war, and at a
time when there were radical
social currents. developing in
the South (‘soviets’ were de-
clared by strikers at small
cooperativedairies in 1920).

But the movements did not
coalesce. History evolved dif-
ferently. 1920 saw the armed
struggle against Britain in the
the South reflected in Belfast
with savage pogroms against
Catholics, and Catholics being
driven out of theshipyards:-

In history there are many
similar tragic examples of the
socially most developed section
of a people being tumed ag-
ainst thestruggles of the agrar-
ian oppressed. In Mexico work-
ers and trade unionists were
organised to fight the peasant
insurgents. In Italy militant
Northern workers had a quasi-
racist attitude to the agrarian
andbackward South, and to
southernersin theirmidst; etc.

Meshed
In Ireland this intermeshed

with the struggle of the British
state to keep a grip on Ireland,
mainly for military-imperial
reasons.(In pursuit of military
security the British state also

. carried out an agrarian revolu-
tion from above.It was comple-
ted by the Free State in the
1920s, eliminating the land-
lords).

It. could have been different
if there had existed a powerful
revolutionary socialist party in
Britain. if... Instead it
turned out tragically, as have
so many other situations, for
lack of an adequate revolution-
ary movement,

The Protestant working class
wasisolatedby Partition within
the 6 County ghetto, with its
massive (35%) Catholic minor-
ity. In the South the Green”
Tories ruled. In Britain. the

s of the MatterOCIENCE the toc
PART 2 of my occasional
series on the Forces of Na-
ture and the Nature of Matt-
er — and news of a break-
through!

Butfirst a recap:
The universe is made up

of matter and energy.
The matter is mainly

made up ofprotons, neut-
rons andelectrons, which are
joined together to form the
atoms and molecules that
make up the universe we
know.

The energy mainly exists
as the movement energy of
these particles and as phot-
ons, little packets of light,
heat, X-rays, radiowaves,etc,
which have no mass and al-
ways travel at 300,000 km
per second.

The behaviour of matter
in everyday life can be ex-.
plained if terms of two

forces — the Gravitational
Force, which affects all ma-
tter and energy; and the
Electro-Magnetic Force,
which affects only matter
with an electric
Both forces act over. enor-
mousdistances.

There are certain types of
behaviour that need to be
explained by the existence
of 2 other, very short-range, -

forces — the Strong Force,
which holds photons and
neutrons together in the nu-
cleus of atoms; and the Weak
Force, responsible for some
types of radioactive decay.

There may be other for-
ces in nature, but 4 is the
minimum number neeged to
explain the phenomena we
know.

Back in the 19th Century
it was thought that there
were only 3 forces — Gravis

charge. -

tation, the Electric Force
and the Magnetic Force. It
was the great achievementof
the physicist Maxwell to
demonstrate that the E and
M forces were but aspects of
each other — a moving elec-
tric field created a magnetic
field around it, and vice ver-
Sa.

The numberofbasic for-
ces was therefore reduced to
two, while a whole range of
inventions, from the dynamo
to the radio, were made
possible.

Since my last article, a
similar unification of forces
has been achieved. — «this
time between the EM and
the W forces. Each has been
shown to be an aspect of an
‘Electro-Weak’force.

Theoretical physicists in
the 60s arrived at a mathe-
matical model or description

by Les Hearn
of an EW force, which seem-
ed to fit quite well to reality
— except that it predicted
that the W Force was trans-
mitted by enormously mass-
ive particles, called W and Z,
and no one hadever ‘seen’
these particles.

Particles
Now,all known particles

are capable of being created
in particle accelerators.
These work by giving some
readily available particles an
enormous amountof energy
and then smashing them in-
to a target. Some of their
energy is then converted into
new particles (according to
Finstein’s prediction that
matter can be changed into
energy and vice versa).

Upto recently, it had not

been possible to produce
enough energy to make W or
Z particles, but at CERN in
Switzerland, researchers ‘got
round the problem by accel-
erating two sets of particles
in opposite directions round
the same track and smashing
them into each other head-
on.

The particles used were
the familiar proton (which
make up about half our
body weight!) and the bi-
zarre anti-proton (identical
to protons, but with an opp-
osite electric charge).

When protons and anti-
protons -mect each other
they usually destroy each
other in a flash of gamma-
rays, but in the CERN cx-
periment, a fewinstead pro-
duced a very massive. but
short-lived particle which
then broke up into an elec-

 

tron (the negative particles
that balance the charges on
the protons in our bodies!)
and a neutrino (particles
with no mass which havevir-
tually no effect on matter —

they will pass through the
earth as though it wasn’t
there!).

This is exactly the pre-
dicted behaviour of the W
particle — and so it seems
that another great unifica-
tion of forces has been achie-
ved.

Whetherthishas a similar
impact on-our lives to the —

unification of the E and M
Forces remains to be scen.

In the mean time, physi-
cists are dreamingof unify-
ing all the forces of nature
and arriving at a beautifully
simple description of the
universe!

e Protestants  
labour bureaucracy betrayed
and helped the ruling class de-
feat the revolutionarypotential
that existed in the ’20s until
after the betrayal of the Gen-
eral Strike.

In the '30s and ’40s the Irish
Stalinists gained a powerful in-
fluence in Northern Ireland —

and sold it to British imperial-
ism when Russia entered the
war in 1941. They even ‘parti-
tioned’ the ‘Communist Party’
into separate Northern and
Southernparties (until 1970).

Partition became ‘perman-
ent’, and the two Irish states
—.the Northern Ireland bour-
geoisie did have full control
of NI’s internal affairs for 50
years — becamesectarian cari-
caturesof eachother.

In the North, the ruling
class, in the person of the
prime minister, talked of a
‘Protestant state for a Protest-
ant people’, and in the South
from the mid ’20s legislation
based on Catholicsocial teach-
ing was systematically im-
posed.

The Southern Irish bour-
geoisie talked of Irish unity,
but acted wheretheyruled like
the backward, Catholic, bour-
geois partitionist bigots they
were. In the North the Protest-
ant working class had privi-
leges over the Catholics in
better chances of jobs and
houses,etc, amidst permanent
high unemployment.The Cath-
olics were ‘kept down’.

This discrimination was im-
portant, especially in dividing
the working class. It did not
create thedivision, and was not
the primary causeofit. To talk
of it as being ‘exploitation’ of
the Catholics is to falsify the
reality.

The Catholicswere theworst
off, But theProtestantworkers,
then and now, were also vic-
tims, living in slums and pov-
erty. James Connolly wrote
with terrible prophetic accur-
acy when, arguing that no
HomeRule for any part of Ire-
land would bebetterthanparti-
tion, he declared:

se... the betrayal of the nat-
ional democracy of industrial
Ulster would meanacarnival of
reaction both North and South,
would set back the wheels of
progress, would destroy the
oncomingunity of the Irish lab-

~

our movementandparalyse all
advanced movements while it
endured...”

.

Of course concern for the
Protestant workers — who con-

- tinue to play a reactionary role
— cannot override support for
the democratic rights of the
Irish people as a whole or for
the struggle of the 6 County
Catholics,- the most direct
victimsof partition.

The way forward for the
Protestant working class is
within the frameworkof a unit-
ed Ireland — and

_
possibly

within a wider British/Irish or
European framework. But
within this, and with these
qualifications, we must, as
socialists, as internationalists,
and as working-class demo-
crats, be concerned for the
maximumdemocratic rights for
the Protestant people.

If we do not have a demo-
cratic programme, then we
rise no higher than the miser-
able partitionist Southern Irish
bourgeoisie — which opposed.
and still opposes, partition in
words, and yet created and
maintains a sectarian Catholic
state. We rise no higher than
the reflection within the ranks
of the petty bourgeois national-
ists (both left and right) of
this bourgeoisie and thestate it
hascreated.

We mustinstead be consist-
ent democrats.

Concluded next week
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Shipbuilding
_runs aground

LAY delegates at a confer-
enceof theconfederationof
shipbuilding and engineer-
ing union (Confed) workers
employed by British Ship-
builders (BS) on January 20
heard of BS management’s
plans to wreck theindustry.

BS’s__plans include
making 2,364 people re-
dundant, 527 of which were
left over fromthe last round
of voluntary redundancies,
by March thisyear.

The ‘consultativepapers’
.presented to the unions by

BS thanks the Confed’s
shipbuilding negotiating
committee for their co-
operation with re-structur-
ing in the past. Since 1977
28,000 jobs have beenlost
in BS from a total of
93,000. ,

The documents catalogue
the way the economic
crisis is hitting BS sector
by sector and how BS’s
original predictions for
revival of the industry
in 1982 were totally hay-
wire.

The Merchant Report
states that worldwide
19m tonnes of dry cargo
carriers and 57m tonnes of

by Lol Duffy .

GMBATU[B] shop
steward CammelLaird
Shipyard [ina
personal capacity].

tankers are laid up. This
is a record level of 11% of
merchanttonnage.

The problem of getting
orders is blamed on over-
staffing, lack of produc-
tivity, foreign competition
and underinvestment.

With 1085 jobs being cut ~

in this sector they still
say that more reductions
are not ruled out.
WARSHIPBUILDING

The cut of 40% to 50%
defence expenditure be-
tween 1981 and 1986 is
cited as a major cause of
this sector’s problems.
Although the Falklands
replacement: orders are
proudly greeted. Most
yardsin this sector will be

facing redundancies star-
ting mid ’83 if no more
orders are found — and
even withorders there will
be redundancies. ~

SHIP REPAIR
Most European_ship

repair yards are facing
problems. BSpredicts no
upturn for at least. two
years. This sector’s answer
is to cut Labour and reduce
the amount paid to workers.
on idle time.

.ENGINEERING
Wolsingham Steel is

already on a 3 day week
{this fact was not circulated
to otheryards by the SNC).
BSsay they have no option
but to close.

There is an average of
three and a quarter months
work left for the present
workforce in this division
as from October 1982‘

the Clark Hawthorn
(Tyne) workforce was to be
reduced from 1,956

—
at

October ’82 to 793 in
December ‘°82, none of
which have volunteered
according to latest infor-
mation.

BSpredict thatthere will

only be enough work to
employ 80 people by
December’83.
OFFSHORE

There are 12  semi-
submersible and 48 Jack
uprigs inactiveworldwide.

In the quarter’ ending
September ’81 30 major
structures were ordered
worldwide in the same
quarter in ’82 only 2 were
ordered.

Cammell Laird (Mersey)
and Scott Lithgow (Clyde)
face ‘substantial de-
manning’ beginning mid,
83.

:

In his introduction to the
document Robert Atkinson
(Chair of BS) states that BS
has had a Constructive (!)
relationship with the
governmentsince national-
isation, in the work to
achieve the basic objective
of ‘a viable and flourishing
shipbuildingindustry’.

He also states that
management’s record was
‘a good one’ over the last
two years and that he had
no hesitation over further
rationalisation, manpower
reductions, closures andTelecomsring up

record profits
THE announcement of
British Telecom’s record
6-monthly profits from
April to September 1982
(which trebled from
£89m to £268m) alongside
their decision to delay the
3% increase in charges
from Aprilto July 1983 has
to be seenin thelight of the
future privatisationof BT.

Firstly theprofits figure
— £268m.— is not by any
meansthefull picture. It
is estimated that the full
year’s profits will amount
to around £540m, £82m
above the 1981/82figure.

| Subscribe!
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Yet one has to consider
what profits would have
been made in the. recent
period if BT (to attract
business customers) had

“ not cut the cost of inter-
national and inland trunk
calls which in the words
of Chairperson Jefferson
‘will save customers
£340m ina full year.” —

That decision in effect
has meant that BT instead
of making £540m in a full
year could have made
£880m, plus theextra from
the now postponed 3%
increasein charges.

 
 
§
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Charges for directory
enquiries were andstillare
a feature of this next
increase. Yet this alone is
notthefull picture.

The 1982 profits are de-
clared at £457.8m. But on
closer analysis the figures
turns out to be well over
£1 billion.
.

This is arrived at by add-
ing:
a) £541m which BT puts
aside to cover inflation on
equipmentreplacement.
b) £127m the ‘accelerated
depreciation charges’ on
telephoneequipment.
c) £50m from changes in
accountingpolicies.

Also there is the £%
billion spent on interest
payments.

~

Scheme
There has also been the

deliberate underfunding of
the Post Office super-
annuation scheme to help
fund investment, which
means that BI is now
having to pay off the
£1,250m. still owing out of
an initial debt to the fund
of £8 billion.

Where have these huge
profits come from?

International calls,
though only 2.1% of the
telephone traffic, account
for 48% of the profits,
netting £218.5m.

300 companies contri-
buted 30% of BT’s income
of £1,712.34m.

But the 1983 Report will
show a tumaround, in
which residential custo-
mers will be contributing
an increased percentage of
theprofits.

The cuts of £340m that

Jefferson quotes are in
essence to help and keep
thebusiness customers.

Increases
When increases in

charges were last made
(November 1981) it was an
estimated increase of
13.4% for residential users
compared with 6.8% for
the average business user.

‘The November 1981 in-
creases have effectively
meant a public handout to
bigbusiness of £56m.

Telecommunications_it-
self is an almost unique
industrial area of growth.
Andthefield in which de-
mand is rising the fastest
— international s —

can be provided at a
fraction of the cost. The
present charging structure
according to the same
economists is--based on
historic costings which
bear no relationship to
current technology.

Another area in which
BT has profited is being
able to reduce its work-
force.

Jefferson stated:
‘Increased efficiency and

encouraging business
growth despite the re-
cession have played their
part in securing i

favourable half-year out-
come.’

Extra

The workforce has been
reduced by more than
4,500 while at the same
time attracting an extra
425,000 subscribers.

The target is officially to
‘lose’ 15,000 jobs over 3

“4

28,000 jobs have beenlostin British Shipbuilders since 1977 -

company disposals (pri-
vatisation).

Mass meetings are
taking place between now’
and February 17 when a
re-call lay delegates con-
ference will be held to
discuss plans for action.
One problem is that no
recommendation has come
from the SNC so mass
meetingswilleither have to
blindly support the SNC’s
proposals without having
heard them or come up
with proposais them-
selves.

There is a tendency in
shipbuildingto competition

by Ann
McKinley

years — but a leaked De-
partment of Industry
circular is calling for a re-
duction of 45,000 by
1987.

Women (77,000 are
employed by BT) are first
in thefiring line, mainly
becauseof job segregation,
while the jobs they domi-
nate (telephonists, clerical
staff, etc.) are as ripe for
new technology in the next
10 years.

The 6month profit
works out to £10m aweek
— with 250,000 employees
that works out to £40,000

_
per week per employee.

Last year telephonists,
got a 6.75% increase: given
the present leadership: in
the UCW they are not
likely to get much more
this‘year.

Decent
But workers in BT are

even less likely to get a
decent wage when it’s
privatised.

The response of POEU
General Secretary Bryan
Stanley ‘to the profits
doesnot help:

‘The Government’s pro-posal to privatise BT
is an enormousirrelevance
for British Telecommuni-
cations. These latest re-
sults show why

=
such

changesaretotally unnece-
ssary.”

But it’s that its very
profitability — far from
ensuring employment and
prosperity for BT workers
— is what encourages the
Tories to privatise .the
industry and

_
threatens

jobs.
Ann McKinley

for jobs among the yards
and sectarianism between
theunions.

But unity throughout BS
and spreading any action to

‘supply industries is the key
to winningthefight against
redundanciesand closures.

Plans
The SNC has gonealong

withBSin its plans to make°
a viable, read profitable,shipbuildingindustry in the
past without offeringalternatives to those
conned into vountary re-dundancy.

  
One daystrikesand over-

time banswill not stop BS
thistime.

The action must bring in
questions such as work
sHaring, reduction of hours,
alternative production,
workers’ control of the
industry and the nationalis-
ation of the merchantfleet
and oilproduction.

Just to add insult to in-
jury BS are proposing that
BS workers go without a
pay rise for at least 12
months. -This must be
totally opposed andarise
that at least makes up for
inflationmust be sought.

NALGO needs
a BroadLeft

THEREis no tradition of
a strong broad left on a
national basis in NALGO
and the SWP-sponsored
NALGO Action Group,
whichatone time played an
important role in involving
rank andfileactivists, has
folded.

. -Unfortunately, not all
left activistssee the need at
present for a nationally
organisedbroadleft.

The two main arguments
against are that as each
District elects its own
delegates to the NEC, and
there are no national elec-
tions, that the focus for
the left should be at
District level.

Second, that a national
left organisation should not
be established until there
are functioning left groups

’ in all of NALGO’s twelve
districts.

The need for left activity
at District level is clear;
but that is simply not
enough.

On the issue of Labour
Party affiliation a national
organisation had to be built
up from scratch to cam-
paign for a yes vote.

The campaign failed to
make any significant im-
pact amongst the member-
ship becausethere was no
activeleft organisation on a
national basis and valuable
effort was spent on trying
to build a national network
of contacts.

My branch is centrally
involvedin thecampaign to
develop shop stewards’
systemsand it very quickly
becameclearthatwe had to
take up the campaign on a
national basis to have any
chanceof success.

Our campaign and others
would benefitenormously if
therewasanactivenational
broad left group in NALGO.

Some sections of the left
seem to see the establish-
ment of a broad left as no
more than an_ electoral
machine. This is a view
which. must be countered
at every opportunity. The
way forward, surely, is to
campaign aroundtheissues
which most affect our
membership;low pay,cuts,
privatisationof services.

.

Two broad left groups in
the northwest and London_—
are functioning at the
moment and there is a
measure of left control in
the Scottish district.

At the national level a
conference was held last
October, sponsored by
Militant,after canvassing
for support at last year’s
Annual Conference. How-
ever, the North West and
London broad lefts have
rejected the approaches of
the Militant-led national
initiative.

It is clear that sectarian
calls to ignore this or that
grouping will only play
into the hands of the
right wing.

Left activists in the union
should support calls for any
joint initiatives between
the present groups, es-
pecially those that are
aimed at action amongst
themembership.

The need for joint -dis-
cussions is clear and a
positive step will bea call
for a meetingduring annual
conference in June of all
groups and individuals on
theleftto plan co-ordinated
campaignsofaction.

BillHamilton
Newham NALGO

 



 
 

Timex,steel,
water —

Stan Official
Crooke reports
on setbackson
threefronts in
Scotland
IT’S been a busy week for
-Scotland’s top unionbureau-
crats. Not only did they have
to stop the water workers’
strike spreading north of the
border, they also had to get
out of mounting any real
fight back against job losses
in the Scottish steel industry -

and at Timex in Dundee.
On January 25, NUPE

water workers’ shop stew-
ards voted to join the strike
from midnight the following
day. Their own full-timers
backed thisdecision. But not
so the full-timers of the
GMBUand TGWU,whoorg-
anise the bulk of Scotland’s
2,200 water workers.

.

GMBU full-timer Bob
Sharp described the NUPE
‘vote to strike as an attempt

. to ‘bulldoze’ his union, as an
‘irresponsible act’, and a

cheap recruiting gimmick.
He openly called on_his
membersto scab: “Wewillbe
telling our members to carry
on working... If that means
walking through picket lines,
so be it’.

The following day, Sharp
and-TGWU full-timer Hugh
Wyper issued a joint state-

_

ment appealing to Scottish
water workers not to strike,
on the groundsthat‘we have
got what we want’. This was
a reference to the promise
by Scottish employers to
give water workers the same
increase as south of the
Border — provided that. no
strike action is taken.

Even if the employers
keep to their promise, it
will not do anything about

Tradeunion News
a

Timex go by
the fact that Scottish water
workers pick up £20 a week
less than water workers
south of the Border, and are
demanding parity with them.

Sharp and Wyper even
claimed thatNUPE would be
striking ‘on an issue other
than the pay claim’. ~

Thusisolated, a series of
mass meetings of NUPE
water workers voted down
the proposed strike action.
Then Sharp and another
GMBU full-timer, Morrel,
changed their tune and
stated that by February ~

-they might call their n .n-
bers outonstrike!

Meanwhile 2,000 more
jobs are to go at Ravenscraig
and Gartcosh steelworks,
and another 427 at Craig-
neuk, When the whole of
Ravenscraig was under
threat, the unions campaign-
ed — not by working-class
mobilisation but by ‘all-
party’ pleas to the Tories.
Now they are proposing the
same bankrupt. approach
again.

As ISTC full-timer Clive
Lewis put it: ‘It’s galling to
have to crank our campaign
back into action... but the
losses will not happen if we
and the-allies of. all parties
fie. including the Tories]
who support our case get
theiract together again’.

The same collaborationist
- approach hastakenits tell at
the Timex factory in Dun-
dee, where 1900-jobs are to
go. Launched on a wave of
Scottish nationalism, the
campaign has already run

down.
Every household in Dun-

dee was leafleted, but cam-
paigning among the union
membership forstrike action
and for opening the books

|

was never even attempted.
Workers for whom mahage-
mentsaid there was no work
were left to sit around the.
factory playing cards.

Links with theworkers at

GEC return
AT A mass meeting on Mon-
day January 31, the 550
striking staff at GEC Open-
shaw voted by 3 to 1 to
return to work.

” Thestrike began after the
suspension of 14 production
control workers. They were
suspended because of man-
agement’s refusal to nego-
tiate new working agree-
ments after the introduction
of a new ondine computer
system.

On Monday, union nego-
tiators reported thatmanage- .

ment had not shifted their
earlier intransigent position.
However, instead of recom-
mending indefinite—strike
action, the negotiators called
for a return to work.

Speaking to us after the
meeting, one militant suspec-
ted thatthe negotiators were
under pressure from the
local officials of the unions
involved (ASTMS, AUEW-
TASS, MATSA and APEX).
The national officials had
certainly made no attempt
to mobilise support through-
out GEC.

the French factory in Besan-
con were not built upon.In-
stead, the union leadership
wallowed in anti-French
chauvinism, condemning as
unfair the grants given by
the French government to
Besancon. -

So over 1000 workers,
including -20 of the 120
shop stewards, have gone for
voluntary redundancy.

Cowley
defiance
AS WE GO*to press, TGWU
stewards at BL’s Cowley
Body. Plant have voted at a
meeting on Tuesday Iist.to
call a plant mass meeting
if management tries to im-
plement manning cuts in any
section.

The cuts were originally
planned for Tuesday 25th,
but sectional stoppages forc-
ed management to postpone
them to thisWednesday 2nd.

At stake are about 200
jobs which will be cut to
redistribute workers to the
new LMI1O, instead of
employing new workers
from the dole.

The workforce remains
strong. The problem is that
the right wing plant leader-
ship might do a deal.

Meanwhile the skilled
men in the plant are resist-
ing moves to put some of
them on to production
work.

  

THE NUT Executive went
ahead with the choice of
Jersey as the venue for the
1983 Conference in the full
knowledge that properly
elected delegates who were
gay men risked trial and
imprisonment because of
the Executive’s choice of
venue.

This is evidentinaletter,
dated as far back as Sep-.
tember 1981, from a Jersey
solicitor to the NUT, that
cameinto the handsof the
Gay Teachers’ Group. It
concluded: ‘‘I-feel a fair
summary would be to say
that-anyovert act of homo-
sexuality would be pursued
and charges brought . .

.’’

TWELVE women canteen
workers at BL’s Drews Lane
plant in Birmingham are now
entering their second month:
onstrike.
- The dispute began when
their old employers, Grand
Metropolitan, lost the Drews
Lane catering contact to
Bromwich Caterers. The day
before the Christmas break,

“Bromwich announced that
all the existing canteen
workers would be sacked._

The women, membersof
the GMWU,voted unanim-
ously to strike.

Although five women
were subsequently offered
reinstatement and broke
tanks, the remaining 12, in-
cluding the shop steward,

Canteen women

Socialist Organiser no.i}s Fetract 2.

The NUT is not alone in
choosing a ‘venue that
criminalises its gay. male
delegates. NALGO and
TGWUare, holding their
confere: in the Isle of
Man this year. This is
particularly interesting as
regards NALGO, who have
adopted a policy of no dis-

~criminationon the grounds
of sexual orientation.

A Gay WorkingParty has
been set up byNUT mem-
bers involved in the Gay
Teachers’ Group and the
Socialist TeachersAlliance.
The aim is to build a cam-
paign aroundtheissue, cul-
minatingin a fringe confer-
ence on Gay Rights (at

have remainéd ‘rock solid,
demanding full _reinstate-
mentforall the old staff.

They are particularly
angry that Bromwich have
taken on more new staff
than the number_they
sacked, and that some of
the new staff have been
recruited into the T&G (also
those who broke ranks and
crossed the picket line are
still in theG&M).

The women have made
a point of explaining their
case. to the workforce as a
whole, and as a result the
Drews Lane workers have
mounted a total boycott of
the canteens.

However, the response At
the adjacent Common Lane

~0 Spe 0 E

swatch AUT snub to
gay members

booklet on gay rights.
education and the
theNUT.

Support

your support — financial
and otherwise.

[]Send money to: Geoff
Hardy (Coordinator,GWP).
6 Mays Court, Grooms Hill,
London SE10 (Cheques
payable to Gay Teachers
Group or GTG).

OFight for and~support
gay rights in your union/
CLP.

~ plant has not been so good.
The workers there are still
using Bromwich canteen
facilities,and the T&G con-
venor even cameout on the
gates and abused pickets,
saying that the dispute was
nothing to do with him or
his members.

Thestrike is clearly hav-
ing an effect. Bromwich are
reported to be considering
giving up the contract. But
to really hit Bromwich,
efforts must be made to
spread the boycott to Com-
mon Lane, and to build
upon the goodwill of the
Drews Lane workforce for
solidarity stoppages.

Jim Denham
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THEREARE Socialist Org-
aniser groups in most major
townsandcities. See below
for details of your area —

and if you want more de-
tails, or if there is no group
listed for your area, fill in
and return the ‘Get Organ-
ised’ form. :

¢ SCOTLAND
Glasgow. For details of
meetings contact papersel-
lers or Stan Crooke, 114
Dixon Avenue, Glasgow
G42. SO is sold atMaryhill

_

dole (Tuesday mornings)
-and Rutherglen shopping
arcade (Fridaylunchtime). 

labour movement.
If you agree with what we have to

say, you can help. Becomea support- -

er of the Socialist Organiser Alliance —

gtoups are established in most large
towns.

To ‘Get Organised’ in the fight, or
for more information,write at once to

. Socialist Organiser is not just a paper.
We fight.to organise workers in the
struggle for a new leadership in the

Edinburgh. For details of
meetings ring Dave, 229
4591. SO is sold at Muir-
house (Saturday 10.30-12)
andthe First of May book-
shop, Candlemaker‘Row.

© NORTH-WEST
Wallasey. Contact Colin
Johnstone, 1 Wellington
Road, Wallasey.
Liverpool. Contact 733
6663. SO is.sold at Progres-
sive Books, Berry St, and at
News from
Whitechapel.
Manchester. Meets every
Sunday evening, 7.30pm,

NodalstOrgonserAlia.
Get  

 

Nowhere,

 
o find us

Next Socialist Organiser delegate meeting: Saturday
March 5, llam to 5.30pm, Co-op rooms, 57 Micklegate,
York. (Phone 0904 425739 for accommodation or creche).
Please makeplans to choose and mandate your group's
delegates now.

 
Lass O’Gowrie, Charles St.
SO is sold at Grassroots
Books, Newton St, Pic-
cadilly.”
Stockport. Contact: c/o 38
Broadhurst St.» Meetings
every Sunday, 7.30pm:
phone 429 6359for details.
SO is sold. at Stockport
market every. Saturday, 11
to 12.30.

  
  
  
  
 
    

Rochdale. Contact 353
Rochdale Old Rd, Bury.
‘Next meeting Monday Feb-
ruary 14, 8pm Castle Inn:
John MclIlroy on ‘Why
Thatcher. is winning’.
SO is sold at Metro Books,
Bury.
Hyndburn. Contact Ac-
crington 39573. Meetings
weekly — see SO sellers
for day, time and venue.
SO is sold at Broadway,
Accrington, every Saturday
from -11.30to lpm.
Stoke. Contact Arthur
Bough, 23 Russell Road,
Sandyford (84170).
¢ YORKSHIREAND-

.

NORTH-EAST
Durham. Meets every
Tuesday,6.30pm, Students
Union bar, Durham uni-
versity. SO is sold at the
Community Co-op, New
Elvet. ~

York: Contact: 425739. SO
is sold at Coney St on Satur-
day mornings, at the Com-
munity Bookshop, outside
the dole dffice most morn-
ings, and at the University
on Friday mornings. Day
school: ‘The politics of
Socialist Organiser’, Sat-
urday February 5, 10 to 5
at the Co-op rooms, Mill-
gate, York.
Leeds. Contact Garth
Frankland, 623322. SO is
sold at Books and Corner
Books, Woodhguse Lane.
Bradford. Contact Barry
Turner, 636994. SO is sold
at the Starry Plough
bookshop.

Sheffield. Meets every oth-
er Wednesday, -7.30pm at
the Brown Cow, The Wick-
er. Next meeting Wednes-
day February 16: ‘The
Tories and the Falklands
Factor’. SO is sold outside
Boot’s, Foregate (Saturday
12 to 1), and at the Inde-
pendent Bookshop, Glos-
sop Road. Contact: Rob,
589307.

Hull. Meets every Wednes-
day, 8pm:details from SO
sellers. Childcareavailable.
SO is sold at the Prospect
Centre (Saturday 11-12).

Halifax. Contact 52156. SO
is sold at Halifax Whole-
food, Gibbet St; and at.
Tower Books, Hebden
Bridge. -

* WALES
Cardiff. Contact 492988.

* MIDLANDS
Birmingham. Meets alter-
nate Fridays, 7.30, the Lab-
our Club, Bristol St. Next
meeting Friday January 14.
SO is sold at the Other
Bookshop, Digbeth High
Street.

Coventry. Contact Keith
White, 75623. SO is sold at
the Wedge Co-op, High
St. Meets on first and last
Thursday of each month,
7.30 at ‘The Queen’, Prim-
rose HillSt, Hillfields.Next
meeting: Thursday Febr-
uary 3, Godfrey Webster on
‘Ireland: ‘which’ way for-
ward for socialists

-
in

Britain?’

Leicester. Contact Phil,
857908. SO is sold outside
Supasave(Friday4:30 to 6),
the Co-op, Narborough Rd
(Saturday 11-12.30), and at
BlackthorneBooks, High
Street.
Northampton. Meets alter-
nate Mondays. Next meet-

-ing February 7. For details +

contact 713606.

Nottingham. Meets every
Friday, 7.30pm at the Inter-
national Community Cen-
tre, 61B Mansfield Rd.
SO is sold outside the Vic-
toria Centre (Saturday 11 to
1) and at the Mushroom
Bookshop, HeathcoteSt.

SOUTH °

Oxford. Next meeting
Thursday February 3, on
the water workers’ strike,
with local striker speaking.
8pm, 44b Princes St,
main hall. SO is sold at the
Cornmarket - (Saturday
llam to lpm) and outside
Tesco, Cowley Rd (Friday,
5pm-7pm). Also at EOA
Books, CowleyRd.
Basingstoke. Nextmeeting:
Tuesday February 17, 7.30
at Chute House.

* LONDON
North-West London. Meets
fortnightly: contact Mick,
624 1931. SO is sold at
KilburnBooks.
Islington. Meets every oth-
er Sunday, 3pm at Thorn-
hillNeighbourhood Project,
Orkney House, Copenhag-
en St. On February 6 there
is instead an Islington Lab-
our Left meeting, same
time, sameplace,on how to
fight for no cuts and no
rate rises. For childcare,
phoneNik, 607 5268.

Haringey. Contact 802 0771
or 348 5941. Meets every ,other Sunday, 6pm, Trade
Union centre, Brabant Rd.
Tower Hamlets. Contact
790 4937. Meets fortnightly
on Fridays, 6.30 to 8.30pm.
Next meeting February 11.
Newham. SO jumble sale:
Saturday February 5, 2pm
at Harold Road Centre,
Harold Rd, E13. Contact:
555 9957.

South-East London. Con-
tact 691 1141. Next meeting
Thursday February 10,
7.45pm at Lee Centre, Is-
libie Rd, off Lee High Rd.
Pat Longman (Islington
councillor) on ‘Socialists
andlocal government’.
Lambeth/Southwarkmeets
every other Wednesday,
Lansbury House, 41 Cam-

_berwell Grove, London
SE5. Business 7.30 to 8.30,
open forum . discussion
8.30. Next meeting Feb-

_ruary 16. .

Hounslow. Meets fortnight-
ly on Sundays, 8pm. For
details phone 898 6961.
Hackney.Contact c/o And-
rew Hornung, 28 Carlton
Mansions, Holmleigh Rd,
N16.
SO is sold at the following
London bookshops: Col-
letts, Central Books, The
Other©Bookshop, Book-
marks, Bookplace [Peck-
ham Rd, SE15], and Read-
ing Matters [Wood Green
ShoppingCity].

SRR§ Tradeunion: BroadLefts
: Organising
g Committee

|
|
|

§ conference:
g Sat. Feb.19, |
& County Hall, |§ London SE1,|

6 |Bon ‘Democra-Stising the
Block Vote’.

|

Credentials for delegates
a from trade union bodies

and Broad Lefts from PhilB Holt, 108 Prince’s Boule-
vard, Bebington,Mersey-

|side L63 7PE (051 645 1375)eee



EX
“AT 11.25 on the night of Wednesday 12 January,"

 
Colin Roach died in Stoke Newington police station.
Two hours later, the police issued a press release:
stating that Colin had committed suicide by shooting
himselfwith a sawn-off shotgun.

“The samenight, Colin’s fatherwas questioned for
threé hours by the police. While being questioned he
was not told of his son’s death. Police then searched
the Roach home. During this search, a policewoman
grabbedMrs. Roach by thethroat.

“Two dayslater, the Roach family had still, not
been given any explanation as to how or why olin
died. Yetthreestatements were issued to thepress by
the police. Some newspapers claimed thatColin had a
history of mental illness, a story obviously inspired
by the police.”

This story — told in a
leaflet issued by the Roach
Family Support Committee
— is the latest in a long
series involving Hackney’s
police. :

Hackney cops seem
proud of their reputation.
The current issue of
“Voice” reports that, “A
young woman who was
arrested last week claimed
that Stoke Newington police
told her they shot Colin
Roach.”

At last month’s meeting
of the local Labour council
a motion calling for an inde-
pendent inquiry into the
Colin Roach case was passed
overwhelmingly.. The same
call has been backed bylocal
LabourParties and commun-
ity organisations, as well as
the Roach Family Support
Committee, Hackney Black
People’s Association, and
Hackney Legal .

Defe .ce
‘committee.

They are also calling for

Roach Family~Support
Committee: March and
Rally.
For an independent
public inquiry into the
death of Colin Roach
Saturday February 12,

_-lpm, Hackney Town
Hall, Mare St, E8.
There are also regular
pickets of Stoke Newing-
ton police station each
Saturday morning.

an end to the police intim-
idation and massarrests used
against peo;ie protesting
about the Reachkilling.

On January 17 60 black
youth picketed Stoke New-
ington police station and 17
were arrested (their case
comes up on March 1).
Forty protesters were arres-

Shagari’s 2m
by Harry Sloan
EVEN while his government
zssued marching orders to an
ricredible two million “‘illeg-
al” immigrants from neigh-.
pouring states, Nigeria’s
President Shagari had the
cheek to make a speech in
India denouncing the-racial-
ism of South Africa’s apar-
theid state.

Nothing could more
dearly indicate both the
nypocrisy of the “anti-
zpartheid” rhetoric of. the,
world’s capitalist govern-
ments and the inextricable
ank between capitalism and:
national chauvinism.

Scapegoats
While immigrants —

skilled or unskilled — are
welcomed into capitalist
countries at times of econ-
omic expansion and boom as
z source of cheap labour —

the pattern the world overis
t they are the first to be
de scapegoats’ for econ-
ic decline, pilloried todisert anger from the govern-

ment and the ruling class,and all too often forciblyuprooted from their homes

  
 

andjobs. '

The capitalist ~. govern-
ment of Nigeria — the
leading economic. power in
black Africa — is no excep-
tion. Faced with an acute
crisis following the collapse
of theprice ofoil,and unres-
olved problems in agricultur-
al production, it has turned
its attack upon the working
masses in general, and the
most downtrodden. and
vulnerable sections of work-
ers in particular.

The form andscale of the
attack. — the untold tally of
misery in the instant depor-
tation of %o many men,
women and children — may
seem completely incompre-
hensible: but in its cynical
and reactionary content,
Shagari’s move is identical to
the racist legislation and the
continual — smaller scale —

flow of deportations of
“GHegal’ immigrants from
Britain by Thatcher’s Tory
government.

Always

—
the

comes down to the same
miserable cliches and dis-
tortions. There are “too
many people”, too many

argument

0  
 WITH February just 3 days old,-our readers are showing their support for Socialist

Organiser. We said that we neededa fund of £1 ,000 a month to guarantee thatwe could
keep publishing SO in 1983.

The response has been £172.50 from various donations — and-a marvellous £500
from a reader in London.

As it’s early in the month, we’re going to try and achieveour February target as well
¢s the £500 donation, so thatwe can spendthaton special items. Our ancient plumbinghasn’t supplied hot water to the office since last summer (we need: hot water in the
darkroom);our duplicator only works with amixture of gentle coaxing and direct verbal
abuse — and we need new materials to give SO a newlook.

Let’s see if we can raise another £827.50 for our February fund — so we can have a
break fromour routine of only just managingon our money,and spend this£500 “wind-
fall”onthe’extras,not the necessities.

Send moneyto the treasurer, 214 Sickert Court, London N1.
Thanks this week to: Anon £500; Hornsey SO ‘supporter £25, Bas Hardy £50; Ricky

Houston £10; Dave Ludlow £25 (again);Aly Mir £30; Simon Pottinger £5; Johr Whitton
#£5; Nick Parsons £5; Stockport SO £17.50 from donationsand Xmas raffle

CKNEY'S
RAST COPS! 

Colin Roach
ted in the week after Colin
Roach’s death.

The protests have ail
been peaceful, but the police
decided to provoke “distur-
bances”’.

Hackney Black People’s
Association has written to
Superintendant Moore of the
Metropolitan Police accusing
the police of provocations
outside Hackney Town Hall
and along the route of a
protest march, and noting
that: “Our observers at the
two earlier protests report
that it. was police officers
who baton charged protes-
ters on both occasions. Some
of the people arrested have
complained of racial abuse
and violence -by police
officers...”

The police are also busy

scape
“foreigners” taking the few
availablejobs.

Yet in Britain it is self-
evident thatThatcher’s racist
government has

_
presided

over the scrapping of more
jobs than there are black
people.

In Nigeria, too, the
victimisation of the
Ghanaian and other immi-
grant workers is used along-
side an ‘austerity’ plan as an
alternative to any planned
expansion of the productive
forces to provide new jobs
and raise the pitiful living
standards of the majority of

 

  

the country’s 80 million
people, 70% of whom
remain illiterate, and whose
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feeding lies to the press. The
Sunday Telegraph_—for
instance, ran a headline after
the march, “Black Demo
Gang Loot Jewels Shop —

Violence after Police Station
Death Protest”.

In fact the jewel robbery
took place before  -the
protests and’ had nothing to
do with them.

The “free” press has
doneits usual job. The Daily
Telegraph simply reported
that “A coloured man witha
history of mental illness
walked into Stoke Newing-
ton Police Station late on
Wednesday and shot himself
through the head with a
single-barrelled sawn-off
shotgun. Police are satisfied
no oneelse is involved.”

The Daily Mail’s sympa-
thetic story started “A
mugger not long outof jail

” And last week theEvening Standard ran a front
page story in which it
claimed that Keith Scully, a
friend of Colin Roach who

|

saw him only minutes before
he went into the police
station, had said that Colin

.

wasbeside himself with fear.
A subsequent interview

with Scully on Channel 4,
althoughreportedly heavily

oats
life expectancy is only 49
years.

The natural wealth and
resources of West Africa are
ample to sustain its popula-
tion if adequately developed.

But the Shagari govern-
ment is wedded to the capit-
alist oil monopolies, the
western bankers and the

- Nigerian capitalist class; it is
therefore wedded to aper-
petuation of the reactionary
and arbitrary division of
West Africa into separate,
dependentnations.

The -interests of the
workers and peasants of
Nigeria and West Africa as a
whole demand quite the
opposite: the breaking down
of ational barriers and
antagonisms, and the com-
mon struggle for the over-
throw of capitalism and the
‘establishment of a socialist
united states in the area.

The Nigerian working
class — which staged massive
strikes in 1981 —-must play
the key role in such a
struggle. And this requires
the building of a leadership
prepared to confront
Shagari?’s chauvinist —cam-
palgn.

JOHN
HARRIS

edited, has cast doubt on the
comments attributed to him
by the Standard.

People living elsewhere —

white people in particular —

might wonder why Hackney
people aren’t more willingto
accept the police version of
the event.

The reason is simple: the
experience of Hackney’s
black community is that the _

Station deaths in
” years.

police are truncheon-toting
terrorists and racists. Their
experience is of false arrest,
harassment, .beating, racist
abuse, intimidation” and
frame-up.

An interpretation of the
death as police murder fits
this experience better. There
have been three police

recent

Several demands are
being raised — close Stoke
Newington police station,
suspension of Stoke New-
ington police station officers
until an inquiry is comple-
ted, community control of
the police — but the key one
to unite aroundis thatof the
Support Committtee: for an
independentinquiry into the

.deathof Colin Roach. 
s % Ee ee SES Sa : - é = FRE as

2,000 marched in Leeds, and 3,000 in Derry, on Sunday 30 January to mark the 11th
anniversary of“Bloody Sunday’, whenBritish troops shot dead 13 peaceful demonstra-
tors in Derry. °

There was also a Sccttish demonstration, organised a week early on Saturday 22nd, TM

so as not to clash wiih Leedsand Derry. 800 joined a Glasgow Irish Solidarity Campaign
marchin Pert Glasgow.

The Labour Committee on Ireland is now organising for a ‘Ban Plastic Bullets’ con-
ference insManchester on I’ebruary 26. Credentials for labour movement delegates cost
€3 fram Plastic Bullets Conference, Box 15, 164-6 Hanging Ditch, Manchester M3 4BN.
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