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WITH the water workers’ strike in its third
week, gas workers’ unions have rejected a pay
offer of 44% and power workers have rejec-
ted 4 to 44%.

GMBUofficial John Edmonds spoke of the
prospect of simultaneous strikes in all three
industries; “‘theGovernment is backingitself
into an argument with the three public
utilities”’.

The EETPU has told membersnot to coop-
erate with moves to use alternative water
supplies at powerstations. In uncharacteristic
style EETPU leader Frank Chapple declared
that if power station workers were suspended,
“it would result in action by our members”.

Craft workers in the water industry are also
set to strike, having rejected an offer similar
to the one presented to the bulk of the work-
force.

The possibility of a joint water/power/gas
stike is there. But we could wait a long timeif
it is left to the top unionleaders.

GMBUgeneral secretary David Basnett has
not even called out the union’s water worker
members in Scotland, despite a GMBU
decision authorisinghim to to.

The unions in the power industry have no
plans to do anything on their pay claim
before new talks on February 22.

Not a word

When Len Murray and Michael Foot got
TV time on the new unemploymentfigures
and the TUC Economic Review,theysaid not
a word about the water workers.

And the Labour Left leaders — instead of
going publicly to the picket lines as they did
with ASLEF — have mostly beensilent, all
but a statement to Socialist Organiser from
Tony Bennatthestart of the strike.

The rank and file can and should take the
initiative with delegations from the water
workers to powerstations and gasworks.

Already strikers have responded to manage-
ment abuse of emergency cover, and the
threat of the use of troops, by occupying
water supply and sewageplants.

This strike canshake the Tories. They are
visibly dissatisfied with the National Water
Council management who, softened up over
years of class collaberation,are hardly up to

Claimants andstrikers 1@p

   
 
 
 

 

Why not
give us £1?

LIKE every 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 feei 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 you to give Socialist Organ-
iser 75p a week, by paying £1 for your paper
instead of the normal 25p.
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their current role as the spearhead of
Thatcherism.

The NWC’s bumbling declaration that their
7.3% offer was “really” 8.5% can have done
nothingbut strengthen the strike.

Thames Water Authority have sent letters
to every striker’s home urging a return to
work. In Londonpolice have tried to impose
the Tebbit law strictly to prevent flying
pickets, but elsewhere pickets are largely
ignoring the Tory laws.

Two major steps are needed now to push
the Tories into outright defeat:

*The election, and linking-up, of rank-and-

file strike committees not controlled by the
full-timers. These committees should control
emergency cover and organise picketing,dele-
gations, and links with the power and gas
workers. They should’also link up with local
support committees, which can be launched
by trades councils and LabourParties4bring-
ing in other trade unionists (especially gas and
power) and unemployed.

*From the base provided by such commit-
tees, maximum pressure on the union leaders
to put their words into action and to call an
all-out strike in water, gas and power.



;
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  O'GRADY- THE PROPERTY
SHARKS’CANDIDATE!

PeterNeralspoke.spoke
to lan Swindale

What about the ‘so-called
‘Independent. Labour’
campaign?

The Independents have
got no policies at all. Their
whole campaign is a negative
one, based on_personal
smears against me, and play-
ing on people’s prejudices.

I heard from a journalist
today that their campaign
headquarters is plastered
with clippings from various
newspapers, mainly focus-
ing on my personal life. That
is the extent of their cam-
paign. -

If you ask them what
they are actually standing
for they’re at a loss to
answer.. If you ask them
which of my policies they
oppose, again they are at a
loss to answer.

Not only have they not
got any policies but the
record of O’Grady|[the
Independent Labour candi-
date] as leader of South-
wark Council is a disgrace to
anybody.

Star
greets
reject

WHATEVERelse the SDP
might fail to do, it did look
when it was set up as if it
could at least do one job
efficiently

__
provide a safe

berth for discredited Lab-
our MPs fleeing re-selec-tion.

Butin Islington therejust
aren’t enough berths to go
round. After the Boundary
Commission. report is
implemented, there will be
only two constituences in
the borough —. and three
sitting SDP MPs.

Michael O’Halloran, MP
for Islington North,is cert-
ain to be the one squeezed
out. He was selected as
Labourcandidate only after
highly dubious manoeuvr-
es, and thehighpoint of his
career since then was as
theonly MP simultaneously
to sign both pro- and anti-
EECst

statements.
Now O'Halloran wants to

go back to the Labour
Party. For left-wing activ-
ists this news is about as
welcome as Al Caponere-
turning to ask for his Party
card back.

But if O’Halloran has few
friends in the Labour Party
or in the SDP, still someone
hasa Soft spot for him.

The Communist Party
paper, the Morning Star,
on February 4 said: ‘‘His
return to the Labour Party
would be of limited [!] ad-
vantage, althoughhe would
nevertheless be welcome...
one or two other SDP MPs
might be considering re-
verse defection, which
would be a heavy political
blow for the SDP and a
boost for Labour...’’

Islington North Labour
eouncillor Pat Longman
told us: ‘‘If the CP values
these SDP renegades so
highly, then I would sug-
gest they take them in
themselves rather than
wishing themon us’’.

  
 

He’s the bloke who
supported selling off Hay’s —

- Wharf, the entire site’between London Bridge and
Tower Bridge, to Arab oil
barons to build theequiva-
lent of 14 Centrepoints
whenlocal people in the area
who he claims to represent
as thereal Labour candidate,
want houses withgardens.

John. O’Grady is the
bloke who wanted to waste
£30 million: of the. rate
payers’ money to build a

_new Town Hall, when that
money was desperately
needed to modernise older
estates and to provide social
services to the elderly and
disabled.

He claims to be the real
Labour candidate, the bloke
who knows whatthe people
of Bérmondsey ‘really want

de6  

“and: yet those policies he
‘supported as leader of the
council were not. popular

: and he knowsit.-
‘He is clutching desperate-

“dy at straws by resorting to
this kind of smear.campaign.

LDDC
Both Bob Mellish andJohn O’Grady- sit on the

London Docks Development“Corporation. Bob “Mellish is
vice-chair, and is paid about
£16,000 a year. He wasappointed personaly by
Michael Heseltine... John
O’Grady sits on the board
and receives about £3,000 a
vear.

What Bob Mellish and
John O’Grady never tell the
people of. Bermondsey is

_ that they .are actually paid
employees of the LDDC.

dent Labour’ candidateO'Grady with helpers: his recordis “a disgrac to anybi

They go around advocating
the LDDC policiesas though
they are disinterested parties
and yet they never declare
their own personal interest.

Since Mellish and
O’Grady have been on the
board of the LDDC, it
has vested, that is effec-
tively stolen, 264 acres of
land. in the Southwark-
Bermondsey_constituency

‘which it.is now selling off
to property speculators to
build three yacht marinas
in Surrey Docks, two
million square feet of offices
on Hay’s Wharf and luxury
flats on Corbett’s Wharf,costing up to £170,000“the LDDC was set upwith the promise that it
would create jobs for Ber-
mondsey. In the three years

”  

it has been established_ it
hasn’t created a single per-
manent job anywhere in this
constituency. What it has
done recently is give notice
to quit to eight industrial
firms employing 500 local
people, so the land can be
taken over to build these
office blocks and luxury
flats.

In the course of canvassing
I have sometimes come
across -- Labour—supporterswho are sceptical. because
while theywould like houses
with gardens and so on they
don’t think there -is the
money to pay for this and
other aspects of Labour’s
programme:What would you
say to those people?

There are a number of
  

to
to

buildsupport!
byeonCorbyn,
Labour prospective
parliamentary candi-
date for Islington
North ~

a
THAT 1983 will be an
election year is hardly news
— Thatcherhas deliberate-
ly tried to create a suitably
nationalist and militaristic
atmosphere, designed to
divert attention from the
real issues for the working
class.

Our campaign has to be
directed at and involving
our supporters — a spuri-
ous appeal to the middle
ground will not win their
support, or the election.
If people want a laissez-
faire government theyhave
got one, if: they want an
equally repressive social
democratic: one, fealternative jis. there r
them.

:All the. expressions of
working class opinion do
not show opposition to

Labour’s policies. They
show that the policies
are often not understood
and there is little ‘faith
in the ability of a Labour
governmentto achieve full
employment, decent hous-
ing and a proper Health
Service.

Our job has to be to
point out the record of the
last Labour government
and the pressures it

“succumbed to from the
International Monetary 
‘The Labour Right’s policies

_

lost us the 1979 election

government will face tre-
mendous pressures —

immediate fall in share
prices, spéculation on the
currency, obstruction from
the Common Market and
all out opposition to uni-
lateralism from the Penta-
gon.

However, we will not
reach an election victory if
the party does not turn
all its campaigning activi-
ties outwards to mobilise
the support we can count
on.A major theme of the
election has to be the way
the Tories have systemati-
cally and efficiently para-
lysed the inner city areas.
Islington has been fined
£5 per head for cuts in
local government alone;
add to that the cuts in
support for the Inner
‘London Education Authori-
ty, the attacks on the local
Health Service by cuts and
closures, and the massive
local unemployment rate
‘of 24%, and the picture
of Tory misery is complete.

It is on how to campaign

practically that the party
is weak.
-Every Labour

Party should now be form-
ing alliances with local
unemployed groups to
demand jobs, with Health
Workers and Health
Campaigns
NationalHealthService.

The repressive and
sexist legislation of the
Tories must be fought by
a real alliance with the
ethnic minority and wo-
men’s. organisations, to
oppose the Nationality
Act and Immigration laws
and to promote a real
charter for women’s
rights.

Wewillwin the election
if we fight with all those
fighting Toryism; you
cannot do this if on the
other hand. the
leadershipis trying to expel
socialists and use every
TV appearance to attack
theleft.

The politics of the
Labour Right caused us
defeat in 1970 and 1979;
ourjobis to go out and fight
to win.

~ Jeremy Corbyn

 to defend our |

Party.

different sources of finance
for our programme.

First of all, the Labour
‘Party is pledged to scrap the
Trident nuclear system
which the Tories plan to
buildat a cost of £11,000
million. So Labourwillscrap
that and put the money into
new house buildingetc.

Wealthtax
Secondly we are pledged

to introduce~a wealth tax
on the very rich and close
the loopholesin Corporation
Tax to ensure that major
companies, many of which
are making re profits,

their taxes, and also
throughpublic borrowing.
So you are making it clear
in your campaign that your
plans for Bermondsey can
only be carried out if the
Tories are replaced by a
Labour government.

Yes. And the next
Labour government. if it is
going to carry out its pro-
mises, will have to be a very
determined government,
prepared to tackle the
inequalities of wealth and
power in our society. and
redistribute them in favour
of theworkingclass.

 
Furore
about

.

.
;nothing

AS IF there aren’t enough
probiemsalready for Labour
candidate Peter Tatchell in
the Bermondsey by-election,
the Labour leadership

“managed to add another one
thisweek.

Fired by their obsession
with the Militant tendency
they ordered the pulping of
25,000 leaflets because they
had been printed by. Cam-
bridge Heath Press, which
prints the Militant news-
paper.

Peter Tatcheil’s pressconference to launch the
Labour campaign was post-
ponedand a “crisis meeting”

- was held between national

<

officials and the local Party.
Having made a huge issue

out of nothing, Labour
leaders then blamed the
press forblowing the dispute
up outofall proportion. But
it was the national officials
who handed the press the
opportunity to witch-hunt
Tatchell even before the
Labour campaign had been
launched.

Not only has Bermond-
sey LabourParty used Cam-
bridge Heath Press for its
local material over a num-
ber of :years, but the Labour
Party itself has on occasion
had material printed there
until last year’s conference
decision to establish a-regis-
ter.

Briefing looks
toelection

|

by John Bloxam
75 people from five differ-
ent Labour Briefing groups

.attended the conference
‘Towards a National Net-
work’ last Saturday, 5th.

The only © significant
Briefing group not repre-
sented was the West Mid-
lands. As the circulation
figures for the local Brief-
ings show — London 3500,
Merseyside 750, Brighton
400 —the Briefing format
has provedan effective way
for the left to caucus, org-
anise, and discuss.

Initiative
The only resolution put

{it was passed unanimous-
ly) dealt with the coming
election. ‘‘This conference
requests London Labour
Briefing to take the initia-
tive in sponsoring the call
for a meeting of CLPs and
trade union activists to-
gether with other cam-

|
paigning and left groupings
in theLabourParty in order
to discuss ‘How we cam-
paign for a Labourvictory’
and ensuring a manifesto
based on Conference poli-

Graham Bash started the
conference by

_
saying,

‘‘LondonLabourBriefingis
‘ useless unless it helps to
organise’’. But for much of
the day this was left up in
the air — and even down-
played, in the concern to
turn outwards.

Manycomrades mention-
ed‘the important defeat for
the Left at the recent AGM
of the Campaign for Labour
Party Democracy. Graham
Bash emphasised Brief-
ing’s poor showing there,
and therefore its share in
responsibility for the
result. Socialist Challenge
supporters informed the

-conterence that they had
‘self-criticised’ and would
now (!) take CLPD serious-
ly. But no conclusions were
reached.

Implications
Ken Livingstone’s con-

tribution on ‘organising at
local governmentlevel’ had
major implications for
those manyin the Briefing”
network who have seen his
activity as a shining ex-
ample of Labour ‘taking the
power’at councillevel.

For Livingstone, the les-
son of the GLC was the
need ‘“‘to have a clearer
view of the limitations in-
volved... Realistic assess-
ment of how little power
there is in local govern-
ment. We’re creatures of
central government’’.

For those who took a
different view, and pre-
sumably for the Clay Cross
councillors, he had this to
say — he was against ‘‘the ©

standard macho argument
of‘all over the top, take on
the government’. There’s

.

not much point when
they’ve got all themachine
guns”’.

Tackle ©

There wasno time (even
if there wastheinclination)
to discussall these points.
But ‘we will have to tackle
them while organising a
new Socialist Campaign for
a LabourVictory type body.

Comrades should

_
re-

member that one of the
standard arguments of. the
Wilson/Callaghan govern-
mentwasthatthey hadlitt- -

le power and the IMF had
‘all themachineguns’’.
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intended massive attacks
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Timetoreview TUC’spolicies:
LAST week the TUC’s Economic Review 1983 was
published.It has well-presented facts and figures
on the devastation suffered by the British working
class since May 1979. It clearly and concisely de-
molishes the myth that unemployment is due to
immigration or to new technology. It explains the
case for women’s equal right to a job, and shows
how womenhavesuffered doubly in theslump.

Some 3.9 million people are now unempleyed
(600,000 of them not showing up in the govern-
ment: figures), and another are on government
schemesratherthan proper jobs. The number un-
employed for more than a year trebled between -

October 1980 and October 1982, to 1.2 million.
Since 1979, the number below the poverty line

has increased by 1.5 million. Familieson half aver-
age earnings have seen their real take-home
incomego down 3.2%. while familieson five times
average earnings are 1x‘«- betteroff in real income
ifigures fur married couples with two children).
Andlast year the top 25% of chief executives got
payrises of 18%-plus.

The TUCalso récalls the facts about inequality
of wealth: the top 1 per cent owned 23% of all
marketable wealth and about 80% ofall privately
held shares. And 100 conipanies account for 40%
of industrial output and trade.

ut what’s theanswer? The main job of the TUC
is after all not to collect figures but to organise
workers to defend their interests. And in that re-
spect the Economic Reviewhaslittleto offer. It’s a
bit more than Labour front-bencher Peter Shore
offered in a recent TV interview with Brian Wald-
en — a choice between devaluation and monetar-
ism — but not much.

Editorial

Its main proposals are:
® Increased public spending and a National In-

vestment Board;
© Exchange controls, devaluation,and selective

import controls;
* Gradual reduction of the ‘work week to 35 -

hoursoverfive years.
Thee policies will, the TUC argues, over five

years reduce unemploymentto one million.
The aim proposedis minimal enough:ten years

ago a million unemployed would have been con-
sidered shocking. But will the policies even
achievethat?

The Mitterrand experience
Increased state spending can sometimespull a

capitalist economy out ofsa slump, at least for a
time. But with profit rates low, chronic overpro-
duction in basic industries, and the world financial
system in a delicate state, 1. is more likeiy to pro-duce inflation, balance of payments crises, and
runs on thecurrency.

Such, anyway, was the experience of these ‘re-flationary’policies in the 1970s, and such has been
the experience of the Mitterrand government in
France.

.The Mitterrand government hasalso resorted to
wage controls. Some Labourpoliticians supposed-
ly on theLeft — like Michael Meacher — havesaid
plainlythattheyconsider incomes policy an essen-
tial part of ‘reflation’.And theTUC?It refers coyly
andasbrieflyas possible to a ‘National Economic
\ssessment’ — on all evidence, just a new name
for TUC-policedwage controls.

Will exchange controls ard import controls help,

or simply feul up capitalist world trade even more
while misdirecting the labour movement towards
trying to export unemployment, rather than fight.
it? The TUC is “‘disturbed’’ at the ‘‘the growingclamour for negative fretectionism in the major
industrialised economics’ , and:condemns‘‘those
whoare content to divide’up the misery to their
best advantage through ‘beggar my neighbour’
policies’’. But thedifference between such ‘‘nega-
tive restrictions’ and theTUC’s ‘‘managedtrade”’
amounts only to good intentions: the TUC ‘‘wishes
to see an expansion of world trade’’.

To believe in the TUC’s answer we have to be-
lieve in a very superficial account of the causes of
the slump. ‘‘The main cause of the world reces-
sion... is the restrictive policies pursued by the
major economies, and pursued mostvigorouslyby
the UK’’. So all that’s needed is areturn to the
expansionary public-spendingpolicies of the ’50s
and ’60s, and we’ll all be better off, from the
desperate claimants who will get jobs to the mil-
lionaires whowillsee business and profits boom!

The cause of theslump
In other words, the slumpis caused by nothing

deeper than political stupidity by Thatcher and
Reagan.

But thenwhydid the 1969-71 recession happen?
What wasthecause of the 1974-5 slump?Is it all
just a chain of accidents?

Or isn’t it more likely that behind thesecrises
is a developing decay of the world capitalist sys-
tem, with its chrunic tendencies forproduction to
outstrip demand, for investment to develop out of
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balance withconsumption, for the growth of capi-
tal to choke: itself off through a falling rate ofprofit, and for nationalrivalries to dislocate the
world economy? That therise of monetarism is an
effect of the sluinp (and then a secondary factor in
deepeningit),ratherthanits cause?

To identify the inherent contradictions of capi-talism as the prime cause of the devastation is to
point to socialist polici®s as the answer — and to
why theTUCis so sup nits analysis.

Common ownershipof the major industries and
banks, as the foundation for worker-controlled
economic planningwhichcould ensure decentjobs
for all, is a professed aim of many unions. But theEconcmicReview has not a word aboutit.

It does not even propose such measures to
defend living standards and jobs as automatic
inflation-protection for wages (with a workers’
price index) and work-sharing under workers’
control withno loss of pay.

Inadequate though the TUC’s proposals on a
shorter work week and more public spending are
as an answerto thecrisis, theyare certainly worth-
whileasfaras theygo. But thereis no proposal for
the TUC to campaign, agitate, or take action to
impose themif thegovernmentrejectsits advice.

In short, all the proposals are just advice to. the
government — and evidently tailored to the limits
of what seems ‘reasonable’as advice to a capitalist
government.Asthecrisis gets worse, those limitsget narrow-
er; the TUC’s words of advice emptier; and theneedfor the labour movementto changecourse to-
wardspolicies for mobilisationand for a workers’
government, more urgent.

 

 

Convenerssilentas Ford
screws the shopfloor
FORD union leaders knew
last June that the company

on jobs. They were told to
keep it quiet both from the
press and from their mem-
bers — andtheydid so!

Worse, they sat mute
while the movesto cut the
workforce began with
the transfer of 60 workers
from the engine plant to
the Body Plant, linked to
massive speed-up designed
to pressurise older workers
into leaving.

Virtually the whole of the
Dagenham leadership, in-
cluding prominent Com-
munist Party member Sid
Harraway, have been in-
volved in this scandalous
cover-up -and jobs mas-
sacre,

Now management are
pressing further ahead.
Last weekendtheyrevealed
plans to cut a further

 

Convenor Sid Harraway keptthe lid on Ford’s plans to axe jobs

*
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By Harry
Sloan

 

ADS)
TILLee
em
aN
ts

2,900jobs atthe Dagenham ‘pounced that it wants to miserablelevel of collabor- _unionofficials andtheprac- outdated than plants in

 
body and assembly plants
— 28% of the workforce —

on top of the 600 jobs al-
ready lost since last June.

Bankruptcy
. Since Ford — withprofits

running in excess of £200
million. per year — can
hardly use the standard BL,
Talbot or Vauxhall argu-
ment of impending bank-
ruptcy as a threat to bludg-
eon union officials and con-
venorsinto line, they have
comeup with a new, multi-
national argument: equal-
ling productivity levels in
European plants.

This strong-arm tactic
has already been employed
at Halewood, where not
long ago management an-

cut 1,900 manual jobs —

14% of the workforce — by
April, while raising levels
of output to those of its
Saarlouis plant.

Dagenham workers are
being compared unfavour-
ably with their fellow Ford
employees at Genk in Bel-
gitum, which also produces

 

~ the new Sierra model. Man-
ning levels in Dagenham,
say management, are un-
acceptablyhigh.

Andthereare increasing-
ly explicit threats that the
multinational Ford corpora-
tion could switch its produ-
ction out of British plants
unless the workforce toe
the line and accept dfastic :

speed-up.
Management are  ob-

viously encouraged in this
tactic both by the generai

 

ation and capitulation
shown by union officials
and sections of convenors .

elsewhere in the car indus-
try when threatened with
possible closure, and by
the particular attitude of
theDagenhamleadership.

 

- Commitment
Even now that. Ford

managementare seeking to
cut outall breaks, speed upthe lines, and smash down
job demarcation, union
leaders are~ still declaring
their commitment to maxi-
mising

—_
production in

Dagenham.
The parallels with BL —

in which successive man- 
Pee ee cee mene wee mn sca eaeenanane-

 

tical collaboration of the
Communist Party, as well
as right wing convenors —

should not bemissed.
Ford workers can pull

back from the slippery path
“to speed-up and redundan-
cies opened up by their
leaders: but only if man-
agement threats and their
selective figures are firmly
rejected.

Ford UK is the most — if
not currently the only —

profitable subsidiary of the
giant corporation. While it
is plainly possible under
certain conditions for. man-
agement to supply particul-
ar components or even fin-
ished cars to fill gaps in
production in Britain. they
ha  

 

- RB eeorzrazaedeoe-

Europe or Latin America.
Ontop of this the ‘com-

parisons’
and plant are in almost all
cases fraudulent. But to
exposethis, it is necessary
for the Dagenham and
Halewood unions to mobil-
ise — to elect rank andfile
committees to demand full
access to Ford’s accounts
and plans, and to seek im-
mediate discussions and
links with their fellow Ford
trade unionists in Ger-
many, Belgium, and
aroundtheworld.

It is in no worker’s inter-
est to be carved up. one
plant against another, by a

exploitativeAn appea: se
evnical and
management. 

between plant -

  

and conditions,for parity of
wages, and for juint struc-
tures to monitor and com-
bat management: attacks
could win a response, and
forge a powerful alliance in
which strikes, occupations
and boycott action could-be
taken with support on a
European scale.

Ford managementis not
inhibited by national fron-
tiers: unfortunately, how-
ever, this is not true of
British trade unionists. Last 

 
A multinationalcompanywitha multinationalworkforce—
and the union leaders go for a ‘Buy British’ campaign!

of imports’ into Britain.
setting up a ‘Campaign for
Import Controls Com-
mittee’.

Instead of reaching out
for an international fight
against a powerful class
enemy,theysee the task as
preserving ‘British’ indus-
try and ‘British’ jobs ag-
ainst ‘foreign’ competition.

The bitter practical con-
sequences of such a policy
can be seen in the squanc
eight month silence oF

mham convesor: 6 lie  
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FURTHER developments
in the strike wave in the
French car industry have
brought the Communist
Party led CGT union feder-
ation into conflict with the
CP/SocialistParty coalition
government.

Last Wednesday, 2nd, a
CGTprotest at the Citroén
Aulnay factory in pursuit of
wage demandsled to clash-
es with members of the
fascist CSL, which acts as a
‘company union’ in Cit-
roén. 17 workers were
injured. .

Despite the CSL’s evil
reputation, Labour Minis-
ter Jean Auroux promptly
denounced the CGT as
responsible. And now Cit-
roén has sacked 15 work-
ers, including the factory
CGT leader Akka Ghazi
andthreeother CGT repre-
sentatives.

Strikes have continuedin
other factories. The paint- -}

shop at Renault Flins,
where themovement began
anderthe leadership of the
SFDT union, votedon Fri-
day January 27 to go back
on the basis of bonus pay-
ments ranging from 70
francs to 155 (£7 to £15). On
the same day. the 1983
national pay agreementfor
Renault was signed: an 8%
increase.

THE ISRAELI inquiry into
last September’s Beirut
massacre has producedits
findings, selected sections
of which have been made
public. They include the
resignation or removal of
Defence Minister Ariel
Sharon, criticism of Prime
Minister Begin and Army
Chief of Staff Raphael
Eitan, and the recommend-
ed dismissal of the Military
Intelligence chief. ,

Thereport is unexpectedly
tough in tone, though its
proposals are restricted to a
cosmetic clean-up of the
bloody Zionist war machine
withoutwhosesavageinva-
sion of Lebanon — leaving
17,000 dead and 30,000
wounded — the Phalangist
murder squad would never
have got into the Sabra and
Chatila camps to massacre
another 700 unarmed Pal-
estinian men, women and
children.

It poses a new. crisis for
the Begin government,
which has so far weathered
the storm of protest at
home and abroad at the
time of the massacre.

THE Australian -Labour
Party’s new leader, Bob
Hawke, has opened his
campaign for the March 5
general election by drop-
ping proposals for a capital
gains tax. Hawke is also
trying for an agreement
with the trade unions fo,
incomespolicy.

So deep is-the discredit
of the Thatcherite Liberal- |°
National coalition led by
Malcolm Fraser, however,
thatLabourstil] looks likely
to win. Latest opinion polls
give Labour 52% of the
vote and Fraser 31%, with
17% ‘‘don’t know’’.

PRESIDENT Reagan has
indicated US approval of
the ‘Turkish dictatorship
of General Kenan Evren
by doubling US military
aid and handingout a hefty
sum in economic aid.

The US administration
plans to give no less than
$755 million to support the
military junta that presides
overoneof themost repres-
sive regimesin theworld —

and a further $175 million
in economicaid.

 The people
withouta

X

KURDISTANhas never exis-
ted as an independentstate.

Originally, Kurdish areas
were divided between the
Persian and Ottoman
Empires. During the First
World War, as a result of the
break-up of the Ottoman

new nation states, Kurdistan
was divided into four areas
in Iraq, Turkey, Syria and
Tran.

.During negotiations
between the great powers of
the time, including Britain,
the Kurdish people were pro-
mised autonomy. That
promise was never. kept, and
the Kurdish struggle in all
areas has ‘contin ted.

The Kurdish Democratic
Party of Iran was founded
during the Second World
War. It was at a time when
Iranian society as a whole
underwent a transformation.
as a result of the downfall of
the monarchy of Reza Khan,
the Shah’s father. For the
first time in the recent
history of Iranian Kurds, the
desires of different strata of
the population were trans-
latéd into the formation of a
new party, the KDPI.

The creation of the Party
has its roots also in the con-
tinuing struggle of the Kurds
in Iraq and Turkey.

The KDP was formed at
a mass demonstration in
Mahabad, and the demand
for’ autonomy was declared.
at thatmeeting.

Months
In 1946 the Kurdish

Republic of Mahabad was
established, which lasted for
11 months.

If we go back and assess
the history of the Party it
is questionable whether the
leadership in that era was in
a position to declare. an
autonomous Kurdish state
within the monarchical
framework of the Shah.
After the crushing. of the
Republic, the new genera-
tion continued the struggle
under the new circumstancés
which necessitated clandes-
tine activity.

At a KDP conference in
1948 the demandfor auto-
nomy was again raised, but
this time the programme
concentrated on the
necessity for fighting the
reactionary elements within
Kurdistan who represented
the higher classes in the
society.

During the government
of Mossadeq and the demo-
cratic struggle in the whole
of Iran in the early 1950s,
the KDPI played a very posi-
tive role in organising the
peasantry in some areas of
Iranian Kurdistan and helped
to raise the consciousness of
the peasant population.

“In the late. sixties an
armed struggle developed.

- Kurdish militants. who had
fled from the Shah’s per-
secution to Iraq clandestine-
ly came back into Iran and
organised an armedstruggle
amongst the peasantry. and
through KDP local com-
mittees. This continued, for
eighteen_monthsuntil it"was
b.utally crushed by the
central government, helped
by the armed gang of Mullah
Mustafa Barzani, who was

|then the leader of the
\

 

state
Empire and the creation of -

Mary Corbishleyspoke to Hassan Ghazi, a
member of the European Committee of the
Kurdistan Democratic Party of Iran (KDPI).
 

  ES Se

eshmergas: —

Kurdish: struggle in Iraq and
whohad close links with the
Shah, having become
embroiled in US-Iranian
plansfor the area.

In spite of the different
hardships torture and perse-
cution the ideals of the

~KDPI were present amongst
the Kurdish population. The
KDP since its inception has
represented a wide range of
Kurdish society.

We have four main
demands: the establishment
of a democratic system in
Iran, opposition to imperial-
ism in Iran, especially US
imperialism; the achievement
of the political, cultural and
economic rights of the Kurd-
ish people, and their aspir-
ations for autonomy.

During the escalation of
mass protests against the
Shah’s regime in thelate
seventies, it became possible
for different groups to
organise and make direct
links with the people. After
the Shah’s downfall in
February 1979, the first
open mecting in Mahabad
was attended by 100,000
peasants and town dwellers.

After 33 ycars of clan-

e Kurdistan liberationfighters

 
destine activity since the
Mahabad republic, the KDPI
could openly organise.

At the outset we madeit
clear that we would not
necessarily seek confronta-
tion methods in order to
achieve our demands. At the
Mahabad meeting we
expressed our wish to negoti-
ate with Ayatollah Khom-
eini’s government on our
legitimate demands which
we sawaslinked to a process

©of democratisation in Iran.

Prepared
Requesting

_
negotiations

didn’t mean we had any
illusions in the government.A delegation of the Bazargan
government came to Kurdis-
tan for discussions. They
prolonged these discussions
because behind it all they
were attempting to provoke
a confrontation.

But we were prepared.
The people in Kurdistan
were in a good position to
take over the army barracks
after the Shah’s downfall.
Kurdistan’ was the most
militarised area of Iran
during the Shah’s regime.

        
TUNS ISLANDS

ABU MUSA   
 

 
 

Khomeini’sfiring squads have massacredhundreds
In March 1979 the new

government started a war
against“ the Kurdish people
by attacking Sanandaj. After
Sanandaj, the army entered
Parveh on the pretext that
the Kurds were trying to
secede.

Ayatollah Khomeini
declared a Jihad (holy war)
against the Kurdish people,
branding the leadership as
infidels and agents of imper-
ialism. Kurdistan was
systematically

.
bombarded

from August te November
1979,

Then Khomeini called for
negotiations declaring that
the demands of the Kurds
were legitimate. It was a
ruse. We knew that Khom-
eini was trying to consolid-
ate his constitution and was
facinginternal problems.

Invasion
It was not long before

the attacks were resumed.
Since March 1980 they have
continued uninterrupted.’

With the invasion of Iran
‘by Iraq we felt. that the
government’s ability to
attack Kurdistan would be
weakened. Our position was
that the government should
withdrawthe Pasdaran (revo-
lutionary guards) from
Kurdistan and leave the
internal affairs of Kurdistan
to its people — we would
thendefend theborders.

This met with no res-
porise from the government.
In fact the attacks on Kur-
distan escalated.

When in June 1982 Iran
invaded Iraq we also con-
demned this invasion, saying
that it was for the people of
Iraq to decide their own
affairs and that the contin-
uation of the war was a
pretext for the government
who were facing mounting
turmoil and opposition in
Iran.

Through the war the
Jranian government wastry-
ing to consolidate itself.

In spite of the bombard-
ments we can say that
without exaggeration our
movement has become
stronger. In June a- new base
was created in Urumieh in
Western Azerbaijan which
coordinated all the govern-
ment forces, the Pasdaran,
the army and-a new force,
the Basidij (young Islamic
fanatics).

The aim was to open
up a new front against the

 

Iraqis and to cut links
between the Kurdish liber-
ated areas — those areas
controlled by theKDP.

They wanted to -gain
control of a strategicgroad
between Piranshar and Sar-
dasht. Partial control by day
has been gained andin their
attempts they used the
infamous ‘human wave’
tactic — sending young
school children in front to
clear a pathfor the tanks.

_But the Peshmergasstill
control -the-road at night,
the resistance has been led
by the Peshmergas and local
people’s militias and casual-
ties amongst government
forces have been heavy.

The winter weather has
aided our struggle and
we hope that by next spring
the Peshmergas will be able
to regain total control. We
also hope that the struggle
will develop in other parts of
Iran to extend the resistance
taking place .in Kurdistan.
We. see Kurdistan. asa
barrackof freedom in Iran.
What. can the labour move-
ment here do to support the
fight for autonomy in Kur-
distan? ‘

In spite of the historical
plight of the Kurdish people
in spite ot all their sacrifices

Advertisement

The Socialist Workers’
Party of the USA, an
old-established Trot-
skyist group, has rec-

' entlyand suddenly
announced that
Trotsky's theory
of ‘permanent revo-
lution’ was wrong

.
after all. This new
pamphlet — 40p
plus postage
from PO Box
135, London
NI ODD — looks
at theargument:

 

 
and hardships over many
years in different parts of
Kurdistan their struggle has
not gained the worldwide
support that it needs.

1 think that the labour
movement everywhere,
including Britain, can play
a very big role by showing
their solidarity with the
struggle of the Kurdish
people. -

We believe that our
struggle is a link in the chain
of the struggle of. oppressed
people everywhere.

I understand that in the
1982 Labour Party confer-
ence there was mention of
the Kurdish struggle in the
international report. We see
this as a very positive step
and we hovethatthis moral
support will develop into
more concrete solidarity.
Aneveningof Kurdish music
and songs. Saturday Feb-
ruary 19, 6pm, Camden
Centre, Bidborough St, Lon-
don NW1. Adm.£2.50,£1
unwaged.

Newissue of ‘Kurdistan
News & Comment’: 35p plus
Postage from Kurdistan
Solidarity,PO Box 30, 29
istington Park St, London
N1.

KSC meeting: Sunday
February 13, 8pm, Prince
Albert, Wharfedale Rd, N1. 
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~ Selling thetrilliondollar

race to destruction
THEcontroversial and highly publicised Tory plan to
place. a £1 million advertising contract to ‘sell’ the
case for Cruise missiles has apparently been quiétly
ditched. But Ronald Reaganis still intent on a much
bigger $65 million ‘public diplomacy’campaigntosell
his warmongering missiles policy to a scepetical Euro-

.

pean public.
Working on the scheme will be media consultant

Peter Dailey and: Reagan’s national security adviser,
William_ Clark. Their first enterprise has been the
arrangement of a whistle-stop tour of Europe by US
vice-president George Bush.

Bush’s mission is to bolster up theNATO headsof
state who are visibly wilting in the face of the rapid
growthof the peace movement.

But despite the fanfare
|that greeted.Bush’s ceremon-

ial reading in West Germany
of Reagan’s ‘Letter to the

‘ people of Europe’, he has
brought no new policies, nor
any hope of an easing of the
armsrace,

Instead all that was on
offer from Reagan was a
repetition of his 14-month
old ‘zero option’ policy —

one that is patently unac-
ceptable to the Moscow
bureaucrats.

Dismantle
Underthe ‘zero option’,

the Soviet Union would be
called upon to dismantle
all its medium range nuc-
lear missiles in Europe.

In ‘exchange’, the US
administration would agree
not to deployits stockpiléof
572 Cruise and Pershing
missiles in a string of Euro-
pean bases reaching from
Greenham Common across
to Sicily. :

But the, 162 medium
range nucléar missiles pos-
sessed byBritain and Fran-
ce and on 115 submarines
assigned to NATO would
remain targeted on- the
Soviet Union — leaving
Moscow at a marked dis-
advantage at the hands of
the.anti-Saviet NATO
alliance.

Meanwhile Reagan
proposes ‘to forge ahead
with the new and astrono-
mically expensive-MX inter
continentalmissilebased in
the American mid-west.

And the USis deploying
2,000 to 3,000 additional
aircraft-launched cruise
missiles carried on B-52
bombers over and above
the controversial ground-
launched missiles destined
for Europe.

Far from lessening the
danger of nuclear war,
Reagan’s every proposalin- 

by Harry
Sloan

creases thatdanger, as part
of the biggest arms build-
up in recordedhistory.

In his budget proposals
drawn up-at the end of
January, Reagan hasalloc-
ated nolessthan 1.6 trillion
dollars — that is,
$1,600,000,000,000 — over
the next five years to pro-
jects including the pro-
duction of MX and Persh-
ing 2 missiles, the Bl
nuclear bomber, and the
Trident: nuclear submarine
programme. The_total
list of new hardware plan-
ned includes F-15 and F-16
fighters, C5 cargo planes,
cruisers, aircraft carriers,
assault ships and_ sub-
marines.

Despite talk of cuts in
military spending, Reagan
has raised the arms budget
by $30 billion, while wel-
fare, pensions and social
programmeshavebeenvic-
iouslycut back.

Opinionpoll
A recent CBS-New York

Times opinion poll showed
that 63 per cent of Ameri-
cans(asagainst 48% a year
ago) reckon that cutting
defence is the best way of
cutting thebudgetdeficit.

Reagan’s priorities,
however, are clear for all
to see. And simply to garn-
ish his fraudulent ‘zero
option’ with trumpeted
announcements that he is
willingat once to sign such
an agreement with Soviet
leader Andropov does no-
thingto changethesefacts.

The Pentagonwar chiefs,
struggling in Central Am-

owen Bush (left) withUS.arms negotiator.NitZesagen 5 cae eine
wwe

erica to preserve a string
of increasingly shaky right
wingdictatorships and turn
back the newtide of strug-
gle epitomised by the Nic-
araguan revolution, are
attempting firmly to estab-
lish their global military
supremacy over the Soviet
Union.

Having suffered humilia-
ting setbacksto theirpower
in the struggles of the late
1970s, they hope to create
conditions in which they
can intimidate the Soviet
bureaucracy into withhold-
ing material support from
anti-imperialist struggles
and radical regimes, and
check its expanding global
powerandinfluence.

But in doing so the US

imperialists are buildingup
the potential for an escala-
tion of tension and theever-
present dangerof miscalcu-
lations that could plunge
theworld into war.

First strike
Significantly, US war

chiefs have time and again
declared that they wish to
retain the ‘options’ of
waging a ‘first strike’ nuc-
lear attack, and using ‘tac-
tical’ nuclear weapons in
central Europe.

This is why NATO lead-
ers have refused to echo
Brezhnev’s 1981 proposal
to forgo any first nuclear
strike.

And in reply to themost

“T don’t honestly know. I thinkagain, until someplace...
all over the world this is being research going on, to try
and find the defensive weapon. There never has been a
weapon thatsomeone hasn't come up with a defence. But
it could
and we’ll shoot ours.

and the only defence is, well, you shoot yours

‘Andif youstillhad thatkind of a stalemate,I could see
where you could have the exchange oftactical weaponsagainst troops in the Zield withoutit bringing either oneofthe major powers to pushing thebutton’’

Asked whetherthere could be a battlefield exchange of
nuclear weapons without an exchangeof strategic nuclear
weapons, President Reagan replied:
if theyrealised thatwe — again if — if we led themback to

“Well, I would —

that stalemate only because that our retaliatory power,
our seconds,or our strike at them after their first strike,
would be so destructive that they couldn’t afford:it, that
would hold themoff’’.

Ronald Reagan replyingto reporters, October 16 1981.
Quoted in a new Penguin:‘Defendedto Death’,edited by

Gwyn Prins.”

_

tude on behalf of the USrecent proposals from Sov-
iet leader Yuri Andropov
for a 370-milewide nuclear-
free zone in central Europe,
NATO spokesmen have
been quicklydismissive.

Onedeclaredthat:
‘Total elimination of

short range nuclear weap-
ons from the crucial area
of central Europe would
go against the Western
Alliance’s

_
doctrine of

”flexibleresponse’.

Flexibleresponse
~By ‘flexible response’

the generals plainly mean
the ability to unleash nu-
clear weapons at will. An-
other stated this even more
bluntly,

“The core of NATO’s de-
terrence policy is aimed at

keeping theenemy guess-
ing at thelevel oflikely re-
sponse, while NATO doc-
trine is that the West could
even use nuclear weapons
first’’.

This attitude on thepart
of the imperialist powers is
nothing new. It wasfirmly
the position of NATO’s
former Supreme_Allied
Commander Europe, Gen-
eral AlexanderHaig,.who
declared in a letter to the
NATOsecretary general in
1979 that:

“One of our presupposi-
tions in nuclear planning is
that, under certain circum-
stanceslikely to develop in
Europe, we may be forced
to make first use of nuclearweapons”

This trigger-happy atti-

 
leaders whose fingers will
be on the control buttons
of the new missiles has
helped to build the massive
peace movementsthathave
emerged across the conti-
nent of Europe.

And it is this peace
movement which has piled
increasing pressure on the
leaders of the ‘socialist’
parties, to the extent that
the social-democratic gov-
ernmentsof France, Swed-

“en, Greece, Spain and Aus-
tria recently jointly appeal-
ed to Reagan to negotiate
with the Soviet leadership
ratherthan pursue the next
stage of the armsrace.

Even Britain’s Dennis
Healey, well-known for his
pro-NATOstance, has wel-
comed Andropov’s latest
proposals and

_
criticised

 

 
Thatcher and Reagan for
rejectingthemout of hand.

In West Germany, the
coming general election al-
ready features the missiles
issue at the centre of the
campaign, with the right
wing Christian Democrat
government- of Helmut
Kohl upholding Reagan’sline while the Social Demo-
cratic opposition headed by
Hans-Jochen Vogel presses
for acceptance of the Soviet
proposals.

It is plain that the mis-
siles will also be at the cen-
tre of the stage in the next
election in Britain. With
MORIpolls showing 54%,
and Marplan 60%, against
Cruise missiles, the Mar-
plan figures also show that
a staggering 40% of Tory:voters are against the mis-
siles.

No wonder Thatcher
-

—

whose own election cam-
paign relied so heavily on
the slick salescraft of Saat-
chi and Saatchi — has be-
gun to contemplate desper-
ate advertising measures
to stem thetide of CND.

Such problems have long
been anticipated by ‘the
US warchiefs. Haig in the
same 1979 letter pointed
out that:,“We will never be able
to put into effect our joint
plans in this vital area un-
less quite exceptional ef--
forts are made to check
European tendencies to-
wards neutralism, pacifism
andunilateralism’’.

To conduct this propa-ganda war, he argues:
“We should constantly -

bear in mind the necessityof... further activising ourcollaborationwith the mass
media’’.

After exposing the myth
of the ‘free press’, Haig
speculates on the next step
if people are still not con-
vinced:

“If, argument, persua-
sion and impacting the
media fail, we are left with
no alternative but to jolt
the faint-hearted in Europe
throughthecreation ofsit-
uations country -by-country,
as deemed necessary, to
convince them where their
interests lie’’. ©

Ominously,he adds:
“This would call for ap-

propriate and effective ac-
tion of a sensitive nature”’

Perhaps we have yet to
see Haig’s suggested ‘sit-
uations’ created, and the
fruits of his ‘sensitive’

interventions. Whatis cer-
tain is that the increas-
ingly energetic efforts of
the imperialist leaders to
promote their nuclear arms
race have failed to check
the growth of the anti-
war movement.

But it is important that
the movement against the
missiles does not get derail-
ed into acceptance of com-
pensating increases. in
‘conventional’. .armaments
(as now proposed by
NATO’s current Supreme
Commander}, or into de-
mands for ‘dual key’ con-
trol over the new missiles
(which according to MORI
is supported by 93% of
British voters).

- To have Thatcher’s hand
movejointlywith Reagan’s
in launching the missiles
is no safeguard to the
people of Europe.

Moreover,all experience
showsthatnegotiations be-
tween the imperialists who
devastated Vietnam, and
the bureaucrats who sent
tanks against the Hungar-
ian and Czechoslovakian
workers, will produce not

.
disarmament but meaning-
less gestures.

The fact is that the root
cause of the arms race is
the national antagonisms
arising from the capitalist
system, coupled with the
economicandpoliticalanta-
gonisms between the nat-
ionalised economies of the
Stalinist states on the one
hand, and the exploitative,
aggressive imperialist
nations on theother.

It is in the struggle to
weaken, disarm and over-
throw capitalist govern-
ments and the capitalist
class in the imperialist
countries that we can put a
stop to the nuclear wardrive, and create morefavourable conditions for
the workers in the Stalinist
states to wagetheir fight
for the revolutionary over-

‘throw of their ruling bur-
eaucracies.

Manyof thosedrawn into
active support for CND do
not agree with us on these
implications: many serious-
ly believethatpressure and
public opinion can _per-
suade the Thatcher govern-
ment to change course on
Cruise missiles. Others be-
lieve we can and should aim
as a first step to stop the
new missiles, but for Brit-
ish imperialism to remain
part of the aggressive
NATOalliance.

Yet the groundswell of
support for unilateral
disarmamentin the British
trade union: and labour
movement, and the grow-
ing body of rank and file
opinion in the Labour Party
opposing the NATOallian-
ce as well as its barbaric
weaponry, show that these
questions can be must be
raised within the anti-war
movement.

Opposition “to war can
and must be developedinto
opposition to imperialism
and the capitalist system
which constantly drives to-
wards war; and this means

‘that the struggle against
the missilesmustbe linked
up with the other struggles
against the Thatcher gov-
ernment.

A valuable step in this
could be the campaign now
floated by the Greenham
Common women for a one-
daynationalstrike by wom-
en workers against the mis-
siles. Such a move onto the
industrial front would be
a major advancefor the ant
war movement.
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 SouthLondon
Hospitalstaff
 

get organised
by Jane Goss

THE South London Hospital
is still open and it will stay
open. That is the message
coming from the South Lon-
don Hospital Campaign
which met last week to
decide how tocarry the fight
forward in the wake of the
Wandsworth District Health
Authoritydecision to recom-
mend closure.

The meeting was well
attended and had support
from workers from St.
Benedict’s and other hos-
pitals which have waged a
battle against closure.

The workersin theSouth
London Hospital have‘ also
organised. They have formed
an action committee and are
meeting regularly to decide..
what steps they will take to
oppose the attempted run-
down which management
will try to begin immed- ~

iately.
Since the District Health

 
Authority meeting, which
was well publicised following
the disruption of the voting,

‘offers of help and messages
of support have been
received continuously. The
hospital is very popular with
the local community and has
a well deserved national
reputation as a treatment

“Thehospital is very popularwith thelocal community”
centre for women.

The fight for the South
London is just one of the
many battles. raging in
London over hospital
closures and is a reflection
of the national position with
the Tories attempting to
dismantle the NHSby privat-
isation and cutting services.

The campaign meeting
agreed to support a press
conferenceofall the London
groups opposing closure of
their hospitals. That kind of
publicity will highlight the
viciousness of: the Tory
attacks on the health of the
workingclass.

If. workers in hospitalsTimid reform sparks
20,000 Spanish women. cometo Britain each year for abor-
tions. Abortion in Spain is at present illegal with prison sen-
tences of 10 years not uncommon for both the women
having abortions and those whoperform or collaborate in
them.

Amid a huge backlash from the Church, the Socialist
Party has introduced a law, going through the Spanish
Parliament at the moment, which would decrimirialise
abortions in three cases: for a woman who is raped, for a
womanlikely to undergo graverisk if she continued with the
pregnancyandin thecase of foetal.deformity.

An abortion under. these headings could still only be
carried out with the permission of two doctors and a gynae-
cologist before ‘12 weeks. It is estiniated that this would
provide abortions for around 5% of the women who want
them.

This reform was promised in the SP election manifesto,though it falls far short of the 1979 manifesto promise of
abortions for all women who want them.

There are manyabortion pro-choice groups in Spain who
have been campaigning for reforms for years, who have been
disappointed by the limited reform of the Gonzalez govern-
ment. Campaigns have been launched demanding better

)BANPlasticBullets: a

reforms and a demonstration washeld in Madrid last week.
Surveys have been commissioned on what -womenactually

want themselves. The only support inside Parliament for the
feminists and pro-abortion groups demanding more, has come

’ from Communist Party representatives, yet they too think
thereought to be a 12-week limit.

The Socialist. Party have not yet made clear how they
think their reform should be carried out — namely howit is
going to be paid for, which suggests that they think that

.-womenshouldpay for their abortions themselves.
Abortions can be got in Spain, as anywhere else in the

world, if you have enough money — the going rate is over
£300 — that’s more than the fare from Spain to Britain and
back including the money Spanish women have to pay here
to get an abortion.

Predictably the Church has reacted virulently against any
reform, with pastoral letters, screams of ‘murder’, and
bishops hurling threats of condemnation to eternal hell on
the headsofall socialists.

Reforms, however limited, are always welcome. But this
law — despite the furore — will hardly make any impression
on the vast majority of Spanish women.

Jo Thwaites

Hounds Gate.

 
WHAT'S

SPARTACISTTruthKit —

a 68-page analysis by John
Lister, published by the
Workers’ Socialist League.
£1 plus 25p postage from
WSL, PO Box 135, London
N10DD.

labour movementdelegate
conference.Saturday Feb-
ruary 26, from 11am at
UMIST,Barnes Wallis
Building,SackvilleSt,
Manchester 1. Sponsors
includeLabour Committee
on Ireland. Credentials for
labour movementdelegates
£3 from PlasticBullets Con-
ference, Box 15, 164-6
Hanging Ditch, Manchest-
er M3 4BN.
WOMEN,Immigration and
Nationality?meetingtodis-
cuss our fauureas a
campaign. Sunday March
13, 1:30 to 4.30pm, County
Hall, London SE1. All wom-
en welcome.Creche on:
premises.
NOTTINGHAM Campatin
Against Rayner conference:
Saturday February 19,
10.30 to 4.30, at Notting-
ham Cenire for the Unem-

ployed,
Creche andlunch 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 end

_
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 M45...

GAYLPYSmeeting. Sun-
day February 27, 6pm,at

 

‘Gay's the Word’ bookshop,
66 MarchmontSt, London
WC1.Nearest tube, Russell
Square. All LPYSmembers
and non-memberswelcome

GAY YOUTH Movement:
lobby of Parliament,Feb-
ruary 14, 5pm at the House
of Commons.Youngles-
biansand gay menare
urgedto attend.

EL SALVADORSolidarity
Campaign: Labour Move-
mentconference, Saturday
May 14, 10am-Spm, County
Hall, London SE1. Creden-
tials £2 from ESSC,29 Islin-
gton Park St, London N1.
LABOUK CND

_
national

conference: Saturday Feb-
tuary 19, West Midlands
County Hall, Lancaster
Circus; Birmingham.--

Ss

could examine the books of
the Health Authorities they
would soon see that there is
money available — money to.
spend on expensive brand
name drugs to_increase
profits for already rich driig
companies and money to
pay for food and drink for
prestige administrative and
medical meetings.

But there is no money to
give patients a decent break-
fast and no money to hire
enough staff to keep the
wards clean.

Wreck
The Tories are deter-

mined to wreck the heaith
service and our health
workers and the community

’

are fighting against it.
With solid support, the

South Londoncanstay open
and lead the fightback —

you can help by inviting
speakers, passing resolutions
of support, sending dona-
tions and contacting the
campaign to find out what
activites are planned.

Messages of support to:
South London» Hospital
Action Committee, South
London Hospital, Clapham
Common, London SW4.

Donations to: South
London Women’s Hospital
Campaign, 4 Louvaine Road,
London SW11. -

i

 
“Many pro-choicegroups have been disappointed”

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

LABOUR Committee on
Ireland: annual  generaj

“meeting 1983 will be on
March26. Resolutions to be
in by February 27. There
willbe.an-extended.meet: ...;

~

ing of the LCI National
Councilon January 22.

LABOURAgainst the
Witch-hunt

—
National

Council meeting.
Saturday February 12,
1pm to 6pm, County
Hail, London SE1.
All CLPs affiliated to
LAW should

=
send

delegates. Doubly
important becauseof the
NEC’s definite decision
to start proceedings ag-
ainst Militant.

Sheffield Labour movement
- conference on Ireland. Satur-
day March 19, Sheffield
University Students’ Union,
9.30 to 4.30. Sponsored by
Sheffield Trades Council,
Sheffield District Labour
Party sandSheffieldLCI,

.,

 
  
 YOUNGwomenin the

USA might seem to face
enough problemswitli
the massive 10.4% unem-
ployment squeezing
them out of any prospect
of a job.

But Ronald Reagan’s
administrationhas done
its best to make their.
lives even more unpleas-
ant.

Asof February 25,
new regulationswill
come into force compell-
ing federally-funded
familyplanningclinics to
notify the parents of

_

womenunder 18 whoare.
given prescriptions for
contraceptives. Excep-
tions are allowed only
where the notification
might pruvoke violence
at the handsof the
woman’s parents,

The regulations were
brought in by Reagan’s
‘Healthand Human Ser-
vices’ Secretary Richard
Schweikeras a parting
kick to American women
beforeheading off toa
well-paid job in private
industry.

But Schweiker’s
replacement— a woman
— appears set to endorse
the new rules, despite
the fact thatbeforeher
appointment, as a mem-
ber of Congress she twice
joined with fellow Con-
gresswomento sign
letters to Reagan oppos-
ing the idea!

Theregulationsare
opposed by a strong
lobby,includingthe
American Public Health
Association,andcivil

-libertiesgroups who
point out that the in-
structions discriminate
against teenage women,
since.youngmen need no
prescriptions for contra-
ceptives, and do not face
the danger of pregnancy.

But Reagan, whose
candidacywas backedby
the hidebound “moral”
reactionaries of Amer-
ica’s New Right,has  ~

stoodfirm in implement-
ing the-Prapasals.wee ec

waeCw *
~ tee



 WHENa black wonian, Aseta Simms,died in police
custody in Hackney in March 1971, many people did
notbelievethe official explanation.

According to the police, Mrs Simms had died of
alcohol poisoning. There was swelling and bruising
over one eye and on the head, consistent with her
having been beaten,but the official story was thatshe
hadfallen.

Even the police doctor was not too convinced of
the cops’ story. The most he could say was: “It is
arguablethat somepeople might die with thislevel of —. _alcoholin theirblood stream”. Aseta Simms’.death”: isthefirst item in a dossierof
police racism and harass-
ment in Hackney compiled
by the staff of the Institute
of Race Relations. The Dos-
sier does not claim to be
exhaustive.Rather,it high-
lights the incidents most
protested about by black
people in the locality. They
areonly a few of manyinci-
dents which have shaped
the thinking of Hackney.
blacks.

In July 1975police raided
the Four Aces club in Dals-
ton, looking for thieves,
they said. They burst in
with dogs, and in the en-
suing disturbancesarrested
18 blackyouths. The ‘thiev-
es’ were, of course, neither
found nor pursued any
further. -

The next year saw one of
themost notorious of Hack-

. ney police actions. Just aft-
er midnight, Mr and Mrs
White were woken by pol-
ice who had entered their
home with a warrant to
:search for stolen stereo
equipment.

Mr and Mrs White were
beaten, kicked, hit with
truncheonsandraciallyab-
used by the police. They
were then arrested for
assaulting their attackers!
Bothneeded hospital treat-
ment after the police had
releasedthem.

.

.

No stolen stereo equip-
ment was found. Once ag-
ain the charges arose from
 

at
mTkl

By
Andrew
‘Hornung
thepoliceaction.The Whit-
es were acquitted and were
eventuallyawarded £51,000
in damagesfromtheMet.

In July 1978 local black
people were worried by a
different aspect of state
racism: they demanded
that there be an -inquiry
in St Leonards hospital,
where the administration
was accused of failing to ©

keep records of injuries to
blacks.

Hackney‘police — above
all the police at Stoke New-
ington station — were be-
coming notorious for bruta-
lity inside the nick. When
five blackswere arrested in
1978, ‘‘Osbund_ Morris
received injuries caused,in
-part, by police attempts to
force their heads ‘down
lavatories’’.

The second death came‘in December 1979. A black
youth, Michael Ferreira,
was stabbedbyracists in a
main street in Hackneyand
taken by friends to Stoke 

Fighting racism
 

  
Newington police station.
These friends were ques-tioned for nearly half an
hour — asif theywere sus-
pects — beforepolice both-
ered to call for a doctor.
By the time the doctor
arrived, the unattended
19 year old had bled to
death. Police say they did

.

not realise that he was
badlyhurt! ,

Units
Early the next year, five

.
‘Special Patrol Group units
were despatched to Hack-
ney. The criminalisation
campaign could now be
stepped up.

Thelocal Council for Rac-
ial Equality called for the
transfer of Hackney’sPolice CommanderMitchell
after: he was reported to

have said that the National
Front was ‘‘the only party
that spoke up for Britain’.
In July 1980, Hackney As-
ian Council called for a
policy of non-cooperation
withthepolice.

Later that year, black
people protested at the
arrest. of 18 youths who
were held overnight before
beingreleased, uncharged.

Whenin June 1982 scor-
es of Asians attended awake, Dalston police arriv-
ed to instruct some 20 of
themto report to thestation
to prove they weren’t illeg-al immigrants.

Some were held and
“uestioned for up to 30

. Jurs — including an 85-
year old grandmotherand a
nine year old child. Not one
of. those detained turned
out to be an ‘illegal immi-

ETERS
Bens

If this failstheywill considerJOHN Fernandes, the black’
teacher sacked by Hendon
Police College has found
himself in the strange posi-
tion.of getting more supportin his fight for reinstatement
from his employers than
from his union.

Brent Labour Council,
who employall the teachers
at the college have said they
back John’s stand over anti-
racist education for the
cadets at the college.

They are currently con-
sulting their lawyers over

 
withdrawing all teaching
staff from the college.

In contrast, John’s union,
NATFHE,despite publishing
documents on the need for
“multi-cultural” education,
has been stalling over sup-
porting John’s campaign.

The NATFHE NEC have
said they will only consider
taking up the sacking as
‘casework’,not in terms of a
campaign against racist atti-
tudesin the police force.

Contact: Ad Hoc. John
Fernandes Committee, 16

 

grant’.
Two months later came

ihe quashing of the murder
-onviction of Newton Rose. .
Rose, a Hackney black
man, had been convicted
in large part on the basis
of the ‘evidence’ presented
by Hackneypolice.

Aware
By this time the commu-

nity was becoming aware
of the case of Mrs Knight
and her daughter Jennifer.
Mrs Knight and her daugh-
ter had been acquitted of
the ‘disturbing the peace’
charges brought against
them by the police, and
complained to Scotland
Yard about their treat-
ment. Now local copsbrought them into Stoke
Newington nick again, this
time on more serious
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BRUTAL RECORD0
HACKNEY COPS:

BleHackneyblacksdemand inquiry into case of Colin Roach, found deadrecentlyoutside StokeNewington policestation
charges. :

As the Caribbean Times
reported, ‘‘Whilst in police
custody, Mrs Knight re-
ceived injuries to her head;
arms, thigh and coccyx,
and a cut to her face which ©

requiredstitching’.
Police made over 100

arrests of black youth dur-
ing the summer of 1982.
There was widespreadtalk -

of cops threateningto ‘blow
yourheadsoff’.

In January 1983 Mrs
Norma Richards and her
two young daughters — the
only black family on their
Hackney estate — were
found murdered. Walls of
their flat were daubedwith
swastikasand nazi slogans.
According to the police
there was no evidenceof a
racistmotive to themurder.

 

‘investigating

 

  
THE ROACH Family Sup-
port Committee began with
a single demand: ‘For an
independent public in-

_
Quiry into thedeathof Coli.
Roach’. Tothisit has addeu
anothercall: ‘Yor an end to
intimidation -and mass
arrests’.

This second demandis «
- response to police attacks

on demonstrators — at-
tackswhich boost the cops’
campaign to  criminalise
blackyouth.

What kind of inquiry
would an independent one
be? Clearly not one carried

“ out by the coroner
__

i.e.,
an inquest, the only kind
of inquiry the police are
offering. Stilkless one car-
ried out by the police
themselves. - Remember
Deptford!

And the Scarman inquiry
into Brixton whitewashed
thepolice, too.

Whatis the answer? Im-
mediate action by the lab-
our movement and black
community, plus demands
to wring every democratic
right we can from thestate.

The lecal labour move-
ment and black community
should set up a tribunal of
investigation. NOW, and
demand full powers to
cross-examine the police
and to inspect police
records.

At the same time we
“ should call for the state to
establish an official public
inquiry, with legal powers
to. questionthepolice.

We. should. call for the
committee

of this public inquiry to be
madeupof representatives
from the local black com-
munity, Council, and lab-
our movement. If an in-
quiry is set up withoutsuch
representation, then a
labour/black community
tribunal should monitor
its proceedings — demand-
ing fyll access — and pro-
duce its own counter-
report. ,

Every demonstration ar-
ound the Colin Roach affair
has heard the call for the
shutting down of the Stoke
Newington . police station.
Other demands have been
for the suspension of the
Stoke Newington police
station officers until an
independent- inquiry

_
re-

ports.
Both

.
these. demands

should be pressed. To re-
fuse to support themon the
grounds that- this won’t
solve the problem of the
police as a racist force, let
alone as an anti working
class force, is absurd. It
is about. as. sensible as
refusing to support a wage
claim because it won’t get
rid of exploitation.

To force any of these con-
-cessions would be a consi-
derable victory. And the

organisation of an inquiry
.set up by the local black

- community
-movement would mark a

and labour

bigstep forward ingeneral-
ising the experience of the
black community and mak-
ing it available to the rest
of the working class move-
ment — which, as yet, is
still deeply confused about
theroleof thepolice.ween pee

ST ET a es

“The local labour movementand blackcommunity shouldcuBEOhaah
PTOT

possible legal action to force
.»the coltege to:reinstate‘John.°
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 ~Cuts  
Healthcare
decimatedin
Brent and
Coventry ;
housing, the
hardest-hit
but maybe
theleast
noticedarea
of cuts.
This week’s
centre page
surveys some
examplesof
thedevasta-
tion caused
by thecuts—
and thefight
back.

geriatric beds, one casualty

department in another
local hospital and a series
of cuts that will further
reduce the quality of care

“and mean loss of jobs,

BRENT, in common with
most other Health Author-
ities, is suffering the latest
round of Tory cuts. This
time they’re asking for
about £1 million off the.
local healthbudget.

For Brent thismeans one
hospital closure. Leaming-
ton Park, which has 95

©

for thementallyill.
Brent Community Health

Council acted quickly when
these cuts were announced
in November. At an emer-

Utaes
MLB 

particularly in our hospital

THE TGWU branch at the
Talbot car. factory in Stoke,
Coventry, has decided to
campaign against hospital
cutbacks,It is calling for the
Labour Party and_trade
union movement to get up a
petition.

“We need a storm of
protest’’, said Dave Edwards,
TGWU convenor at the
factory and Labour prospec-
tive parliamentary candidate
for Coventry South West.

The Coventry Health
Authority announced in
early December that they
intended in two years’ time
closing two hospitals, High-
view, a 170-bed geriatric,
and Paybody, a 50-bed eye
hospital, and immediately to
cut 50 beds at Bulson Road
Hospital; a general hospital.

Local management told
members of the Health
Authoritythat theclosure of
the two hospitals would
improve services as the build-
ings were too old and/or
isolated. The closure of the
other 50 beds is supposed to
be beneficial because it will
enable work to be upgraded.

The truth, of course, is
rather different. And it’s
now 100 beds to go at
Bulson.

Overnight
Management

_
overnight

changed their policy from
one of no redundancies to
one of voluntary redundan-
cies. Under close questioning
by the NHS joint unions’
committee they admitted
they wanted to get rid of
100 jobs and close five wards
by April 1.

The Talbot TGWU
branch has taken, the initia-

tive of turning to: local!
constituency Labour Parties
for support.

At Coventry South West
there was a ready response.

We are now. discussing
plans for a public meeting
to start a campaign of mass
publicity.

gency meeting we passed a
resolution opposing all the
cuts. This was backedup by ©

a resolution put through
Brent Council supporting
our position and offering
practical help with money
for leaflets and posters to
start a campaign to fight
backlocally.

Through well organised
street leafletingand raising
the issueinthelocal Labour
Party wards and at the
General Committee, we got
a packed public meeting at
the Town Hail of local
people and healthworkers.

Many of the health
workers _had been told
nothing about the cuts by

“management and none of
the local people had been
consulted.

A steering group repres-
enting the unions, com-
munity groups and the
CHC was then set up to
organise a lobby and
demonstration at ‘the
District Health Authority
meeting the following

monthwhenthevote was to
betaken aboutthecuts. .

The lobby and demon-
stration was well supported
and over 100 angry people
caused a lot of disruption
and toldthe Health Author-
ity what theythoughtof the
cuts and the Tory govern-
mentbut thevote waslost.

Strong
The Brent campaign is

still strong. We will fight
the closure of Leamington
ParkHospital. We continue
to have open m&etings at
the CHC andare producing
a regular bulletin to make
sure the issues are not. for-
gotten about. The Steering
Committee is strong and -

determined, with good
links with the unions, the
community and sympa-
thetic members of the
.HealthAuthority.

However, we. heard last
week that we are not just
fightinglocal cuts. The four

=
BRUNI

ies that cover London have
plans to decimate the NHS
in the Inner Londonareas.
Placeslike Brent and Hack-
ney will lose hospitals and
hundredsofbeds.

In these areas primary
health care is very poor,
withelderly GPs who won’t
retire and hardly even do
home visits especially in
the night, shortages of
Health Visitors and dis-
trict nurses. Women are
increasinglybeing used as
substitute nurses caring
for sick children and the
elderly relatives at home
because there are less and
less services.

The North West Regional
HealthAuthorityis already
questioning the future of
Brent’s- District. General
Hospital (Central. Middle-
sex). If this hospital
closes or even only changes
use there will be no beds
for sick childrenin Brent. -

It is no good pretending
that Brent CHC can fight

witnessingthebeginningof
.the end for the NHS. The
Tories plans for selling off
catering, laundry and
cleaning services in many
hospitals are well ad-
vanced. A Government
circular will be sent out
soon advising Health
Authoritieson privatisation
of theseservices.

The labour movement’s
record on the Politics of
Health is not very good.
Separate campaigns come
and go, fighting local cuts
and hospital closures, but
there has been very little
attempt to challenge and
change the power structure
of DHAs. and Regional
HealthAuthorities.

They are accountable to
no one, many membersare

about the kind of Health
Service we need and want.

We know what really
makes us ill —poverty,
stress, unemployment,

- junk food, poor housing,
pollution, dangerous wor-
king conditions. Millions
of pounds spent on. high
technology medicine have
only a marginal effect- on
the health of. ordinary
workingpeople.

Wehaveall the statistics
we need to prove it. The
Black Report (Inequalities
in Health) two years ago,
stated once andforall that
workingclass people suffer
more ill health and disease
and die earlier than other
social classes.

.

‘We need to fight to-
gether to defend, demo- .

cratise and extend the NHS

Regional Health Authorit- this lotonour own. Weare

appointed by Health Mini-
sters and anyway the full
time officials run the show
picking up ‘salaries three

as a HealthService planned
to meet the needs of or-
dinary people, so that we
all have an equal chance

\

times bigger than an ordi- for health.
nary healthworker. Jean Spray

Thereis little discussion Chairperson, Brent CHC
in the labour movement Ina personal capacity

Problems=andPolicies
_

WHERE |

CAN THE
‘MONEY
COME
FROM? __   4 tdaeeoe

SOCIALIST ORGANISERhas argued for a fight by the
labour movement and Labour Councilsagainst cuts and rate
rises. But what's the alternative? :

The immediate demandisfor more money from central
government.andit’s easy to pick on items, like arms spend-
ing, that it could come from. But there’s more wrong with
thesystem of local government services and finance than just
the bargaining balance between councilsand central govern-
ment.

When councilsget the money,somewhere around 2 third
of it (varying from council to council} goes on interest
charges. This drairi could be stopped by nationalising the
banks andfinancial institutions, putting the entire credit
system under public control, and providng interest-free
loans for public projects. .

Another drain — more difficult to put figures to — is the
profits of suppliers and contractors.

The demandfor nationalisationwithoutcompensation of
thedrug companies which leech the National Health Service
has gained more and moresupportin recent years. Why not
the same for educational suppliers, and for the building
industry? “

.

Of course if such demands are simply confined to election
speeches andleft abstract they will not grab the imagination
or mobilisethesupport of theworkingclass.

But there is no need to leave them vague. Councils are

obliged by law to publish theiraccounts — and circulate them
in some form of ‘balance sheet’ to ratepayers each year along
with increased rate/rent demands. The figures, however, are

presented-in confusingand complex fashion— meaning that

few workers are aware oftheir implications.
Labour councillorscould make a major contribution, not

so much by “opening” the books but by taking steps to make
the figures accessible and intelligible to workers, and by
setting out to draw thefactsto the attention of the trade
union and labour movement.

Union branches, stewards’ committees and public meet-
ings on council estates could be approached, the situation
explained, and supportbuilt up for demandsof nationalis-
atian alongside a strengthened opposition to cuts or rate/
rent increases. Particular suppliers or contractors could be
‘targeted’ for closer scrutiny, involving the trade unions

—

covering that industry — and the profits, deals, and financial
links of such firms highlighted by campaigns.

In this way the bosses’ propaganda of ‘‘overmanned”
public services and “overpaid” council employees could be
turned around, to expose the profiteers feeding off thework-
ing class in thearea.

And then what aboutrates? Obvicuslythe resources for
council services — housing, education,libraries,roads, social
services, etc. — have to come from somewhere. The present
system of local governmentfinance ensures thata bigchunk
of them comes from themeagre amount thatworking class —

people have in their pockets after producing profits for the
bosses.

Councilssometimesgive rate relief to businesses. But they
_

cannotraise the rates on big business property withoutalso
hitting domestic ratepayers (and small businesses)

.

Labour councils have conducted a poster campaign to
_-zsefond-existingfocalgovernmentautonomy-againstmevesby

 
St Mary’s, Harrow Road — workersoccupiedto fight the closid 
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Tories to restrict it. But they have never yet gone on the

sive — demandingthatcouncilsshould be abie to decide
own tax system.

Councilsshould be able to tax businesses — whethersited
their area or not — which employ peopletiving in the

it’s area. It is those businesses, after all, thatprofit from
labour power which the council'sservices help to main-
The principle is the same as the agreement won by many
is workers, under which employers pay for their monthlyel-everywhere Metro/busticket.

Labourcouncilsshould also demand the removal of the
rictions which compel them to get central government‘oval for capital spending. These restrictions are current-being used by the Tories to hinder Camden Council's
es to buy Arlington House hostel and ensure decent
ditions there.

Most important, perhaps, in developing the struggleond mere bargaining within the existing system, is the
e of contro/ of theservices provided.

peveral Labour councils are making moves towards
entralisation,with one of the motives being greater com-
ity control. The objective, surely,should be a full system

fontrol by elected (and recallable) representatives of the.
munity and the workers in each service — health, educa-
, housing, etc. That's haw we could remould theservices
it the needs of theworkingclass.~ MAP sb ae

 

 

“4Thatcher’s Britain
  

ousing — sing] 
ut forcutback

HOUSING is one of the
least politicised areas of
struggle and yet it remains
one of the most central
and crucial aspects of our
lives. oo

Not only do weall need
somewhere to live, the
sexual, racial and class
inequalities which pervade
our society are almost
exactlymirfored in the wayin which housing resources
are allocated. To the
women, lesbians, gays,blacks, ethnic minorities
and workingclasses go the
slums; and to the men,-straights, whites, middle
and upper classes go the
adequate and luxury
homes.

“+ Over the past two
decades, housing has
invariablybeen singled out
whenever successive
governmehts have intro-
duced cuts, and apart from
special interest groups
such as CHAR,Shelter and
some Tenants’Associations
there has been a minimum
of positive responses. In
tandem with cuts, there
has been a subtle and yetdevastating change in
central (and by inference
local) government housing
policy.

Post-war
‘The massive post-war

redevelopment pro-
grammes have been super-
ceded by  area-based
improvement programmes
aimed, not at demolishing
slums and building newgomes, but at the rehabili-
ation of sub-standard or

slum housing.
These area programmes

are smaller in scale and
much-less expensive than
redevelopment. and they

by Angela
Birtilland
Steven Taylor

_

A reviewof a new report,‘HousingAction?’, £1.80
from CDP PEC,Brookside,
Seaton Burn, Newcastle
upon TyneNE13 6EY.

have formedthebasis of all
government policy since
the early 1960s. They have
also been completely
unsuccessful.

Council

Additionally, Council
house building has given
way to Housing Associa-
tion acquisition and rehab-
ilitation, echoing the trend
that first emerged late in
the 19h century, when
central government was
afraid that state provision
would lead to socialism. At
the present time, Council
house building is’virtually
at a standstill, -and local
authoritiesare referring an
unprecedented number of
housesto Associations.

The area based policy
has also led to a concen-
tration of available resour-
ces in those small, geo-graphicalareas, thus starv-
ing. other neighbourhoods
who have notbeen desig-
natedas ‘special’. The area
policy has led to the
obvious, and totally incor-
rect conclusion, that ‘if
‘you don’t live in a desig-
nated area, then you can’t
possibly be living in a

=

slum’.
In the face of these

attacks on housing provi-sion, and the pro-Landlordlegislation which has been
introduced on a massive
scale, overtly_political
opposition has been vir-
tually non-existent. Labour
shadow ministers have
madetheirusualandtotallyineffectual noises, while
the principled left both
inside and outside the
Labour Party has remained
virtually silent. .

It is not difficult to under-
stand whythishas beenthe
case. Private and Council
tenants do not have the
samepoliticalmuscle as the
trade union movement, and
neither do they have the
charisma that attaches
itself to international cam-
paigns.

Housing is largely an
‘invisible’’ issue, affectingonly those’wholive in slums
andnot thoseof us who are
fortunate (orrich) enough
to live in adequate housing.
The organisation of such
people is invariably local to
begin with, and it is often
difficult to ‘link up’ differ-
ent tenants’ groups and
build towards a more nat-
ional campaign.

Councillors
However, we

_
ignore

housingas a political issue
at our peril. Those whoare
most subject to the inequal-
ities in our society are often
more likely to become
involved in housing cam-
paigns, whilst ‘fightingshy’ of the more esoteric
(but equally important;campaigns favoured by the
Left in this country. it is

Prese
these verypeople: who we- =

3 
Housing:an ‘invisible’issue...
imust win over if we are to
achieve a more equal and actually are, rather thanjust society, and itisessen- where we. (theoretically)Halthat-wepaymore-atter-~would wish themtobe: «""

tion to where people

=
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“THEDANGERISCUTS.
Socialist Organiser argues’
for thelabour movementand
Labour councilsto fight for
‘no cuts, no rate rises’. But
manyontheLeft believethat
thisis ‘purist’ — it ‘belongs
to the realmsof fantasy’.
Brent Labour councillor
FrankHansenpresentshis
argumentsin defence of the

.

ratesoption.
Our Writebackpage will

be openfor comments and
criticism

MICHAEL Heseltine’s
final kick in the groin for
local authoritiesbefore his
departure to the MoD has
left Labour Councils in
London and other urban
areas with some very diffi-
cult choices to make.

The 1983-4 block grant
settlement is specifically
aimed at clobbering the
‘overspenders’, i.e. Labour
councils who have broadly
de 2nded jobs and services
through levying higher
rates.

Nationally the percent-
age of local government
expenditure financed by
Governmentgrant has been
cut from 56% to 538% —

and most of this cut will be
focused on those author-
ities who exceed the DoE’s
expenditure target for their
area. For each of the first
two percentage points of
spending above target, the
grantloss is equivalent to a
lp rate (£%million in
Brent). For every percent-
age point thereafter, the
grant loss will be 5p
(£2'2min Brent).

Brent’s target for 1983-4
is £132.6m to which a block
grant of £60.5m is attached..
(This in itself represents a
£5m cut compared with last
year’s hypothetical alloca-
tion of £65.5m grant). To
meet this target we would
have to slash £15m to £20m
off our budget — which
equates to approximately
2,000 redundancies!

Levels
To maintain jobs and

services at their present.
levels (including some
recent growth), we would
have to spend about £147m.
At this level of expenditure
block grant would be redu-
ced by £18m to approxi-
mately £42.5m. Translated
into rate figures and taking
imto account the GLC and
police precepts, it would
mean an increase in the
region of 30%. :

To expandour budget to
take on committees’
growth aspiration {mani-
festo commitments), we
need to spend approxi-
mately £153m. In this case
grant loss would rise to
nearly £27m andthe rate
ipcrease would be 40-50%.

Ini purely — financial
terms there are various
positions beginning to
emerge in the Labour
Group. :

1, Expand the
_
budget,

i.e. to £153m. This would
mean £6m_ growth, but
would mean levying £15m
extra in rates to pay forit.

2. ‘No. cuts’ — in real
terms. Defend the existing
budget. plus committed
growth,i.e. a rate increase

_,
of 30 to 35%.

3. ‘No cuts’ — in nomin-
al terms. Defend the exist-
ing budget but exclude
committed growth. The
rate increase drops below
30% but in reality there are
cuts.

4. A lowerrate (perhaps
20%) plus substantial cuts
(perhaps 5%). Already a
‘section of the right have
indicated that they will
not vote for a high rate in-
crease — if carried out this
spells the end of Brent's
Labour Council given the
casting vote situation: 33.
Labour, 30 Tories, ~3
Liberals.”

Thepoliticaloptions are:
*No cuts/no rate in-

crease. One section of com-
radesin Brent argue this as
@position of principle. In
reality, in my opinion, it
boils down to purist propa-ganda whichoffers no prac;
tical alternative to the lab-'
cur movement given the
present: class balance of
forces.

Firstly, such a struggle

 

the basis of one
2local auth-

ority. If Brent’s Labour
Group opted for bankrupt-
cy (a complete impossibility
given the present composi-
tion of the group), there is
no evidence to suggest that
it would even get the sup-
port of its own unions,let
alone thepublic at large —

despite the fact that. we
mobilised the largest-ever
Councilstrike for the health
workers’ ‘Dayof Action’.

To embark on such a
course on a ‘try and see
what happens’ basis is
sheer adventurism which
would almost certainly lead
to a crushing defeat and a
Tory administration which
wouldinflictmassive cuts.

Evenifa group of Labour
Councilscould unite on this
basis (highly unlikely),
such a struggle would pro-
bably not attract sufficient
forces in terms of real in-
dustrial muscle to bring ab-
out a Tory U+turn,let alone
bring down the Thatcher
government.

Afternearly four years of
Tory attacks and numerous
betrayals by the Labour
leaders the working class
movement is on the defen-
sive. This is the reality
whethercomradeslike it or
not. The idea that a small

”~ government.

Councils can turn the tide
by provokingan all-out con-
frontation belongs to the
realmsof socialist fantasy,
not theactual reality or pot-
ential of the existing class
struggle.

* Disengagement. If a
large number of Labour
authorities disengaged
simultaneously then this
would undoubtedlyprovoke
a national crisis in. local

such unity, however, is not
a practical proposition
given the different levels
of grant settlement in each
area and the ‘right wing
domination of most Labour
Groups.

.Disengagement makes
senseonlyif we can honest-
ly say that we cannot de-
fend. jobs and_ services
given the present financial
arrangements(e.g. if King
carries out his threat to
placea cap on rates — part-
icularly-commercial rates).
It assumesthat,in practice,
it would be better to let the
Tories take over ratherthan
implementmassivecuts. ©

Betrayal
Disengagement on Brent

Councilat present would be
tantamountto a betrayalof

.
could. not.he. launched on;.-.group- of. radicalLabour. ~ local. working. class. inter-.

Achieving

===NOT RATERI

ests because: (1) we can
defend our existing pro-
gramme, albeit at the
expense of rate rises, and
(2) the local Tories would
literally decimate jobs and
services. ~

© No cuts — put up the
rates. In practice the only
effective action Labour
authorities can take is to
deflect the blows which the
Tories are raining down on
local government. The Tor-

_ies want Labour authorities
to carry out cuts. By refus-
ing to do so weare actually
thwarting their plans and
preserving the organised
powerof the working class
{throughjobs).

The argument thatrate
increases and cuts are ex-
actlythe same is nonsense.
If it were true thenthe Tor-
ies themselves would not
be talking about curbing
local authorities’ powers
to levy rates, and indeed
there would be no point
whatsoever in having Lab-
our Councils. It assumes
that there is no difference
betweena Tory councilhav-
ing a nil rate rise and
massive cuts, and a Labour
council raising rates and
implementingnilcuts — an
argumentwhichmost work-
ing people wouldridicule.

Attack
Cuts represent a 100%

- attackon the workingclass,
rates actually redistribute
income. In Brent 50% of
rates come from business,
30% from relatively well- -

off Tory ratepayers, and
approximately 20% from
people wholive in Labour
areas (rate rises do not hit
the unemployed insofar asthey are paid under UHB).
In this sense, the working.class receives more in jobs
andservices thanit pays in
rates — although it cannot
be denied that rates raise
the cost of living for work-
ing people,at least those in
employment.

In an ideal situation,
- wherethe labour move-

ment wason the offensive
and we could begin to pre-
pare a general strike to
removetheTories, then we
would not have to choose
betweensuch ‘lesser evils’.
Thereality is that the Tor-
ies willnot be removedthis
side of a general election,
and Labour authorities
must make the choice of
defending the worst off
at the expense of the midd-
le classand smallbusiness.

At the same time we
must use our position on
the council to campaign:
for more resources from

‘central government, and
for a Labour government
which will inject millionsof
pounds into the inner city
areas and actually reduce
therates burden.

The real danger-in Brent
_is not the imposition of a
high rate rise, but that the
maverick right will vote
with the Tories and Liber-

The Tories haveclobbered ‘overspending’Labour councils

 
  

als to inflict substantial
cuts. This is where the poli-
tical attack of the local Lab-
our parties must be: ag-
ainst those who want to
ditch the manifesto and
carry out cuts.

In this context, the pro-.
gramme of the ‘hard left’
on the Labour Group must
be as follows:

® No cuts — defend the
manifesto, including
growth.

© No tent rise — reject
the Tories’ proposal for an
85p increase. Indeed we
should be considering cut-
ting rents.

¢ For a, continuing cam-
paign with local Labour
Councils against the Tory
government.

¢ For the election of a
Labour government which
will really challenge’ the
poweroftheruling class by
implementingLabour Party
policies. 

=.
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New pamphletfrom the Socialist Forum for SouthernAfricaSolidarity. 90p plus 20p postage: availablevia Socialist
Organiser, 28 Middle Lane, London N8&8PL. 
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    In thesecond

part ofa
surveyof the
industrial
struggle,
John Mcllroy
arguesthat
manyon the
Left have
overestimat-

|

ed or over-
simplifiedthe
downturn

MANY onthe left over-
estimate the depth of the
downturn and see the
movement in full flight
before the Tories conclud-
ing that we can do little
except wait for an improve-
ment in the economy. A
good example of this ten-
dency is the Socialist
WorkersParty.

In -their press Lindsey
Greig’ argues that ‘‘Many
organised workplacesto..ay
are little better than the
unorganised shopsof a few
years ago’’. The job of
socialists is to rebuild work-
placeorganisation by agita-
ting round issues such as
asbestos and screwing up
the courage to cross picket
lines ‘‘to salvage somethine
from a_ disastrous posi-

Tony Cliff-. quotes the
Communist Party leader of

_the 1920s, J.T. Murphy,
“‘you can’t have a rank and
file movement if the fac-
tories are empty’’, to draw
parallels with that period.
Jack Robertson, reviewing
Richard Croucher’s book
‘“‘Engineers . at War’’,
drawsfrom Croucher’s des-
cription of the ’20s and
"30s ‘‘lessons those of us
facedwitha new slump and
a new downturn need to
remember.’’

The SWPstare reality in
the face so intensely that
it becomes distorted in the
process. They end up
studying the evidence we
have looked at, but only
seeing one side of the
coin.

But something will turn
vp. SW tells us ‘‘Several

‘things can create such a
change of mood. An expan-
sion of the economy can by
reducing unemployment
marginally and making
workers feel their jobs are
no longer at stake if they
strike.’”

Alternatively, the Tories
maylose their nerve or the
workers may take to the
streets. ‘‘Periods of. defeat
and demoralisation like
the present do not last for
ever. Oneor other of these
developmentsis inevitable
in the not too distant
future.’’ (SW, 6.11.82).

Impressionism

_
breeds

paralysis anda position not
muchdifferent from that of
Len Murray!

That this approach dis-
torts and exaggerates the
problem can be seen by
looking’ at what was hap-
pening on the shop floor in
the ’20s and ’30s, and at
Croucher’s book.

Unemployment. soared
from almost nil in early
1920 to ‘over 2 million by
the summer of 1921. By
1924, as the unions pushed
backin a series of long and
serious defensive battles,
they shed more than a
quarter of their entire
membership. The unions
faced straight wage cuts,
and,the employed deserted

Ree ee eee AK RAR

“The SWP have always underestimatedsuch questions as who controls the unionsOVEREST
 
THEDOWNTURN
in droves.

After the decisive defeat
inflictedin the 1926 Gener-
al Strike, the employers
had an even freer hand.
Union membership — over
45% of the labour force_in
192 — had deciined to 33%
by the early '30s. During
the ’30s there was not one
nationalstrike.-

Croucher gives he
flavour. of those years,
“After this disastrous
thirteen week lock out (in
1922) substantial wage cuts
were inflicted and AEU
membership dropped by
25% on the 1920 total.
Effective shop steward
activity was largely extin-
guished asthelockout pro-
vided the employers with
an_ideal opportunity to re-
employselectivity .. .

“Life on the shop floor
had become extremely
difficult by the end of 1922
and thedefet of the General.
Strike madeit even harder.
It was a brave man indeed
who would try to negotiate
under the circumstances
and the atmosphere in the
workshops was one of fear

“To be known as a stew-
ard — sometriedto operate
secretly just collecting
subscriptions and fighting
quiet rearguard actions in
a whole range of subterran-
ean ways — was to court
dismissal’’.

In certain shops every
AEU member left
union. In other shops there
was minority membership
but no stewards, no nego-
tiations, no day to day
representation. Engineer-
ing workers were often
hired and sackedwithinthe
day; unable to keep up with
the pace required by a
drivingmanagement.

It was only by 1941 ‘‘that
for the first time in some 20
years engineering workers
did not haveto go in fear of
losing theirjobs to the daily
stream of unemployed
calling at the office in
search of work.’’ TI
extracts give us a vivid
glimpse of what the depths
of a depression really
looked like (SW’s descrip-
tion of today).

EWS Bs

-statistics,

the .-

 

It is obvious that we are
not in this situation here
and now. But the SWP’s
analysis is wrong not only
because it is one-sided but
because it focusses only on
the trade union struggle,
which it confuses with the
class struggle.

This is a vital point. If
we are to understand what
is happening in the class
struggle we cannot, as we
have done until now,
simply focus on develop-
mentsin the unionsvital as
these are. SWP,
becauseit sees

5moves for-
ward or back,left or right,
largely in terms of strike

misses_the
point.

Undoubtedly some sec-
tions of workers are demor-
alised and cynical and can
see no way forward. Some
have moved to the right.
But the Tories have been
unable to inflict a decisive
defeat on the unions. At
the same time there has
been a limited but substan-
tial politicisation as many
other workers, faced with
the impasse on the indus-
trial front, are turning to
wider solutions, solutions
whichfocusinitially on the
election of a Labour govern-
ment,

Evenif it is in a limited
and distorted way, they see
thatthe frameworkof econ-
‘omic struggle is tuo narrow.

Consequently there has
been a ferment in the
political party of labour
which has created a limited
dislocation of right wing
control.

Wetalked earlier about
the immensetask Thatcher
has on her handsin rescu-
ing capital from its predica-
ment. The margin for error
is slim. — andthe disloca-
tion in the Labour Partypunches holes in the

.

bosses’ safety netTM — the
assurance that a 1974
style Labour .government
is available to take over
from Thatcher as it did  

from Heath.
In 1970-74 there were

big industrial struggles,but no complementary
upsurge in the Labour
Party.

Of course we must not
overestimate the fight in
the Labour Party. It, is
increasingly coming upagainst the limitations of
the left in the unions. But
socialists, unless they are
incorrigible sectarians,
mustbeinvolvedin it, see-
ing the burning necessity
to integrate the union
struggle with the Labour
Party struggle. ”

The SWPabstain fromit.
They can’t see it at all.
Their only scenario for a
move forward is direct
struggleslike 1972-74.

This affects theiranalysis
of what is going on.Really
theyonly look at half of the
screen.

They have, of course,
always fatally underestim-
ated the question ofpolitics
and government. The SWP
first derided the import-
ance of thedevelopmentsin
the Labour Party — an
argument contradicted - by
the intensive coverage of
the Labour Party struggle
in their press — and then
after thereversesat thelast
Labour Party conference,
just as the fight reached a
new tempo, they claimed
that the left was already
defeated.

The fact that the SWP
blind themselves to the
fact that the future of the
working class is bound up
with what happens in the
LabourParty as well as the
unions puts their analysis
of what is happening on the
wrongtracks.

Chapple, Duffy and
Evans are more clear than
Tony Cliff. They see how
clearly the question of
union democracy, of who
controls the basic organis-
ations of the workingclass,
is bound up with the ques-
tion of who controls the.

- centralised

 

Labour Party. They see how
clearly in the last three
years. the fight in’ the
Labour Party has become
intertwined with the fight
in theunions.

But even in focussing
-solely on the unions,‘ the
SWP have always un
estimated such ‘issues as
who controls the unions.
They have always focussed
far too narrowly on the
workplace.Theyfail to see
that, particularly in a
period of downturn, the
fight cannot be just to
build,control, linkup work-
place organisation. This
hasto be part of a fight to
take control of the union
machines.

Weneed to go across and
up the unions,linking the
struggle against the
employers with the strug-
gle for a new union leader-
ship in thecontext of demo-
cratising workers’ organis-
ation.

In this context ‘‘the
bureaucratisation of the
shop stewards’ movement’’
is double-sided. When
stewardslose their rgots in
the membership, and are
unable to mobilise,

*
that is

fatal. But the greater inte-
gration of stewardsinto the
unions has the potential of
focussing a fight for con-
trol of the machines,a fight
which is ever more neces-
sary in the face of the
centralisationof capital and
the growing role of the
state.

To combat modern capit-
alism, workers need strong

organisations
transformed and demo-
cratised.

The SWP, however,
focuses on workplace
organisation explaining the
downturn almost exclusive-
ly in termsof organisational
weaknesses, the sectional-
ism of stewards, the growth
offull-timeconvenors,etc.,
at the expense of an exam-
ination of the problems of 

rank and file conscious:
ness —

organisational problems,
important as they are, are
an expression and a rein-
forcement.

The SWP’s failure to
confront the problems of

‘

SI¥aVHNHOF

of which these

the political consciousness ~

of the rank and file means
that they see more and
more militancy generalised
to more and more workers
combined with abstract
arguments about how good
a socialist society will be
as sufficient. They com-
pletely misunderstood the
needfor socialists to fight
in struggle with the rank
and file to develop and
transform their existing
consciousness if we are to
movetowardsthatsociety.’

Some on the left make
the apparently oppositemistake of viewing too
optimisitcally the state of
the struggle. This mistake
produces different conse-
quences, but is rooted in
the samesoilas the SWP’s:
a failure to understand the
problems of political con-
sciousness. This kind of
analysis has been brought
to bear to explain the
recent failurein theNUM.

It is based on the idea
that the mai explanation
for. setbacks is that the
workersare only too willing
to fight, but tricked by the
press. or their full time
officials.

Unlike the SWP’s, this
kind of explanation has a
strong element of truth in
it. There is a crisis of
leadership in the working
class movement. Struggles
are sold out by full-time
officials.

But it underestimates
the depth of the problem
facing the left, tending to
see it as somehow external
to the movement. Trickery
and tactics are after all
much easier to set right
than a crisis of ideas
amongst the rank andfile.
Often a wrong emphasis 

fight.

on these factors cm
adversely affect our stras-
egy.

Let us take the miners”
ballot as an example. One
argument has been that x
wastacticallywrong to imk
closures with wages on the
votingpaper.

_

But this was not just an
abstract gesture. Scargill
did campaign before.
throughandafter the ballot
to highlight the closure
issue and to argue cogently
that it was intrinsically
bound up with the wages

He knew that a
strike built on the spine of
a fusion of these issues
would be stronger. He
believed in telling what is
to the members and fight-
ing for an acceptance of
the correct strategy. It is
pointless to fight over
wages andnot closures.

We spent a lot of time
criticising Bill Sirs in the
1980 steel strike over this.
In the film, A Question of
Leadership, he is able to
keep asserting correctly in
formal terms, ‘‘The strike
wasnotover closures’’.

Scargill’s decision
ensured thatif there was to
be a strike the members
would know clearly whatit
was.all about. I thinkthat is
a first principle of strike
strategy,and as the Kinneil
situation shows theques-
tion of closures could not
have been any more
immediate.

But even if we concede
that the closure ques-
tion was a tactical mistake
its explanatory value is
slender, in my view.

Another explanation has
been the power of the
press. Peter Heathfield,
North Derbyshire NUM
area secretary, asked in
Socialist Challenge, ‘‘Why
do you think the executive
lost the ballot?’’ gave as
the only reason ‘‘.

. .
the

kind of propaganda cam-
paign that the tabloids
especially conducted. I
can’t recall an occasion
when papers like the Sun,
Mail, Express have devoted
pages to persuade miners
not to support their trade
union. The propaganda war
was wonbyour enemies.”’

Peter’s memory is faulty.
If -he wants examples of
vicious press campaigns,
what about the miners’
strikes of 1972 and 1974?
The point is that in those
years the membership
rejected the information
and views of the Sun and
Express not to strike and
not to continue the strike.
They came out and they
won.

Every big strike with
minor exceptions produces
a press offensive. Why it
worksin one case and notin
anotheris the

»
question.Did the miners’ leaders

wage a better campaign
against the propaganda of
press and- employers in’
1972 and 1974 thantheydid
lastyear? Far from it.

Scargill — and to give
them their due, the execu-
tive as a whole — fought to
build industrial action in a
way unprecedented since
the -days of A.J. Cook. In
1972 and 1974 the right
wing leadership gave no
lead and ran no campaign.
In 1974 Gormley manoeu-
vred to the last minute
againstthestrike.

Of course there were
inadequacies, of course
there could have been
improvements.

©
But to

explain the failure to get a
yes vote in terms of the
weaknesses in the cam-
paign — or the intensity of
the press offensive — is to
severely underestimate
Arthur Scargill, and to see
his. members as

_
gullible

_
idiots.

Continued next week 
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IN REPLY to Mick Jar-
maine’s letter._on the
People’s March in SO 116,
I would like to agree about -

the cynical motives of Foot
and the right wing in the
Labour Party. It isn’t just
the resources which would
be put into a People’s
March, butalso thepolitic-
al awareness and mobilis-
ation this would create in
theworkingclass.

As Shore tries to dump
policies won by the move-
ment at Labour Party con-
ference on the35 hour week
withnoloss of pay and pay-
ment for school students
over 16, and showsreluc-
tance to talk of big reduc-
tions in’ unemployment
except as an argument to
push through an incomes
policy, a march calling for
full employment which
mobilises hundreds_of
thousands of working
people can only be pro-
gressive.

Mick is fundamentally
mistaken to thinkthat only
direct action by the unem-
ployed themselves can
change the political situa-
tion.

A central task for labour
movement activists is to
mobilise around the issues
of unemployment and uni-
lateral ament,
linking these mobilisations
up with the election of a
Labour Government on
thesepolicies. This mobilis-
ation will create. massive
difficulties for the bureau-
cracy in the labour move-
ment, who are hell bent on
ditching these policies and
will create betterconditions
for a fighting leadership in
the labour movement.

I was on the last People’s
March — as indeed Mick
was — and agree withMick
about the undemocrati¢
and corrupt practices of
some elements in the
leadership of the march.
However,the question 1s,
can this be stopped by
sitting on the fence or by
getting stuck in now to
preventa repetition.

FinallyI would like to say
a word about campaigning
against unemployment. —

The attempt to. build -

unemployed workers’
groups have been a dismal
failure and the only real
campaign has been the
People’s Campaign for
Jobs. It may not be perfect,
butit has the links with the
trade ‘unions and politica)
parties of the working
class, and at the moment
this is the terrain which the
fight against unemploy-
mentwillcarry onin.

Wehaveto try and make
it an ongoing campaign
which doesn’t just end after
the march,and thismay be
the way organisation of the
unemployed linked to the
working class movement
will proceed. We. cannot
hark back to the 1930s and
Wa! Hannington as weare
in a different period, where
the working class hasn’t
suffered a major defeat and
therefore unemployed
peoplestilllook to the trade
union movement despite
its massive faults.

DAVE.AYRTON
Sheffield
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1 MUSTsay I love these
SO ‘discussions’_that
begin with a torrent of
words

|
from John

O’Mahony and then urge
readers to- “express
themselvesas succinctlyas
possible’’. What a pity that
never seems to apply to
O’Mahony himself! Still, I
suppose there is a good
side to that in terms of
political clarity since the
more he writes the worse
he gets.

Tobegin with comrade
O'Mahony should _—ibe
informed thatyou can only
accuse people of libel. if
what they say is untrue.
Unfortunately for
O’Mahonythepoints made
by Tony_Richardson
(SO115) are "admirably
provedbyhis own article on
‘The Problem of the
Protestants”’. Maybe
O’Mahonyshould consider
applying his. views on
terrorism (see the articles
on the Chelsea and Bally-
kelly bombings)to his own
bombasticverbal terrorism.

But these are secondary
matters. There are, politic-
ally, a numberof signific-
ant points to be drawn from
his latest outpourings.

Firstly, we have.the
cyriously myopic view of
the Irish people which
O’ Mahonyseeksto foist-on
Socialist Organiser. I can
hardly believe that it is acoincidence that all the
bloodand thunderis direc-
ted against the republicans
andtheregimein the South
while imperialism and the
Protestant reactionaries
get a soft ride.

_

For example, according
to O’Mahony,theINLA are
‘sectarian assassins’’ and
are ‘‘engagedin a sectarian
binge’’. The IRA were
denounced in_equally
“yellow press’’ language
after the Chelsea bombing
for “‘indiscriminately’’
“cutting a swathe”’
throughcivilians.Similarly,
in the South we have
‘‘backward, Catholic,
bourgeois partitionist
bigots’’.

But in the North? Well,
for O’Mahonythevirulent-ly pro-imperialist Protes-
tant population who have
organised endless pogromsagainst the minority Cath-
olic population — not least
in 1968-9 against their
demandsforcivil rights —

are certainly deserving of a
slap on the wrist. “‘It is
true thattheyhave played a
bad role in modern Irish
history’, he says. Note,
comrades, ‘‘a bad role’’!

O’Mahony is truly the
master of understatement.
In pubsall round Belfast he
would have ex-B Specials
rolling in the aisles. But
let us goon.

“The. Protestants had
privileges over the Cathol-
ics in betterchancesofjobs
and houses ‘amidst perma- 

' the

nent higher unemploy-
ment’’, O’Mahony informs
us. Obviously the point
about unemploymentis to
show,as he attempts again
later, that these were no
real privileges. All nice
mild stuff, isn’t it?

Not a patch on the
vitriolic hatred which pours
from -QO’Mahony’s pen
whenheis dealing withthe
petty bourgeois nationalist
movement. Obviously,

Shankhill butchers,
like the rest of the Union-
ists ‘‘playeda badrole’’. So
what we haveis, in prac-
tice, apologetics when we
talk about the Protestant
community and denuncia-
tions for the ‘‘priest-

- ridden’’ Catholic commun- .

ity — O’Mahony’s phrase,
not mine!

But O’Mahony is even
more outrageous in his
attempts to rationalise a

.defence of the Protestant
communitywhen heis play-
ing games with history.
According to O’Mahony
“They are a community
put downin Irelandmainly
by free immigration from
England nadected and,
much less importantly, by
official British colonisa-
tion’”’

This, comrades,is lying,
pro-Englishrubbish!

How, with this ‘‘over-
view’’ does.) O’Mahony
explain the rebellion of
1641 against the forcible
plantation of Ulster by
Scots and English Protes-
tants? How doeshe explain
Cromwell’s invasion and -

the burning of Drogheda?
Thedriving of the resident
population south and west-
wards to Connacht? The
almost total redistribution
of lands in the North and
Midlands of. Ireland in
thatperiod? The imposition
of reactionary English
laws designed to exclude
all Catholics from holding
public office? The years of
military rule? Did you, by
any chance, forget these
comrade O’Mahony?

Of course, as always,
comrade O’Mahony©is
diplomatically coy on such
issues. ‘‘Lands were taken
in a series of confiscations’’
he tells us, conveniently.
removing the context. But
in order to hide the real

- HUMANSpossess manyof
the sensesof otheranimals,
though usually to a less
developed degree, but up
to now we have seemed to
lacka senseofdirection.

Animals often seem to be
marvellously in tune with
theirenvironment, and per-
haps the most impressive
demonstration of this is in
the ability particularly of
birds to migrate hundreds
or thousandsofmiles, often
to an exact location, re-
gardless of the absence of
clues for the senses of

- ‘sight orsmell.---  - -

courseof events he also has
to fiddle withhis dates.

_The English ‘‘conquest’’
of Ireland is carefully
placed in the 1590s. In
reality, as he weil knows,
this markedthe emergence

_of' a conscious policy of
colonisation only — unless
O’Mahony thinks that it
was JamesI and Charles I

.who violently imposed the
Acts of Supremacy and
Uniformity in Ireland. The
conquest took place in the
1640s as part of a Protes-
tant crusade against
Catholic Ireland and only
at that stage took the form
of the military suppression
of the Irish people (or may-
be O’Mahony also has a
new definitionof conquest).

With such a record of
historical accuracy at hand
it is hardly surprising,
then, that|O’Mahony-
should also ‘‘forget’’ to
point out that the opposi-
tion to Cromwell came not
only from the native popul-
ation but also from the
Anglo-Irish free settler
population, many of them
protestants, who were also

cB.

oCIENLE
Now. it seems that hu-

mansalso have a direction
sense, as two recent find-
ings demonstrate.

In an experiment a coup-
le of years ago, a group of
volunteers were blindfold-
ed and driven, by a round-
about route, to an unknown
destination.

They were then able
(still blindfolded) to point
fairly accurately to where
theyhad come from.

This direction. sense
seemedto rely on detecting
the direction of the Earth’s

- -magnetic.field-.. as was

Playing games
with history

“The virulently pro-imperialistProtestant population have organised endless pogroms...”
driven from theland!

Still, whatis a little truth
among friends? Having re-
written the actual history of
Ireland, O’Mahony arro-
gantly boasts ‘‘That is the
outline of the dominant
element in the historical
picture’. if O’Mahony
were a painter he would
producefakes!

So, let us look at his glib
panoramaofrecent events,
and the more modern parts
of his catalogueofhistorical
sleight of -hand. We are
told,! with reference to the
Protestant community,
“what bound them to
England and the ruling
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 threat-ened”’.

You can almost see’ Jan
Smith reading this sort of
rubbish and feeling better. —

But the situation is. worse,
because O’Mahony’s
rationale for Protestant
reaction goes further. For
we have an almost sympa-
thetic presentation of their
‘opposition to being incor-
porated as a minority in a
largely agrarian, back-
ward and _priest-ridden
Catholic bourgeois state.’’
Clearly, for O’Mahony,
Protestant imperialist
enclaves are eminently
superior to Catholic bour-
geois states!

In any case, what we get

‘sinks to

Writeback

is certainly a novel view of
Ulster Unionism. Unfor-
tunately for O’Mahony,
Bonar Law, the then Con-
servative leader was some-
what more honest when he
addressed the
unionists on April9, 1912 at
Balmoral, a suburb of
Belfast. ‘‘Once again you
hold the pass,’’ he infor-
med them. ‘‘The pass for
theEmpire’.

Tell me,
O’Mahony, when_the
audience clapped and
cheered this reactionary
bilgewere they expressing
their noble hostility to
Catholic|‘‘backwardness”’
or their prostrate, reaction-

comrade

_ary. pro-imperialism? Were
the Ulster Volunteers a
militant expression of
advancedsocialrelations or
a reactionary expression of
the distorted, combined
and uneven development
imposed on Ireland by
imperialism?

Inevitably, the end-
game of this ludicrous
series of political charades

the. absolute
depths. ‘‘The way forward
for the Protestant working
class is within the frame-
work of a united Ireland —

and possibly within a wider
British/Irish or European

_framework’’.Whatthehell
is he talkingabout? Whatis
a ‘‘wider British/Irish or
European framework’’? A
new expanded United
Kingdom? A__ bourgeois
regroupment through the
EEC?

massed -
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The only such framework

thatI know ofin the lexicon
of revolutionaryMarxism is
the Socialist United States
of Europe. But: then:such
concepts would never enter
into the thoughts of one so
elevated as comrade
O’Mahony.He is after all
“a working class demo-
crat’’ and a “consistent
democrat’’.

So, inevitably all that we
get are demands for a
democratic programme
which begins from the
“maximum democratic
rights for the Protestant
community’’ in the form
of federal autonomy.

Comrade O’Mahony,
you should try thinking
about the revolutionary
tasks in Ireland in terms of

‘the theory of permanent
revolution. Then perhaps
you could avoid falling into
what Tony Gard correctly
described in SO 118 as
‘‘a reactionary divisive
notion which has no. part
in the Marxist pro-
gramme..”’

PETERFLACK
“ ‘Leicester 
 

Sixthsense
shown when some of the
volunteers had magnetic
‘hats’ put on their heads.
This completely mucked up
theirdirection sense.

So it.seems that humans
(well, some at least!) can
detect theEarth’s magnetic
field and can remember
theirmovements in relation
to it.

The animals thatcan also
do this seem to possess
special organs — deposits
of magnetic material in
their heads — and it has
just been shown that hu-
mans also have deposits
of magnetic <aatecial in
their heads; -behind their

by Les Hearn
So’ far, no nerves have

been found joining .-the
‘magnetic organ’ to the
brain, but it seems likely
that they will discovered
eventually.

So, scientists have: dis-
covered something else

- new about humans
__

oris
it only a re-discovery? Per-
haps, with the growth of
civilisationand our growing
control over our environ-
ment, we have merely
learnedto ignore this never
very strong sense. Perhaps
it was already declining in
importance when humans

evolved.
Once aware of*such a

sense, we should be able
to train and develop it.
However, there is an ob-

|stacle. We have filled our
environment with ‘magne-‘tic pollution’.

Overthelast 100 years or
so we have made a vast
quantity of objects out of
magnetic substances’ such
as iron, steel, nickel, etc.,
as well as covering the
countryside with a net-
work of current electricity(and the multitude of elec-
tric motors that run off it),
all of which produce mag-
netic fields.
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is and recent issues of Socialist

thequestionofpoliticalper-
spectivesfor Ireland, in particular thepoliticsof the
Republican movement/and theissue of theProtestant -

workingclass in the Six County ' Northern statelet.
This question is 4f paramount importance both for the

British left and for thebuildingof a revolutionaryleader-
ship for the Irish workingclass.

But for it to be adequately discussed involves examina- 

 
tionof historical and politicalquestions which cannot be
adequately handledwithinthe restrictionsof a letters
column.

Socialist Organiser is committed to self-determination
for theIrish people as a whole and unconditionalwithdraw-
al of British troops. There are, however,differentviews
amongus on such questions as whetherto support a feder-
al solution giving some autonomyto thePretestant-domin-
ated areas withina‘unitedIreland.

For thisreason we are opening our pagesfor thesub-
mission of discussion articles on thisand related questions
on Ireland. The discussion is opened withanarticle, in two
parts concludingthisweek,by John O’Mahony,who has
contributedmost regularly to thepaperon Ireland.

Weinvite furtherarticles as contributionsto thediscus-
sion. Whilenot restrictingthescope of replies, we would
urge readers to express themselvesas succinctly as
possible.

IS IT ‘capitulation to imperial-
ism’ by wayof the Protestants
to be concerned with the demo-
cratic rights of the Protestant
Irish people? No, it is not. A
basic document of the Commu-
nist Internationalsaid this:

‘*
..

the entire policy of the
Communist International on
the national and colonial ques-
tion must bebased primarilyon
bringing. togethertheproletar-
iat and working classes of all
nations and countries for the
commonrevolutionarystruggle
for the overthrow of the land-
owners and the bourgeoisie.
For only such united actionwill
ensure victory over capitalism,
without which it is impossible
to abolish national oppression
and inequality of rights’’.

This refers to the relation of
the workers of the oppressed
nations to the workers of the
imperialist. countries. It ap-
plies, I believe, with all the

. greater force to the relation-
- ship of the Irish Protestant and

Catholicworkingclass.

Our concern for democratic
rights is primarily,of course,
for those to whom these are
most denied, the oppressed.
We must nevertheless on all
questions of relations between
nations, fragments of nations,
and communities be, to quote
Lenin again, ‘consistent demo-
crats’. The Protestants of N.
Ireland would be oppressed
within a united Ireland which
bore any resemblance te the
Southernstate (whose Catholic
framework, on abortion for
example, is defended by the
Provisionals).

:

Everythingthat has happen-
ed in Northern Ireland over the
last 15 years refutes the idea
that the Protestants are defin-

.

ed as a community only by ‘pro
imperialism’. They have al-
ways been pro-British only on
certain. conditions.

The Presbyterians were dis-
criminated against and op-
pressed until the end of the
18th century. Protestants’were
the leaders, organisers, and
in Northern Ireland the back-
hone of the Irish Jacobins (the
United Irishmen) and their up-
rising in 1798.

Even in the 19th and 20th
century reactionary, Orange
phase,theyhave felt themselv-
es to have their own interests,
and have frequently been
rebellious. Often in the mid
19th century Orangemen
threatenedto ‘kick the Queen’s
crowninto theBoyne’ —- a ref-
erence to whattheyhad helped
do to the Catholic King James
after the Whig revolution of
1688. They organised, armed
and drilled to oppose British
plans for Home Rule (albeit in
alliance with a powerful British
ruling classfaction).

During tne tast 11 years the
Protestant workers have large-
ly brokenfrom the long-lasting —

ruling-class-ledProtestant bloc
— not, unfortunately, to social-

“ist class consciousness, but to
populist Paisleyite bigotry.

In the last decade the Prot-
‘ estant (mainly working class)

masses have brought down
three governments, organised -

powerful militias,and defeated
the British government’s entire
strategy for Northern Ireland
with a general strike (1974).

Are the Protestants the ‘bas-
is’ of British rule in Northern
ireland? Yes, in the sense that
if they did not wantit, it could
notlast long. But they have not
been the basis of British strat-
egy since thefall of Stormont,
and Britain had turned its face
to the Southern bourgeoisie
and the new Catholic middle
class in Northern Ireland al-
most a decade earlier.

Britain no longer has any
military or economic reason to
hold on to Northern Ireland.It
was British government pres-
sures after 1964 that forced the
effete bourgeois political elite
in Northern Ireland to try to
form links(1965-6) with the
Southern state and begin
feeble moves to reform the
sectarianstatelet.

It was this that encouraged
the Catholiccivil rights move-
mentandat the sametimetrig-
gered the Protestant backlash
which culminated in the major
pogrom attempts of August
1969, which put the troops on
the streets and led for a while
(until October 1969) to the in-
ternal secession, behind barri-
cades, of Catholic Derry and
Belfast.

The British government’s
alternative to theold system of
Protestant rule that: it was
forced to scrap in 1972 was
the. ‘power-sharing executive’
and a Councilof Ireland,set up
in late ’73 and early °74.

Britain was then ‘basing it-
self’ heavily on the Southern
Irish bourgeoisie and on‘a big
section of the Catholic popula-
tion in Northern Ireland, the
majority of whom voted for the
party which then expressed the
joint interests of Britain, the
Southern bourgeoisie, and the
middle class Catholics — the
SDLP.

They were to share power
with a section of the Protest-
ants led by Brian Faulkner,
isolating andpoliticallyghetto-
ising (they hoped) the irrecon-
cilable Protestant suprema-
cists. The Protestant general
strike of 1974 brought the
whole strategy crashingdown.

WeretheProtestants in 1974
acting as tools of Britain ag-
ainst the rest of the Irish
people? No, they were not,
neither in their intentions nor
objectively. And in the light of
this what sense doesit maketo
talk, as many comradesdo,as
if ‘Catholic’ means  anti-
imperialist?

If to be anti-imperialist is to
be against the Britishggovern-
ment andits policies for Ire-
Jand,and to use ‘revolutionary’
methods (including working-
class methods, in a reactionary
cause), then the Northern Ire-
land Protestants have been the
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Protestants and
Republicans

bloody...”
most potent ‘anti-imperialist’
force in Ireland.

The tragedy, of course, is
that their purpose has been to
restore their sectarian suprem-
acy withinthe artificial 6 Coun-
ty state. They are concerned
not with ‘imperialism’but with
their owninterests as they see
them — thatis, with their rela-
tions with rhe Irish Catholics.

Defeated —

It is the Protestants who so
far have defeated every British

‘effort -to collaborate with the
Irish bourgeoisie in rearrang-
ing the mess it created in 1920.
Britain would readilyagree to a
united Ireland tomorrow. if

_enough Northern Ireland Prot-
estants would. Britain is not
‘using’ the Protestants now ag-
ainst therestof theIrish people
as a section of theBritish ruling
class used them70 years ago.

Britain’s crime is that it
choosesto hold the ring, main-
taining the partition-settle-
ment, and to beat down the
Catholics.

To picture the Nerthern Ire-
jand Protestants (or any com-
parable community) in-one-
dimensionaltermsas just poli-
tically

_

‘pro-imperialist’ is
therefore radically to falsify
reality and adopt attitudes
alien to our socialist program-
me.It is to relate to the prob-
lemsthatIreland’s history has
created for the working class
in Ireland, and for socialists in
Britain, through crude ideolog-
ical spectacles, sealing our-
selves off from the realsties of
Irish politics.

Like the Irish Republicans,
Tony Richardsontries to define
one million Protestants out of
existence by the use of an in-
adequatepoliticaltag. The Pro-
testants? Why, they are just
British imperialism in Ireland:
there is just imperialism and
anti-imperialism. The magic
words ‘pro-imperialist’are pro-
nounced and that settles it.
Let’s move on.

Central
But it doesn’t settle it. The

attitude of the Protestants is
thecentralproblem.

EithertheProtestants will be
conciliated in some way, -or
they must be coerced, subjug-
ated, conquered, and maybe
driven out,

.Whowillconquer them?If is
inconceivable to me that we
should advocate it, even if we
thoughtitpossible. .

“Unity will not be achievedjust by preachingits ac 
Does Tony Richardson advo-

cate it? That's what’s #mphed
by whathe writes (and also by
the presentpolicy of the Provi-
sional IRA,not to speak of the
‘socialist’ INLA).

This is a recipe for Lebanon-
style civil war, which would
involve Catholic/Protestant
mutual mass slaughter, mass
population shifts, and very
probably the repartition of
Ireland into ‘pure’ orange and

_green segments. Britain could
mostlikelykeep whateverlinks
it wanted with the resultant
Protestant area. Nothing
conceivably progressive or
‘anti-imperialist’ could come~
from such a development. No-
thing.

No-one proposes a _confes-
sional state for Ireland. But I
can think of one thing worse
than .the confessional state in
Lebanon — whatexisted there
whenthesystem broke downin
communalcivilwar.

Yet this is the only road the
Republicans’ new policy leads
to. By wayofatrite and false
‘political’ labelling, the Provi-
sionals have now, I believe,
broken with. Republicanism.

Over nearly 200 years there
have been manydifferent ‘Re-
publicanisms’ in Irish history.
But from. the Protestant-led
jJacobins whose very name,
United Irishmen, summed up
their programme to ‘unite
Catholic, Protestant and Dis-
senter under thecommon name
of Irishman’, to PatrickPearse,
joint leader of the 1916 Rising,
who (foolishly!) welcomed the
arming of the Protestants in
1914 as ‘guns in the hands of
Irishmen’, central to Republi-
canism has been the task of
uniting theIrish people.

Pearserejected any notion of
coercing the Northern Protest-
ants. So, from realism as much
as from Republican doctrine,
did most of those who led the
1919-21 Irish war of inde-
pendence.

DemocraticRepublicanism is
compatible with socialism —

even the strain of petty bour-
geois Republicanismdeveloped
by Pearse and others at the
turn of the century, with its
unintentionally divisive. Cath-
olic mysticism and. Gaelic-
languagerevivalism.Explicitly
Catholic ‘Republicanism’ is
not, even whenit justifies it-
self with rhetoric about imper-
ialism and:justifies its attitude
to the Protestants by calling
them pr6-imperialist:

We should understand and
sympathise with the dilemmas

.
of the oftensubjectivelysocial-

tages: the antagonism is too deep and

 
ist Northern Republicans. They
are locked into the 6 County —

bearpit, with little serious
support in the South, where
they did not even try to contest
the recentelection. The British
working class movement has
remained hostile or  indif-
ferent. They know thatProtest-
ant/Catholicunity is not theirs
to create.

Theyfacethebittersectarian
bigotry of the Protestants —

especially of the Protestant
working class. They know it is
the Protestants who stand in
the wayofBritish withdrawal.

Implicit in theirposition for a
long time,as in FiannaFail’s in
the South, has been the de-
mand that Britain coerce the
Protestants into a united Ire-
land. They have made no pro-
gress for 11 years.

Their recent N.I. election
success? They got the same
proportion of the Catholic
vote in the late 50s, and then
could also elect a couple of
(abstentionist) deputies to the
Dail. The election success is
anywayirrelevant for the basic
problem of relations between
the communities: it. has been
against theCatholicSDLP.

These are the reasons why
partitionist and ‘two Irelands’
policies have entered the poli-
tical soul of Northern Republi-
canism. —

Opposite
Often in history the results

of actions are the opposite of
the intentions. The Provo
policy now is a recipe for sec-
tarian civil war, culminating in
repartition as the final harden-
ing-out of two fully distinct
Irelands.

The mass graves ef mutual
communal slaughter by sec-
tions of the Irish people would
mark the historic end to the
great dream and goaiof Irish
Republicanism — which Irish
andothersocialists can proudly
pick up — to wipe out sectar-
ianism and. foreign domina-
tion in Ireland, and to unitethe
Irish people. :

It is mo service to the Repub-
licans, or to the Catholic or
Protestant people of Northern
Ireland, for us to ignore the
implications. of the Republi-
cans’ position, or to praise the
‘social’ turn~when it, goes to-
gether with. a sectarian turn
which is fundamentally reac-
tionary.

Ireland, north and south,is
an advanced bourgeois society.
In the EEC the 26 Counties

have political equality with,
-and the same formal weight as,
Britain — andonissueslikethe
CommonAgricultural Policy it
opposesBritain.

That the Catholics’ current
struggle is just does not mean
that it is socialist, or that we
can gloss over the question of
the Protestants’ democratic
rights by sayingit will be solv-
ed by the socialism allegedly
implicit in the Catholics’ strug-
gle. The only anti-imperialist
programme for Ireland is an
anti-capitalist, and that- means
a working-class,programme.It
thus requires the unity of the
working class,or of a big maj-
ority of it.

That unity will not be
achieved just by preaching its
advantages:theantagonism is,
and was even before 1968-9,
too deep and bloody. The
approach .of preaching unity
is essentially that of Militant.
It has no purchase on reality,
and less now thanat the begin-

‘ning of the present cycle,
when in 1970 a revolutionary
socialist candidate could get
9000 votesinDerry.

|The anti-imperialism of the
Provos and of theNorthern Ire-
land Catholics is deeply felt,
but limited by their politics,
by the traditional Republican
fetish of ‘physical force’; and
by the position of the Northern
Ireland Catholic community —

centrally by its relationship to
the Protestants.

The populist socialism of
the-Provos and INLA, which
has militarist elitism at its
core and assumes that the
ProtestantIrish proletariat can
be ignored or coerced,is in no
way a workingclasspolicy.

/The division in the Irish
working class simply rules out
the possibility of a socialist
strategy beingdevelopedout of

_
1@ present military struggle.

Talk of ‘permanentrevolution’
is just a self-consoling way of
ignoring the realities, and in
Ireland it serves to make most
‘Trotskyists’ practically in-
distinguishable from the
nationalists. In Britain too it
has helped to shift the bulk of
the left to acceptance of the
crudest‘Catholicnationalism’.

The notion that there can be
Irish socialismcreated or initia-
ted by a military formation ag-
ainst the probably armed oppo-
sition (‘pro-imperialist’ opposi-
tion, if you like) of about. half
the Irish working class, is a

_
Strange one for a Marxist to
hold.

Tony Richardson {and other
comrades)not long ago used to
advocate for Northern Ireland a
united working-class militia
based on the trade unions
there. This is an attractive
idea, but a fantasy,becausethe
sectarian division also goesdeep in the unions. The mass
UDAof 1972 would have had
good claim to being the ‘trade
union militia’.

Whatdoesthatposition have
in common with Tony Richard-
‘son’s present position, and his
current — diametrically oppo-
site — attitude to the Protest
ants? Everything.For in neith-
er case doeshe base himself on
a concrete picture of Northern
Ireland reality and its prob--
lems andpossibilities.

In his attitude to the Protes-
tants he has swung from one
side of the political spectrum to
theotherwithout.evertouching
hard ground.

Jim Denham (SO 116) is
therefore absolutely right
about Tony Richardson’s meth-
od — dogmatic socialist
phrasemongering in form, and
in content uncritical (though
unintentional) acceptance of a
sort of narrowed-down ‘Irish

-ialism/anti-imperialism,

Catholicnauonalism.

Whereas Marxsts mest oF
to understand realéty. che De--
ter to equip our dass and owr-
selves to change it. the phrase~
monger settles for sattsivang
words which mirror his ber
emotions and serve @ seat
him /heroff from the real pret-
lems. And if you do not wy <
think things through concrete-
ly,andsettle instead for hollow
‘Marxist’ phrases, the actual
politics’ which pile up behind
the barriers of dead phrases
will inevitably come from ran-
dom impression, emotional
attractions and repulsions, and
empirical adaptation to power-
ful forces operating in

.
the

given situation. You only pack-
age emotions, wishes, fantas-
ies about N.Ireland in the ac-
ceptable form of familiar ideas
(permanentrevolution, imper-

‘soc-
ialism is the only solution’.
etc.)

With this method facts can
be disturbing, and to try con-
cretely to think through impli-
cations would risk collapsing
the whole fantastic structure of
words. You end up not with
Marxism but with a sort of
kitsch ‘Trotskyism’.

Of course noneofthisproves
that I am right about any-
thing.. 1 think it shows that i
would have to be an accideni_
if Tony Richardsonis right ab-
out Ireland.

_Weshould support the Cath-
olics for the justice of their
cause and because of the fun-
damentally reactionary charac-
ter of Orangepolitics andof the
partition of Ireland maintained
by British military force. We
shouldfight for a Socialist Unit-
ed States of Europe; for a work-
ers’ republic in Ireland; for un-
conditional withdrawal’ of the
British Army; for a united Ire-
land; and withinthatfor a dem-
ocratic settlement between
Catholics and Protestants, to
include autonomyfor the heart-
lands of theProtestant. com-
munity, details of such a sys-
tem to be negotiated.

Butif we indulgein vicarious
romantic Irish nationalism,pri-
vate fantasies about ‘perman-
ent revolution’, or pretences
that the Irish socialist revolu-
tion is in theoffing, thenit will
only hinder us — as thevarious
Irish solidarity movements
have been hindered for over a
decade — from winning that
support in the British labour
movement for the Catholics
which it is our responsibility
to win.

Finally,an analogy. Talking
to US socialists in the early
°30s, Trotsky insisted on brutal
honesty about the racismof the
Americanworkers.

To the blacks, said Trotsky,
“the American workers are
hangmen”’. -

He did not then advocate
that the socialists turn their
backs on the ‘pro-imperialist’
sectionsof our class. Hangmen
they were; butstill, our class.
His programmewasclass unity
— and, immediately, defence
of the most oppressed against
all the hangmen.

And,after all, when wedis-
cuss the Northern Ireland Prot-
estants, we are talking about a
big section of our own class —

probably close to half the Irish
working class — and as much
as a quarter of all the people
wholive in Ireland! Our start-
ing point has to be James
Connolly’s dictum against all
abstract nationalism — ‘‘Ire-
land apart from her people
means nothingto me’’.
CORRECTION:A typing error
in the first part of this article
made it refer to ‘the English
conquest of the 1590s’. It
should have been ‘the Ekzo-
bethanconquest’.
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WEneed to be aware of
thedifferencesbetweenthe
objectives of the Manpower
Services Commission —

trying to operate as a
service for the unemployed
— and the way the MSCis
used as a vehicle for enforc-
ing Tory attacks/controls
on theunemployed.

The compulsory element
of Youth Training Initiative
along with the minimal
allowancesof £15 per week,
wasfiercely opposed by the
MSC — who had drawn up
a totally different set of
proposals for training the
unemployed. ,

The government forced
the MSC to adopt the YTI
as the Tory government
had drawn it up, though
widespread opposition to
the compulsory training,
and the low allowance,
forced the government to
make concessions on these
points.

Objective
The objective of the

government is to provide
training (YTS) or  full-
timeeducation for all under
19 years old.

Those who chose to do
.

neitherwillhave no right to
claim Supplementary Bene-
fit, arid therefore will not
have the freedom to leave
homeat 16. It is part of the
strategy to underplay the
real levels of unemploy-
mentat the expenseof the
youth, whowill be treated
as part of thefamilyunit for
the purpose of means
testing — spreading the
burden of unemployment
throughoutthefamily.

Because the government
has been defeated at the
outset — on the level of
allowance and compulsory
element of YTS — this will
not mean that in the future
they will not try again. It
will be easier to tighten up
theschemeonceit is opera-
ting, as they are currently
doing with the Community
Programmescheme.

The training elementis,
in fact, dressing. up the
YOP schemes to make them
more acceptable for the
labour movementand those

| Subscribe
§§ Rates: £5 for three
§ months,£8.75 for
@ six months,and £16

for a year.
—Bundie of five

a each week: £12 for
s three months..

Bundleof 10: £21
for three months.

tenclose £ ....

To: Socialist Organi-
ser, 28 Middle Lane,
London N8 8PL.
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Mick —

Jarmaine
looks at the
new Youth
Training
Scheme

concerned about the plight
of theunemployed.

The concept that young
people have to be trained to
the work ethic, before they
are able to get.a job'isbeing
popularised by the Tories
— and wrongly accepted
by many in the labour
movementas an attempt to
cover up the real nature
and cause of mass unem-
ployment, presenting it as
caused by individuals’
unsuitabilityfor work.

The cruelest part of the
deception is that it gives
hopeto the youth that they
stand a better chance of
getting a job, whenthereal
problem is that no. jobs
being available in the first
place.

Accepting that these
schemeshelp the youth —

by in some way giving them
something to do — is a
patronising concept,
helping the class enemy to
enforce theirattacks on the
workingclass. The schemes
do nothingto tacklethe real
problem — creating new,
useful jobs. Instead they
cover up the problem —

and if anything help
employersto cut jobs.

_
Training schemes are

currently run by workers
paid by the MSC through
the CEP scheme. Therates
for CEP workers were
based on trade union rates
of pay.

The transfer of CEP to
CP is reducing the allow-
ance to levels which would
make most of the partici-
pants onlya little better off
than they’would be on the
dole, and now there is
growing widespread oppos-
ition from local trade union-
ists to supporting the CP

 
7

scheme. .

To support YTS,withthe
CP scheme operating

|alongside it, would amount
to supporting low wages
brought about. by wage
cutting.

Once again the employ-
ers will receive their share
of the tax-payers’ money,

.

via the MSC.
In industry and_~ local

government apprentice-
ships are now almost non-
existent. Existing training
facilities are not being
used.

In large engineering
factories these facilities
will be hired out to the
government to: reduce the
overheads of the factory.
Similarly, any production
capacitycurrentlynot being

Jobless youthused |
to attack jobs —

 

used can be adapted for the
~~ game purpose.

Production.workcould be-
carried out undertheguise
of training — which means
attackingjobs, particularly
those of the unskilled and
semi-skilled.

On top of this, employers
will receive subsidies that
encourage them to take on
extra young workers. This
will result in the disappear-
ance of all paid jobs for
young workers.

Labour councillors
should surely be fighting
for youth to be taken on
direct as full-time workers
and trained as such. They
should not support the
YTS. What employers will
pay young workers when
the MSC will do it for
them?

i

—
”
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 “To support YTSwould amount to supporting low wages...”
*%

  
SI¥YWH

NHOF

Organising union
Broad Lefts

OVER a year ago the
Labour Coordinating Com-
mittee called a conference
of the various Broad Lefts
in the unionsin order to
create a body which could
provide a forum for liaison
betweentherank andfileof
the various unions where
we could share the lessons
of the fight to defend mem-
bers’ interests and against
theright wing.

From that meeting we
set up what was originally
called the Liaison Commit-
tee of BroadLeft Organis-
ations and became the
BLOC (TU).

.The idea of the organis-
ation is to cooperate
togetherwith the Labour
Left, to ensure that the
policies which have been
decided by the movement
shall have a stronger voice
withinthe grassroots of the
movement.

Open
There are relatively few

open Broad Left organisa-
tions because of the
nature of many of the right
wing-runtrade unions.

Altogether we have con-
tacts of some sort in any-
thing between 25 and 40
trade unions, and of these
about one-third are what I
would call

_
flourishing

Broadlefts. The remainder
are either loose organisa-
tions or else groups of
contacts who are prepared
to fight the right-wing. In
all the major unions we
have contacts with either

|organisations or else
influentialindividuals.

In some of the older
established Broad Lefts
there was too muchstress.
on being an_ electoral
machine,andthisis one of
the main reasons why the
right were able to take
control.

I think that the left is
now much more awarethat
thestruggle aroundpolicies
must comefirst and fore-
most. If we can win mem-

‘follow

Phil Holt,
secretary of
theBroad
Lefts
Organising
Committee,
spoketo
Kevin
Feintuck

bets’ hearts and minds to
correct policies, it should

that candidates
standing on those policies
should be elected, provided
there is a minimum of
organisation amongst the
left.

This lesson can be seen
very clearly,for instance in
the CPSA and in the POEU,
whose Broadeft I am secre-
tary of.

In this process we can
educate whole new strata
of activists, and make sure
thatthe Broad lefts are not
just at the top of the move-
ment but reach right down
to the workers on the shop
floor.

Attack
Yhe question of demo-

cracy does not just apply to
Labour Party or TUC con-
ferences. On many day-to-
day issues leaders can,
by manoeuvringor keeping
their members in the dark, ©

-get away withconningtheir
members. into believing
that they have carried out
democratic decisions with-
out havingactuallydone so.

Part of our job is not just
to make sure that votes
are cast correctly at corifer-
ences, but also to ensure
that the rank and file
control their leaders and
receive full information
about what is goijmg on in
negotiating s and
national executives and so
on,

 
Alex Kitson has raisedthe
Labour conference
This democracy, we

think, should be extended
right down to branchlevel.

Another important issue
is the recent success, only
partial, of the campaign to
set up workplace Labour
Party branches.This brings
up the ongoing issue of the
relationship between the
trade unions and

_
the

Labour Party, because
clearly we have to develop
the most effective forms of
organisation to defend
workingpeople’s interests.

The discussion must be
aimed at making sure that
the leadership of the move-
ment is much more respon-
sive to the rank andfile.
This immediatelybrings us
into conflict with the right
‘wing, becausethey want to
openup theissue of voting
withintheLabourParty, for
instance their idea of one
man, one vote. The diffez-
ence between ourselves
and them is that we want
informed discussion within
the party and t4 encourageactivity within the move-
ment. The right wing want
to do completelythe oppos-
ite — they wantto discour-
age activity within the
movement and to prevent

ing proportions at

therank andfilefrom being

I thinkwe must not lose
sight of the need for the
Labour Party to continue to
be based on the trade
unions — it is and must

.

remain thepolitical expres-
sion of the organised work-
ing class.

Once that principle is
firmly inaintained we can
talk about proportions, but
the most important thingis
thattheblock vote must be
cast as directed by a fully-
informed membership —

that is the real issue before
conference.

The conference is essen-
tially one for floating ideas

.

and establishing a broad

 
fully informed before
makingdecisions. '

Postal ballots are a
move towards these objec-
tives.

In otherwords, the whole
point of conflictbetweenus
and theright wing is one of
fundamentals, we want the
greatest control over our
leaders, they want the
greatest control over the

-
rank andfile.

We shouldn’t rebuff the
right wing when they want
to open up the debates on
the block votes and so on,
but we must. make it quite
clear thatit is the left which
wants genuine change
towards an active, demo-
cratic structure.

The main disputed issue
at our conference I think,
will be the proportion of
the vote at-.Labour Party
conference held by unions.
This is inevitable because
the issue has already been
raised by Alex Kitson and
a number of leading
personalities in the move-
ment, and because of the
feeling in the CLPs about
misuse of the block vote at
both Labour Party dnd
TUCconference.

‘

consensus. We will be.
producing a_discussion
document for the confer-
ence which should be
circulated to organisations
beforehand and_ people
may wish to. discuss it,
move amendments and so
on, .

On|immediate tasks:
firstly, the left last year
drew up a list for TUC
conference. We failed to
do that for the Labour
Party conference, andI feel
that this was a great mis-
take.

For instance, some
‘ unions voted for right

wingers, purely and simply
because they were not
informed about. which -

candidates the left could
unite around.

In the absence of any
other organisations we are
quite prepared to be seen
as campaigning for an
agreed BroadLeft list.

More important are the
basic policy issues. For
instance, the question of
democracyis crucial to the
decisions which have been
taken by conferneces. As
has been described in all

,
the socialist papers it is
clear that the right is pre-
paring to ditch many con-
ferencepolicies. ‘

Our job is to make sure
thatthis is very difficult, if
not impossible and the
question of democracy is
the key.
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. 3%for bus crews!
THREE per cent is the
measly offer to municipal
busworkers, already work-
ing long hours onatrocious

_ basic wages [£65 take-
home, for example, for

~ drivers and conductors, for
a five-day week of extreme-
ly unsociable shifts].

This offer was  over-
whelmingly rejected at a
national meeting of TGWU

Map

passenger services dele-
gates, representing about
70 municipal © concerns,
last TuesdayFebruary 1.

One-day
The meeting resolved to

call a one-day strike on -

Wednesday February 16.
Delegates were not inform-
ed, however, that further
negotiations are planned
forFriday 11th.

Given the lack of demo-
cracy.in the union — some
delegates not elected, no
provision for wage offers

return us to 1975 living.
standards has already been
melted down to 13%in the
form of an 8% rise (to
match inflation) on the
basic wage and 5% in the

-form of an extra day’s
holidayper year.

Activists in the indus-
try should. argue that only
an all-out strike from Feb-
ruary 16 can win the - full
claim; ‘that busworkers
cannotafford anythingless;
that all wage offers.should
be voted on bythe full
membership; and that we

fA
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to be voted on by the rank should immediately link
3

and file, etc. ete. — it is up.with the water workers.
=x

clear thattheunion bureau- in their struggle for a living . .
,

7
»

e crats are hoping to stitch wage. .

.

}

,

>
. up.a deal and avoid a fight. . PhilHardy, ’ . are ;

' a

Ss ri e Theoriginal, not so out- shop steward, Leicester rer,
z

fe a <
rageous, claim for 54% to City Transport f a i

. ; .
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ended
THE STRIKE at Stanford’s
Map Shop in London over 10
sackings and union recognition
is now over. -

At a meeting ac ACAS on
MondayJanuary 24, the shop’s

Hostel
STRIKERS at Arlington
House hostel in Camden,
North London, have called
a mass picket for Thursday

a purchase bid from the
council, and talk about put-
ting thehostel on the mark-
et with vacant possession

  
Go-aheadfor jobs
AFTERa prolonged and embarrassing turn roundin position
the TUC General Council has now droppedits initial opposi-
tion to a Scotland-Londonmarch against unemployment,and
set up an organising committee to promote it.

march
appear. to include starting the march in Glasgow early in May.
marching down through theNorthWest — the main centre of

support for the protest, and offering a more populated route
for the marchers. It is suggested that the march might begin

fused to bi we
Last November, the General Council went so far as to with a Scottish contingent of around 60, and grow as

reinstatement and.song February 17.
11.30

withineight weeks. forbid regional TUCs to support the march. But as NALGO, marchersjoined it in towns en route:

offer ‘compensation’of £500. It will be froad ffi oof Camden council has also|=TGWU, NUPEandotherunion executives swung in favour of Whatever the precise details worked out by union officials

The strikers? union, ACTSS, to 1pm at the head office o put two Environmental_the protest, this was dropped in Decemberand on January 26 it is obvious that the potential of the march for stimulating

advised them to accept this
offer, and at a meeting last
week theyagreed te do so.

All ten hope to maintain their
’ membership ef. the London

booksellers’ branch of ACTSS,
set up as a result ofthestrike,
and are considering ways of
using their compensation
moneycollectively. -

WillAdams

the hostel’s owners, Row:
tons — 12-14 Bondway,,
Vauxhall,London SW8.

The strikers are demand-
ing thatRowtons reinstate
themandincrease theirpay
rates — about £30 a week ©

including overtime — or

hand over the hostel to
Camden’s Labour council..
Rowtopns have turned down

Health officers working full
time on the hostel, with a
view to putting pressure
on Rowtons by insisting
theymake improvements.

The strikers need sup-
porton thepicket lines, and
donations — to Arlington

Len Murray issued an appeal for “maximum assistance” from
unions to finance the march and supply organisers for it.

The reason for Murray’s eagerness to provide organisers is
,

not hard to see. With the TUC’s wretched record on unem-

ployment — both on defence of jobs and organising the
unemployed — exposed #n such a campaign,it will be neces-

sary for unionofficials to move in, in the hopesofstiflingthe
voice of the rank and file, as they did during the 1981

political -discussion and mobilisation of the entire labour
movement can only be fully tapped if there is a serious and
sustained fight for rank and file control and against all the
forms of political censorship which seriously undermined the
impact of the People’s. March.

.

And-this means that we should begin now to prepare to
fight in the labour movementnot only for support commit-_
tees, but also for the organisation of the unemployedand for

House Strike Fund, c/o People’s March.
8 Camden Rd, London NW1 Though no details are yet fixed, likely suggestions would

policies in defence of existingjobs and conditions.

  Whereto find us
THEREARE Socialist Org-
aniser groups inmostmajor
towns and cities. 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

Edinburgh. For details of
meetings ring Dave, 229
4591. SO is sold at. Muir--
house (Saturday 10-30-12)
and the First of May book-
shop, CandlemakerRow.

Next Socialist Organiser delegate meeting: Saturday
March 5, 1lam to 5.30pm, Co-op rooms, 57 Micklegate,
York. (Phone 0904 425739 for accommodation or creche).
Please make plans to choose and mandate your group’s
delegates now.

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.

ingFebruary 21. For details
contact 713606. oo

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.

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, ‘‘What is happen-
ing in El Salvador?’’ Speak-
er Al Clarke, El Salvador
Solidarity Campaign. SO is
sold at Brixton tube, 5-6pm

‘ :

¢ SOUTH
_. every Thursday. Estate

andreturn the Get Organ © NORTH-WEST
17. 7.30, UMIST students’

- Hull. Meets every Wednes-
.

sale every Monday, meetat

ised form. Wallasey. Contact Colin , 7.30,
UMIST studeits Rochdale. Contact|353 day, 8pm: details from SO Oxford. Next meeting. 6.30pm, Lansbury House.

‘ Johnstone, 1 Wellington union, business meetme Rochdale Old Rd, Bury. sellers. Childcareavailable. Thursday February 10,
* SCOTLAND Road, Wallasey. and discussion on The Next meeting Monday Feb- SO is sold at the Prospect 8pm, 44b Princes St, main .

.

Glasgow. For details of
.

Capitalist State’. ruary 14, 8pm Castle Inn:_—_Centre (Saturday 11-12). hall: ‘Fighting the Regional Hounslow. Meets fortnight-

meetings contactpaper sel- Liverposl. Contac. 733 Stockport. Contact c/o 38 -

John McIlroy on “Why Health Authority budget ly on Sundays, 8pm. For

lers or Stan Crooke, 14 .SOis sold at Progres- Broadhurst St. Meetings Thatcher is winning’. Halifax. Contact 52156. SO cuts’, with Jo Coxhead details phone 898 6961.

Dixon Avenue, Glasgow sive Books, Berry St, and at

    

every Sunday, 7.30pm: SO is sold at Metro Books, (Qxford CoHSE branch se-
i

i
-

Hackney. Contact ‘c/o And-

G42. SO is sold at Maryhill News 6 from Nowhere, phone 429 6359for details. Bury. isoldatHalifex Whole: cretary) and Ken William-  rew Hornung, 28 Carlton

dole (Tuesday mornings) whivecnaper.
_

SO is sold at Stockport Hyndburn. Contact.Ac- Tower Books, Hebden  S° (ASTMS/MPU), in. Mansions, Holmleigh Rd,

‘and Rutherglen shopping Manchester. Next meet- market every Saturday, 11 crington ‘39573. Meetings_Bridge.
, personal capacity. SO is N16.

arcade (Fridaylunchtime). ing Thursday February to 12.30. weekly — see SO sellers suld at the Cornmarket SO is soldatthe followi
: for day, time and venue.

(Saturday llam to 1pm) is sold at he oeOok
SURE Lor ayeee Mrondeay, * WALES sateje Tesco, Cowley London, bookshops: Col:

   
labour movement.

towns.

orga
If you agree with what we have to

say, you can help. Becomea support-
er of the Socialist Organiser Alliance —

groups are established in most large
To ‘Get Organised’ in the fight, or

for more information,write at once to
us at 28 Middle Lane, London N8.

Socialist.Organiser Alliancenised:al BN
 
   

  
  
     - Leeds.

Accrington, every Saturday
from 11.30to lpm. .

Arthur

¢ YORKSHIREAND
NORTH-EAST
Durham. Meets every
Tuesday, 6.30pm, Students

York. Contact: 425739. SO
is sold at Coney St on Satur-
day mornings, at the Com-
munity Bookshop, outside
the dole office most morn-
ings, and at the University
on Friday mornings.

Contact Garth
Frankland, 623322.SO is
sold, at Books and Corner
Books, WoodhouseLane.

Bradford.’ Contact Barry
Turner, 636994. SO is sold
at the Starry Plough
bookshop.

Cardiff. Contact 492988.

meeting Friday January 14.
SO is sold at the Other
Bookshop, Digbeth High
Street.

Thursday of each month,
7.30 at ‘The Queen’, Prim-
rose HillSt, Hillfields.Next
meeting: Thursday Febr-
uary 24, ‘Armageddon’, a

video made by the BBC ab-
out the effects of a nuclear
attuck on London.

Leicester. Contact Phil,
857908. SO is sold outside
Supasave(Friday4.30 to 6),
the Co-op, Narborough Rd
(Saturday 11-12.30), and at
Blackthorne Books, High
Street.
Northampton. Meetsalter-
nate Mendays. Next meet-

Rd_-(Friday
Also at EOA books, Cowley
Road.

624 1931. SO is sold at
KilburnBooks.
Islington. Meets every oth-

-er Sunday, 3pm at Thorn-
hillNeighbourticod Project,

or 348 5941. Meets every.
other Thursday, 7.30pm,
Trade Union centre, Bra-
bant Road. .

Tower Hamiets. Contact
790 4937. Meets fortnightly
on Fridays, 6.30 to 8.30pm.
Next meeting February 11°

Newham.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’.

5pm-7pm).° letts, Central Books, The
Other Bookshop, Book-
marks, Bookplace [Peck-
ham Rd, SE15], and Read-

’ Stoke. Contact e MIDLANDS I

Bough, 23 Russell Road,
oo.

* LONDON ing Matters [Wood Green

Sandyford (84170). Birmingham. Meets alter- .
ShoppingCity].

nate Fridays,7.30, the Lab-

—_
North-WestLondon. Meets

our Club, Bristol St. Next fortnightly: contact Mick, QiGSS208Ga!§ Tradeunion
g BroadLefts
§ Organising

e

Coventry. Contact Keith  Ork Hi Cc Hag-
os . . .

Union bar, Durham uni- ‘ A
rkney House, Copenhag mmi

Socialist Organiser is not just a paper. versity. SO is sold at the WhiSvcdeeGoon sold at en St. Contact: Nik, 607 fj Committee
We fight to organise workers in the Community. Co-op,. New St. Meets on first and ast oO ®8conference:
struggle for a new leadership in the Elvet. Haringey. Contact 802 0771 °Sat. Feb.19,

8 County Hall,# LondonSEI,
fion ‘Democra-Stising the
aBlock Vote’.-

Credentials for delegates
a from trade union bodies

and Broad Lefts from PhilB Holt, 108 Prince’sBoule-
IJvard, Bebington,Mersey-
BicL63 7PE (051 645 137:
Renee



 FUND -ACTNOW!
Oh dear! Withjust £50 this week. — £20 from Ellen Taylorin Sheffield and £30
from a jumblesale in East London — we've reached£222.50 for February.

We won’t get £1000 thisway!
All SO groups should make sure theyhave a drive on raising money for the

fund in thenext coupte of weeks, There’s still time to organise fund-raising for
February — ifyou organise.it now. Evensmallgroups can organise collections
and ask readers for donations. .

Dropping to £50 is a danger signal;and
another£777.50 thismonth. What are you doing for the fund?

Send money to: The Treasurer, 214 Sickert Court, London N] 2SY.

FIGHT
FO

AT SWINLEY in’ Surrey,~
workers from Swinley Park
Hospital have been sup-
porting the water picket
line. In Newham,East Lon-
don, local trade unionists in
NALGO, GMBU,—and
NUPE have made dona-
tions and are backing a
public support meeting
called by Newham North
West Labour Party (7pm,
Thursday February 10, at
the TGWUoffices, 43 West
Ham Lane, Stratford).

Support is also expected
for a picket called by the
water workers at the Tham-
es Water Authority offices
in BarkingRoad...

Oxford Trades Council
has called a public meeting
for Wednesday 9th, where
a support committee is like-
ly to be set up. In Stoke,
Labour Party and Trades
Council meetings have in-
vited water workers to
speak.

“Longbridge
Elsewhere union offi-

cials unwillingto give sup-
port have been called to
account by their members.
At BL Longbridge, the
works committee (in which
the Communist Party is’
influential) refused to in-
vite a water workers’
speakerto address the shop
stewards... sayingthatthey
did not think there would
beenough support.

Several stewards have
protested, and are contact-
ing Edgbaston water work-
ers to organise a delegation
to theworkscommittee.

Also in Birmingham,
local Socialist Organiser
supporters are arranging
visits by water workers to
Labour Party ward
meetings.

Emergency
In Coventry, AUEW

branches and Coventry
South West Labour Party
have protested at a state-
ment to the local press by
Coventry West AUEW dis-
trict president Mel Griffin.
Griffin told the press that
the water workers should
accept the offer and their
strike was a ‘disgrace’!

Emergency cover is be-
ing withdrawn in more and
more areas after abuse by
management.

At Frankley works in
Birmingham, workers got
an agreement with man-
agement for monitoring
emergency cover, and
under this supplies to a
number of hospitals were
maintained.

~ Then management
demanded that one chlor-
ination tank be closed and
another opened. A mass

 

meeting voted not to com-
ply, but instead to send
supplies of clean water to
hospitals directly in tank-
ers. Management refused
to accept and the moni-
tors were told to leave the
works.

At Edgbaston, also in
Birmingham,pickets were
largely in favourof cutting
emergency cover down to
hospitals and

_
dialysis

machines, though at pre-
sent they are also install-
ing stand pipes where
mains fail.

__In Leicester emergency
coveris still on, but feeling
for withdrawalis growing.

In Burslem, Graham At-
kinson of the GMBUtold
us that in return for put-
ting a hospital back on as
an emergency,the strikers
are demanding a meeting
withmanagementto put an
end to NALGO members
doing chlorinationwork.

“© Reports from Carla Jami-
son, Mike Foley, Pat Lally,
Arthur Bough, Jim Den>
ham, Dave Spencer, and
Mick Jarmaine. Please
phonein reports fromyeur
local picket lines to next
week’s Socialist Organiser
— 01-609 3071, on Monday
and Tuesdayevening.

all groups must reactnow. Weneed

#

 

Heseltine
CND challenge

FROM one gaffe to the
next, the Tory leaders
scarcely seem to put a foot
right in their attempts to
quell the growing move-
ment against Cruise mis-
siles.

First came the ludi-
crously leaked plan to
spend £1 million of tax-
payers’ money explaining
to them why they should
pay even more for the
chance of being blown to
bits in nuclearwar.

When the uproar over
this became too.embarras-
sing for the campaign to
have any positive effect,
there came a humiliating
climbdown. Meanwhile,
as the new Defence Secre-
tary, thesupposedly charis-
matic Michael Heseltine

_has been struggling to
£

’

find his feet in thedebate.
This was not made any

easier when heran into an
angry crowd of Greenham
Common womenoutside a
Tory meeting in Berkshire.

Refuting those who have
suggested they are simply
limp pacifists, the women
knockedhim to the ground,
and severely dented his
image.

_
‘

Nor did he do anything
to repair the damage when
in his speech he arrogant-
ly refused to debate the
missiles question with CND
speakers. —

His argument? Those
opposed to the Cruise mis-
siles — a majority of the
population according to
every recent opinion poll —

have ‘closed minds’ and
would not listen to his

runs

  
from

by Harry
Sloan ~

arguments.
These are dandy tactics

indeed to win over the
‘don’t knows’’ whom the
Tories need to persuade of
their case for supportingReagan’s armsdrive.

Nothing is more calcu-
lated to enrage and harden
the attitudes of Heseltine’s

‘ opponents than this lordly
accusation that we have
‘closed minds’.

Once again the impact of
the Greenham Common
struggle is shown — the
way it has generated a
new climate of discussion
réaching into and beyond
the organised labour move-
ment, and driving forward
the fight for unilateral
nuclear disarmament.

* Backgroundon the arms
talks — see pagefive
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Martin Thomas reviewsthereports
from the picket lines

JOHN
HARRIS
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ERMONDSEYLabour Party is convinced that the
nly way to counter press lies and convince Labour
upporters who may be influenced, is-to get out on
he doorstep and talk to them. But to do that
equires a lot of time and a lot of people. With only
wo weeks topolling day, help is now urgentlyheeded. We urge London readers to put in as muchime as possible in that period canvassing for Peter
atchell. Your CLP has been twinned with a ward in
ermondsey. Find out which oneit is and take some
f your Party memberswithyou or ring 703 6511.
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