
 

‘On principle,we
willnot pay the -

fine.
‘Our members

willfight in oppos-
ition to theemploy-
mentlegislation.
Wehope thatit will
provetobethe

PaperoftheSocialist Organiser Alliance No.156 November24 1983 25p (Claimantsandstrikers 10p)

 
OUR
UNIONS!

By Martin Thomas
A small prefab industrial
unit on an estate in Warr-
ington is now the centre of
a decisive test case for the
British labour movement.

Theprint union NGAispick-
eting Salim Shah’s Messenger
Newspapers printworks, de-
mandinga closed shop and rein-
statement of six NGA members
sacked at the Messengeroffice
in Stockport.

The High Court last Thurs-
day, 17th, fined the NGA
£50,000 for refusing to lift the
picket — which is in breach of
the Tory anti-union laws. The
NGA national council on Tues-
day 22nd decided unanimously
to refuse to pay the fine and to
continuethepickets.

The NGAhas asked the TUC
for support. Civil servants’
general secretary Alistair Grah-
am said on TVon Tuesday even-
ing thathe expected the TUC to
refuse thatsupport.

But whatever the TUC Gen-
eral Council says, the feeling on
the picket line is that the fight
will go on. The NGAshowedits
ability to defy TUC surrender

instructions and go on and win
earlier this year in a dispute at
the FinancialTimes.

The next legal step is seizure
of the NGA’s assets. If the
courts do that, the labour move-
ment’s response must be all-
out strike action.

Anywhere and everywhere
that militants have the strength
andtheinfluenceto organiseit,
there, should be immediate
indefinite strikes.

Weshould demand that the

JOHN
SMITH(IFL)         

 

TUCsupports theNGA andcalls
an immediate one-day general
strike if the union’s funds are
seized, while launching a cam-
paign to prepare for an all-out
general strike if the Tories and
employers don’t backdown.

‘General strike’ may seem a
million miles from where the
trade union movementis today:
but in the class struggle depres-
sion and quiet anger can quickly
change into action — given
leadership.

catalystto encour-
age support from
thewholeof the
movementto

A defeat thelegis-
lation’’.
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Shah prints his papers on
Tuesdays,Wednesdays
and Thursdays, and the
NGAis callingfor pickets
from Tuesdaymorning to
Fridaymorning.

Thefactoryis on the
Winwick Quay Trading
Estate in Warrington(Exit
9 off theM62,justafter the
Burtonwood Service Area).

The issue will be: can the
trade unions function as trade
unions, or are they to be shack-
led by the state? Can the courts
deprive a trade union of its
vbilityto functionjust becauseit
tries to pursue an industrial
dispute in a militantway?

Agitation to prepare for strike
action should start now. NGA
leader Joe Wade has talked ab-
out bringing out Fleet Street,
and thatwould be a goodstart.

In the meantime, we need
hundreds and thousands on the
Warringtonpicketline.

The picket on the night of
Tuesday-Wednesday 22nd-23rd
wasthebiggest night-timepick-
et yet. At 2am, when Shah

Continued backpage

 

  

 

 

   
 
 

 

             

             
    
     
 

 

          
 
 

 
      

  
    

 
 

           
      

 

   
 
  

                                
 

                
 

 
 
 

             

 
 
 

 

      
 

 

      

   
   
 

 

 

   

  
 

                          
     
  

 

     

 

       
        
 

  
 

    
   
 
 
 
  

 
  

        
 

       
     

    
 

 
 

 

    

“It’s vital that
you join us”

On Thursday of last week
the High Court made an
award against the NGA for
£50,000 because the NGA
had refused to accept an
injunction against picketing.

The umion is defying that.
They are refusing to paythefine,
and they are going to increase
their efforts on the picket line.

It’s vitally important that
other trade unionists, particularly
at rank andfilelevel, join us and
support us, sending resolutions
through to their trade union
executives, asking them to
support the stand the NGA is
taking.

A victory for the NGA would
be a victory for the trade union
movement. And it would be a
warning to the government that
the movement is not going to
accepttheir legislation.

As far as the TUC is con-
cerned, we hope the General
Council will support us. But if

RAY WILLIAMS, Secretary of
the Liverpool Branch of the
NGA, spoke (in a_ personal
capacity) to Socialist Organiser
about the dispute with the
Messenger Group of newspapers.

_

not, we believe u:at we can rely
on the rank andfileof the trade
union movement, and they in
turn can show the General Coun-
cil that they are not prepared for
the. trade union movement to
stand idly by while trade union-
ists are victimised.

Our branch has thrownitself
100% into the campaign. We have
responded to the best of our
ability to the leadership that has
been given by our NEC.

We have organised mass
at Warrington, mainly

Continued backpage
pickets
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 EDITORIAL
How didit

|

cometo this?
THE unanimousdefiant stance taken by the leadership of the
NGAtowards the £50,000 fine for contempt of court is the
best possible answer to themiserable retreat sounded a week
ago by the Executive of the Post Office Engineering Union.

The POEU decision to comply with a Court injunction and
call off its ‘‘blacking’’ of the privateering Mercury consor-
tium, was their first decisive step down the slippery slope
towards surrender to the Tory privatisation of British Tele-
com. The NGAdecision not to pay the fine, and to fight any
further legal moves against the union, could providethevital
focal point for an all-out fight to defeat the Tory anti-union
laws. ,

In a series of High Court actions, the POEU, NUJ, NGA
and TGWUShell strikers have been made the subject of
injunctions against almost all forms of action, from ‘secon-
dary’ picketing through ‘secondary’ blacking and strike
action, to thewritingof letters to advertisers urging them not
to patronise newspapersin thestrike-hit Messenger group.

In his judgement againsttheNGA fast week, Mr Justice;
Eastham pointed out that a previous injunction had res-
trained the NGAfrom ‘‘interfering with the business’’ of the
scab Messenger Group, where six NGA members remain
victimised!

‘If thereare continued breachesoftheinjunction, the time
may well come whenthisunion must be taught to obey the
law by havingall theirassets sequestered.’’

This brazen, arrogant statement of class justice expresses
theessence of the Tebbitand Prior Acts — to paralyse union
action and renderit ineffective.

Against such attacks by the employers, utilising the
judicial machinery of the state and egged on by a brutal
government committed to crush the power of the unions,
workers have an obvious answer: massive, generalised
strike action — a General Strike in solidarity with the NGA
and againstthelegis!ation and the government that brought
itin.

Massive strike action forced the last Tory government to
free the five Pentonvilledockers jailed under Heath’s Indus-
trial Relations Act in 1972; and when the AUEW wasthreat-
ened with the sequestration of its assets under the same Act
in 1974, a call for a national strike brought an anonymous
donor to pay the outstanding fine and emergency moves to
repeal theAct.

Yet in 1983 the call for an all-out General Strike — no

t
7

 
matter how correct and necessary — seemsso wildly unreal-
istic that we have not been ableto use it for our front page
headline. Whyis this? What has happenedto the trade union
movement?

In the final few months of the last Labour government,
TUC leaders agreed to a ‘‘Concordat”’voluntarilyrestricting
trade union rights. This reactionarypolicy was not withdrawn
evenafter the election of Thatcher to office in 1979. Far from
uniting the workers’ movementto fight the Tories, the TUC
chiefs focused instead on isolating those sections — such as
the steelworkers — who wentinto struggle. A token Sunday
demonstration against the Prior Bill in 1980 was followed by
a May ‘Day of Action’ in which hundreds of thousands of
workers ignored TUC pleadings and took unofficial strike
action: but thatproved to be the end of the TUC’sfight, not
thebeginning.

By 1982 it was the Tebbit Bill that was being pushedthrough,with TUCleadersstill in full retreat. It is significant
thatin seeking support for the NGA’s stand today against the
courts, Joe Wadeis forced to look back to the decisions of the
Special TUC ofApril 1982 as the last time anything resembl-
ing concrete opposition to the Tory laws was adopted as
policy.

Withthisrecord of sus. onder of union rights and betrayalof day-to-day struggles on jobs, wages and working condi-tions complementing the demolition-squad, dole queuepolicies of the Thatcher government in industry and thepublic services, massive blows have been struck at the seif-
confidence and organisation of the working class, makingcalls for a general strike seem completelyfar-fetched.

But, as repeated struggles have shown, there remains a
reserve of unbroken militancyat rank andfilefevel. The taskis to find waysto tap thisstrength, and create conditions forthe all-out general strike action that is needed to defend our
unions.

vemandsfor a one-aay General Strike and for preparation
for more extended action in defence of the NGA must be
placed ontheofficial leaders of every union and the TUC as a
whole. Yet we should remembertheexperience of the early
1970s: then, too, the union bureaucrattirelesslyand fruit!ess-
ly sought compromise with Heath, while the real resistance
came from the rank and file. Only when hundreds of thous-

_§

2-cs c* dockers, printworkersand engineers were already. out
.§ oo sz «ea dic the TUCcall a one-day General Strike in defence

©? me Fert ie 5.
we” Jemacos o- t= TUC must rest on taking forward the

eum “grt fer acter et can and file level — through support-
mg S423 2aS acho and mass picketing, to secure the
bess = force 2 Severe Strike and to keep control of the
action in the nands of the rank andfile.

 

 
   
  
 
  
 
   
  
 
  
  
 
   
  

mine the struggle
cuts on the District Health

  

Left “unity”in the
post-Kinnock era

Dear Comrade Hain,
.

Thank you for your comments
on our reply to the Labour Co-
ordinating. Committee (LCC)
OpenLetter.

Yourrejection of coalitionism
is convincingly scornful. And
yet ... you don’t actually take
up the point we made, which was
not that the LCC is coalitionist,
but that certain layers of the left
are, layers which overlap at
certain points with the LCC.

You support Neil Kinnock.
Some LCC leaders are in Kin-
nock’s entourage. © Kinnock
chaired a Labour Party Confer-
ence fringe meeting at which Eric
Hobsbawm advocated such
policies. The implication was that
Kinnock, and others who have
jumped on Kinnock’s bandwagon,
might be less scornful of coali-
tionism than yourletter is.

Let’s hope your attitude to
coalitionism is and remains dom-
inant in the LCC.

Unfortunately,you also ignore
many of the other points in our
reply to your open letter. The
question of Stalinism, for
example, (which, in turn, is
closely tied up with coalitionism).

On this, too, you could prob-
ably have cited your own anti-
Stalinist opinions. But everybody
knows that layers and regions(Scotland, for example) of the
LCC are tinctured. — and on
certain questions, deep-died —

with Stalinism.
And it is no small question,

comrade Hain, nor can ourraising
of it now be dismissed as mere
factionalexpediency or malice.

Perhaps our comments about
your ‘electoralism’ were unjust.
You do advocate more thanmere
electoralism. Yet it is not at all
clear to us thatyou practicewhat
you preach. And, comrade Hain,
you can’t hope to practice what
you preach against narrow
electoralism in tandem with Neil
Kinnock.

Why did you not respond — if
only ‘for the record’ — to what
we said about the LCC’srelation-
ship with the new Kinnockleader-
ship? Your comments would have
been very interesting, especially
some explanation of the LCC’s
tetusal to back the left’s candi-
date for Leader of the Party :

You ignore our central reply
to your proposal for ‘unity’
around Kinnock and the new
status quo — that it is a demand
on the serious left to disarm and
a veiled threat that it will be isol-
ated or expelled if it doesn’t.

Let us briefly restate the case.
The status’ quo is not what the
serious left has been fighting for.

One overboard
in Brent

AMBROZINE NEIL, Labvur
councillor in Brent, North West
London, has applied to join the
Turies. This means that
Labuur’s tenuous hole 1 the
Council, on the Mayor’s casting
vote, has gone.

Neil was for a time a member
of the small ‘left’ group of
councillors.The issue which has
provoked her departure is the
refusal of the Labour Party to
support her demand for inde-
pendent black schools in the
borough.

She can’t expect much sup-port from the Tories for this,but they will certainly consider
her demand that head teachers

“should have the right to sack
teachers they regard as incom-
petent andfor greater discipline
in schools and her oft stateddesire to close schools withintheborough.Her Geparture will also under-

against the

JOHN
HARAIS —

 

 

 Letter from Peter
Hain, vice-chair LCC

THANKYOUforreprinting in full the Labour Co-ordinating Com-
mittee’s ‘Open Letter’ (November3).

So far as your responseto it is concerned, nobody on the ‘‘serious
left’’ could take exception to the broad termsof the platform for
activityyou suggest, as indeed you appear to take no exception to the
LCC’s 11-point plan for unity in action, though we would certainlydispute detailedpoints and particularemphases. :

For therecord, it is absurd to claim thatthe LCC is interested only
in electoralist campaigning when we have been the major group on
Labour’sleftconsistentlyarguingfor extra-parliamentaryactionand
for masspolitics, to. replace the parliamentarist and resolutionarypoliticswhich stilldominatetheleft in theParty. It is equally absurd,
not to say malicious,to implythatwe might favour some fantasy of a
coalitionwiththeAlliance.

.In the New Socialist of Spring 1982 I was co-authorof an article
warning of the dangers of coalitionism and uncompromisinglyopposing it. The LCC’s pamphlet, ‘Re-alignmenton the Right’, also
published in 1982,is the only serious Labour exposé of the ideolog-
icalthreatposed by the Alliance. We havebeen,in short, one of the
few groups on Labour’s left who have given serious attention to
opposing the Alliance. It may suit the sectarian self-interest now
characteristicof Socialist Organiser to pretend otherwise, but you
cannot escape thesebasic facts.

Yours fraternally,
PETERHAIN (vice-chair,LCC)

0 .

There are no rational reasons to
believe that a Kinnock Labour
government witil be much better
than those of Wilson and
Callaghan. It might even be worse.

It is true that right now a
Labour government, even under
Denis Healey would be a great
step forward and of course all
members of the Labour Party will
fight to kick the Tories out and
put Labour in no matter who
leads it. That isn’t sufficient
That won’t sort out our problems.

Kinnock and Foot. You are also
- Tight that Kinnock would not

have been elected without the
Electoral College.

But the decisive measure of
Kinnock must be taken not

You

repeated failures of Labour in
office.

We would not dispute that ir.
electoral terms Kinnock is an
advance over Foot or, Callaghan.
though we feel you exaggerate the
political

SATURDAY’S Labour Againstthe Witch-hunts AGMwillbe ascaled down affair compared to
the founding meeting a year
ago, when over 100 CLPs sentdelegates to discuss reisting the
witch-huntthenin full flight anddominatingtheParty.

The general election, defeats
at October’sconference, and the
pressure for unity, have taken
theirtoll.

difference between

Party that the witch-hunt will
just go away. And there has
been some shift amongst those

 
Campaign Group

Clearly there is a hope in the .

Authority. No doubt the Labour
councillors who voted againstwillbereplaced.

Ironically, Neil herself was
one of them.

With 32 Labour, 31 Tory and
three Liberal councillors, the
Liberalsnow hold thebalance in
Council and havesaid they will
negotiate with both main
parties. There will be manyinthe Labour Group anxious to
stitch up a deal withthe Liberals
to continue in office and to con-
tinue what they have seen astheir task over the last four
years — to cushion the impactof cuts on theborough’s popula-tion, ratherthanfight them out-right.

The local Labour Patty has
to ensure thatthere are no deals
made. The Tories and Liberals
can beexpected to use theirnewfound power to put up council
rents, rum down services and
jobs andintroduce privatisation.

seem. to forget that
Thatcherism is the product of the

whohave foughtin thelastyear.
‘ HammersmithNorth CLP arestill refusing to kick out MilitantEditorial Board member Keith
Dickenson, but the most recent
GC decision was only carried onthe chair’s casting vote. InIslington South, the issue is
postponed pendinga discussion
with Peter Taaffe and TedGrantto findout theirviews.

The conditions to fight are not
as favourable as they were a
year ago, but the problems

; Should not be exaggerated. The
recent defeats and the mood for
unity behindKinnockarenot the
only factorsin thesituation.

The major event since theConference, the expulsion of
TariqAli for his ideas, has rein-
forced the wishful thinking of
many that a ‘new’ witch-hunt
hasn’t started, only the ‘tidying-
up’of an old one.

And the ditheringof Militant
itself has had a damagingeffect.

difficultIt is much more to

against the past but against the
future. Kinnock has to be
measured against what the labour
movement needs to do to drag
Britain and the labour movement
out of decay and disintegration.

To sincerely settle for
Kinnock and for what he stands
for is to be ensnared by a mirage
created ‘by the interplay of
Labour’s wretched past on one
side and by the pressure of
Thatcherism on the other. It is to
brutally scale down the ‘hopes
and aspirations of the last four
years of discussion and struggle in
the Labour Party — andofsocial-
ism in -general. The vote for
Kinnock shows that many have
been persuadedto dothis.

The LCC is foremost amongst
them. Naively sincere or cynic-
ally career-serving? We don’t
know for sure and it doesn’t
affect the results — that you are
now part of the new Establish-
ment. That, in these circum-
stances, the appeal for unity by
the LCC which was the first group
to. break up the unity of the left
in the Rank and File Mobilising
Committee — is in facta ploy by
that establishment against the
serious left which continues to
hope and work for better things
than Kinnockislikely to bring.

It is not with malice — fac-,
tional or otherwise — that we
note the shifts and changes of the
LCC. The implications of this
and other symptoms of left
retreat are too serious for the
entire left to leave us any room
for satisfaction.

But, comrade, Hain, it is cer-
tainly with a great deal of hypo-crisy that the LCC now talk to
the left about ‘unity’.-

Finally,we were surprised that
you didn’t comment on our point
that a number of proposals areOK, if commonplace. Are you
prepared to discuss with us a
campaign on workplacebranches?

Yours fraternally,
The Editors
 Witch-hunt:

fight on!
launch a fight in defence of
people who don’t appear to
know what theywantto do.

More - importantly, as the
Hammersmith vote showed, a
solid core stilldoes wantto fight.
and a section of theleft is pre-
paredto give themfirm support.Last week’s meeting of the

of MPs
decided, following a delegation
from LAW,to issue a clear state-
ment defending the right of
CLPsagainst attacks,and in the
meeting there was support for
thestrategy of defiance.
‘ In this situation, the main
issues for the LAW AGMare:
rallying support for those Partyorganisations that are

_
stillfighting; publicising the local

incidents of the witch-hunt
-already underway, and which
will continue to break. out; and
patiently explaining why the
witch-hunt will continue andits
inevitableeffects.

This work, particularly in the
trade unins, is essential for
preparing the resistance that
will be needed when the Partyestablishment relaunches the
purge in full earnest.

1984 TradeUnion conferences
LAWwillshortly be circulatingmodel resolutions for the 1984
Conference. The deadline for anumberis soon, in the case ofASTMSand NUPE, the Decem-
bermeetings:

:Copies available from:LAW, 11 Wilderton Road,London N16,



    
POEU: time
IS running |

short
By Ricky Houston

CONTINUINGresistance by the
POEUto privatisationof British

-

Telecom now owes more to
decisions by BT management
thanthe union’s National Exec-
utive.

Following the union confer-
ence — which had supported
the NEC’s decision to abide by
a court ruling and accept defeat
in the campaign against Mer-
cury — POEU General Secretary
last week began moves to wind-
up the whole privatisation
campaign.

On Tuesday, Stanley and
other POEU national officers
met BT management.

Exactly what happened at
that meeting is not known but
it is clear the right wing in the
union were planning to wind
down theactionwhich hadledto
more than 2,000 London mem-
bers beingindispute.

To create the best conditions
for this to be done at the NEC
meeting scheduled for later in
the week, the Industrial Action
Strategy Committee, which has
a majority who were opposed to
thispolicy, was prevented from
meeting.

Though lobbied by a delega-
tion of locked-out union mem-
bers, the NEC voted 13-10 to
instruct half of them back to
work from Mondayof thisweek
on the basis that their action
could not be financially sus-
tained.

Yet it seems BT management
were not prepared to accept
Stanley’s gradual timetable for
calling off the action. On Friday -

they issued stringent conditions
for a return to work — that
everybody out must go back,
thattheymust sign an undertak-
ing to take no further industrial
action, and that they would be
subject to a final warning
against them for a prolonged
periodof at least a year.

This rendered the NECpolicy
inoperable.

Opposition was also develop-
ing amongst the rank and file
of the union. The London mem-
berstaking actionwere incensed
at theattempted sell-out and ten
London_branches

morning. This meeting provided
potentially a crucial means of
organisinga fight back.

A Socialist Organiser leaflet
distributed at the meeting
called for thefollowing:

*The full wages policy (for

called a.
national meeting for Monday-

strikers) has to be reversed
and a more normal policy of
strike pay or hardship allowance
adopted which will not limit
action and which could be sus-
tained by the trade union move-
ment. Fresh appeals for finance
should bemadetootherunions.

*The ten London branches
should continue to meet and
liaise to administer this if neces-
sary and to organise theaction.

*Today’s meeting must not
simply demand that today’s
meetingcontinues and develops
the current action (and no more
retreats) but that the current
action will continue irrespective
of decisionsor instructions from

_theNEC.
*If this leads to further action

by BT management, possibly
sackings, it should be met by a
call for all-out strike action in
Londonand appeals for support
to the rest of the country,
particularly the major centres.
Pickets should be sent from
Londonto ensurethatthe action
is spread.

*Branchesshould prepare for
this situation, form committees
to organise picketing and pre-
pare the ground for a national
strike.

*Bryan Stanley is now calling
the tune in the union and now
controls the NEC majority.
Effectivelytheold right wing are
backincontrol. Today’s meeting
should therefore press for the
hard left on the NEC to break
withthesoft left and align them-
selves with those who are pre-pared to fight.

The situation oeuld not bé
more urgent. Unless action of
this kind is taken, and today’s
meeting maybethe last chance
to take it, it may be only a matter
of time before all resistance to
privatisationis wound up.”’

Fewer than 100 turned up
and no propositions were even
put. Significant absentees were
the ten NEC members who had
defied Stanley. The only NEC
representative was Tony Young,
leading Broad Left member and
now the Union’s vice-president,
but operating with great dex-
terity as the right wing’s main
cuckoo in theBroad Left’s nest.

Regrettably it seems even
nowthereare somein the Broad
Left who retain illusions in
Young and have not drawn the
conclusion that any worthwhile
fight from now on will be as
muchagainst the NEC majority
as BT.

The time is rapidly running
out for independent Broad Left
organisation. 

 IF IT comesto the crunch, the
Liverpool City Council will call
for a local general strike against
Tory-imposed cuts.

There were 20,000 demon-
strators in Liverpool last Satur-
day, 19th,to backup thisdeclar-
ation by Councillor Derek

 Hatton.
Liverpool NGA Branch Secre-

tary Ray Williams also spoke,
appealing for support on the
picket lines in Warrington for
the Stockport§Messenger
dispute.

The demonstration was called

jointly by the City Council —

which, since the Labour victory
in the. May election, has been
deliberately ‘overspending’
above Tory limits — the Mersey-
side County Counil, the District
Labour Party and the Trades
Council.

 
 

 
 
   

Labour Party Chair Eri
Heffer was there, and called fo:
a combination of extra-Parlia.
mentary and Parliamentary
action to defend services. Nei
Kinnock pleaded a  ‘‘prio
commitment’’.

 Cyprus: call for action
THE declaration of indepen-
dence by the government of
Rauf Denktash in Northern

, Cyprusis a very serious escala-
tion- of the 1974 invasion by

_

Turkishtroops.
It is very worrying that the

divisionof Cyprus by thismeans -

puts back the day of reunifica-
tion and real independence for
ae

Tories

By Jeremy Corbyn MP
Cyprus, and despite the vague
protestations of the British
governmentit is clear that the
declaration of UDI could only
have taken place with the con-
nivance of the junta in Ankara
led by General Evren.

tt is very important thatthere

“fine”
 

student union
A £30,000 fine is hanging over
the head of Warwick University
Students Union. The University
Council, in the wake of a sit-
down protest against Sir Keith
Joseph, during which he was
pelted with eggs and flour,

-have threatened to withhold
the money from the Unionif it
organises another ‘unruly’
demonstration.

Since Rhodes Boyson changed
the way student unions are
funded, makingthemdependent
on negotiations with college
managements, student unions
have been exposed to this sort
of attack. A fine now means a
deduction at source. The union
doesn’t .have a choice about
whetherto paythefine or not.

The student union is cam-
paigning against the fine. So
far, the students are boycotting
services which the University
runs and the union duplicates.
University-run coffee bars are
boycotted thisweek.

‘Free speech’
Warwick’s management pro-

test they took the decision
withoutgovernment prompting.
Joseph supports the action and
other Tory front benchers are
demanding a restoration of
“free speech in the univer-
sities’’.

Patrick Jenkin, the Environ-
ment Secretary, is campaigning
for Manchester University

By JaneAshworth

Students Union to be fined for
the heckling which cut short.
Heseltine’s and the red
paint which splattered him. So
far the Bursar of the University
has refused, arguingthat it
would be impossible to prove
that student union members
were responsible and so any
actionwould beunjust.

The clampdown comes just a
month after the Attorney-
General circulated all student
unions and college authorities
witha letter urging college man-
agements to vet student union

.

spending.
Student unions are charities

and not allowed to spend their
money as they wish. Payments
whichare outside theprescribed
limits are known as ultra vires
payments.The law is very vague
and there is an enormous grey
area. In effect, payments are
legal until proved otherwise.
The Attorney-General

_
now

wants collegestoplay the role of
the courts and decide them-
selves what is an illegal pay-
ment.

At thesametime LeonBrittan
is renewing the Public Order
Act. Leaks suggest thatchanges
to be made will ban the peace.
camps and give the police the
right to ban sit-downs as they
can ban demonstrations.

be rapid action by the Labour
Parties in North London and
their MPs to argue against the
UDI declaration and for the
reunification of the island in
accordancewiththe 1960 Treaty
and theUN resolutionsthathave
been passed on several occa-
sions. A suitable wording
would be:

“That this -. . . Party con-
demnsthedeclarationof UDI by
the Government of Rauf Denk-
tash in the Northern part of
Cyprus and affirms its belief
that Cyprus should be reunited
as soon as possible.

Genuine reunification can
only take place when all foreign

troops are removed from Cypru
and the UN resolution is carrie
out by the Governments wh
were signatories to the 196
Treaty.

We further condemn th
Government of Turkey for it
support and approval of thi
declaration of UDI and th
failureof theBritish governmen
to take any concerted action o1
this.

Accordingly the Party agree:
to sponsor an urgent publi
meeting on the situation i
Cyprus with speakers from tht
Greek and Turkish CyprioCommunity and the progressive
forces in Turkey.’’

Fe Worksitoes”* gs SELF-DEFENCE
HK SosPeox NEETINGSIK QUEST SPEAKERS

     Bring a sleeping bag ~ crash accomodation
available

. fobd.~Futherdélaits fomClassfighiér#5ickurt Court, Loroca NI.  
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Tory kick
at disabled
TO THEanger of hundreds of
lobbyers and many more of the
country’s 5.5 million disabled
people, Tory MPs turned out
last Friday to block a Private
Member’s Bill to outlaw dis-
crimination against the dis-
abled.

Amid claims from Thatcher’s
‘Minister for the Disabled’”’,Tony Newton, that the Bill —

sponsored by Labour MP Bob
Wareing — would cost £33
million per year to implement,
it was voted down in the
Commonsby210 votes to 164.

Newton later refused point
blank to offer any pledge of
Government legislation _to
replace the defeated Bill, which
would have made discrimina-
tion against the disabled illegal,
and set up a disablement com-
mission, with 50% of its mem-
bership drawn from the dis-
abled.

The problems in employment
and in daily life which this Bill
is designed to combat have
intensified massively under the
Tory government’s_public
spending cuts — which have
eliminated large numbers of
jobsin thepublic sector suited to

Day for
Gay
Rights

“AS a result of thework put into
the Nottingham District Labour
Party’s Equal Opportunities
Working Party last year by
members and supporters of the
Labour Campaign for Gay
Rights, the Nottingham City
Council now has an EqualOpportunities Policy which
commits it to recognising the
needs expressed by the gay| community in thecity.

Thefirst tangible result of the
adoption of the Party’s Equal

| Opportunities Policy was a con-
;

sultative meeting two months
+ ago when 47 lesbians and gay

men met the Leader of the
Counciland the Chair and Vice-
Chair of theEqual Opportunities
Committee. From that meeting
two working groups of lesbians

|

and gay men have organised a
one-day conference for Saturday
3 Decemberwhich has beensup-

| ported by the City Council.
This is one of the few occa-

sions when a local authorityot-
side of London hasactivelysup-

|

ported the self-organisation of
the gaycommunity. Local LCGR
membersare workingactivelyto
politicise thedemandsof thegayorganisationsin thecity.

The Labour Campaign for Gay
Rights has become the most
vocal and active of the gay
organisations in Nottingham.
Members are also preparing to
greet the Labour Party’s Local
Government Conference, being
held in the city next spring, with

|

a new Broadsheetoutlining the
Labour Campaign - for GayRights’ policies relating to local

} government employment and
services. A working party of
memberswasset up to draft the
documentatlast week’s quarter-

| ly meetingheld in Coventry.

disabled workers.
Andin industry, too, the ruth-

less drive for speed-up and plant
closures has destroyed previous
protected areas of employment
for disabled workers — forcing
those who could stand the pace
out onto production lines or out
ontothestreet.

The Wareing Bill would not
by any meanshavetackledall of
these problems:but it represen-
ted an acknowledgementof the
needs of the disabled. And the
Tories’ categoric refusal to
spend a puny £33 million on
improvingthelives of 5.5 million
oppressedpeopleis a fair indica-
tor of the government’s attitude
to thosein need of care and sup-
port from thestate.

|
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LAST week’s news of cutbacks in housing benefit affecting tens ofthousands of the lowest income families was followed up on Mondayby a miserable 3.7% increase in pensions, some 1.3% below thecurrentinflation rate. The increase for a single pensioner is £1.20 a week —

while deliberate Tory governmentpolicies have jacked up prices ofgas
andelectricity,withparticularly severe impacton theelderly. New Windscalescandal

THE issuing of a High Court
injunction against Greenpeace
protestors blocking the dis-
chargeof nuclear waste into the
Irish Sea comesafter a fortnight
of growing publicity for the
hazards. of the nuclear power
programme.

Demonstrators who carried a
consignment of radioactive
sludge from the seashore near
the Windscale nuclear process-ing plant, and dumped it in
Downing Street, grabbed the
headlines when they succeeded
in scaring police into blocking
off thewhole area.

Then,thislast weekend, came
theadmission thatnuclearwaste
had been washed up onthe

Cumbria coast. Soon afterwards
Windscale workers claimed that
the level of radioactivity in the
waste was higher than had been
officiallyannounced.

According .to a Guardian
report, the amount actuallydischarged into the sea could be
as muchas 14times the amountacknowledged by the authorit-
ies.

Of course the Windscale
processing plant does not justdeal withthewaste from nuclear
powerstations: it also produces
weapons-grade plutonium for
British and US warheads and
is part of the complex industrial
process which backs up the
British ‘‘deterrent’’.

Nuclear powerstations are in
reality bomb factories which
produce electricity as a by-product. In the USA, where —

unlike Britain — thefactscan be
investigated, it has been shown ,that over 98% of nuclear waste
originates from military rather
thancivilprojects.

It is high time the
labour movementtook action to
shut down the nuclear energyplants until such time as aworkers’ inquiry is satisfied that
safe answers have been found to
the problems of waste disposal,
andthatthe by-products will not
be diverted into weaponsproduction.
 Where were you

on thatday?
MILLIONSacrosstheworld paid
tribute this week to the Ameri-
can President who has done
most to represent the hopes and
dreamsof ordinary people.

Since his firm confident face
first graced the White House
portrais Americans have learned
a new respectfor theircountry.

And it has been a trip down
memory lane for Americans who
thoughtpride in your nation was
a thingof the past. It is not yet
four years since President
Ronald Reagan entered the
White House. Yet already he
will go downin history along-
side the great American presi-
dents.

-That tragic day when Presi-
dent Reagan was hit by an
assassin’s bullet lives on as a
moment of shock for the whole
nation.

Almostincredibly,ask anyone
in Americaor Britain where they
were whentheyfirst heard that
the bullets had struck, and they
haven’t got a clue. Most have
even forgotten altogether that
Reagan was shot, and then
tragically recovered from his
wounds.

Martyrdom
eee fi

Those few seconds of grainy

Equal Opportunities Dayfor Lesbiansand Gay Men
in Nottingham

Saturday 3 December 1983
9.30am — 4.00 pmInternationalCommunityCentre, Mansfield Road

Admissionfree
Creche provided
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Im have seared into the con-
sciousnessof the nation. (Query
to editor — check whether he
was shot or knifed, I forget
now).

But it is not for martyrdom
alone that Reagan will be
remembered. His decisive
military interventions around
the world with American
advisers changed themapof the
world.

Some countries disappeared.altogether.
Others - like Grenada werea changed almost. beyond recog-

Daily Pres
 

Wail
EXPRESS
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By PatrickSpilling
nition. The chances of a Soviet
military base on this tiny island
were dramaticallyreduced when
Reagan hadit dismantledsod by
sod and reassembledhalf a mile
from the Eastern coast of the
United States, as a new venue
for the US Golf Open.

His plan to reinvade Vietnam
— breathtakingin its vision and
ambition — was wrecked by
lesser minds in the American
administration — and his deter-
mination to prevent Nicaraguafalling into the hands of a
Government backed by foreign
people set a modelfor the rest of
theworld.

He was a much loved figure
and in Cuba in particular his
namewasoften on thelips of the
population as they went about
their happy-go-lucky ways,piling sand bags, positioning
anti-aircraft weapons and prac-ticingtheirair-raid drill.

As the anniversary draws
close the anecdotes about the
Reagan administration flourish
— his youthful face painted on
with powder; his winning habit
of forgetting the name of the
country; his amazing ability to
read his autocue unaided. These
all make up the great American
legend.

But it is for his more solid
political achievements he des-
erves to be known. There was
his largely unsung work in the
poorer quarters of _American
cities teachingcitizensto be less
dependent on the state and to

rely more on the capabilities of
theirown hands.

He reshaped the face of
American trade unions, sympa-theticallysetting a model in the
air traffic controllers union that
few others would dare to
emulate.

Foreign policy was his forte.
Often he would sit with Nancyinhis Oval Office, idly spinning aglobe and stabbing it suddenlywith his finger. “‘There’’, he
would say. ‘‘That’s our nextbase.’’

He made technology beyondthe reach of poorer countries
like Britain available in vast
quantities and his supplies of
Cruise missilesdid much to keepEurope onits toes.

Despite some carping critics
he did much to break down theCold War, preferring ‘to trans-form it into a red hot battle zonefought well way from his ownborders.

In the Middle East, in the Far.
East, in Europe and in the
ghettoes of America, thousands,
nay millions will stop for a
moment when. the anniversary
comes and pause in what they
are doing. They will put down ablood soaked bandage or stopchewingthecrust of bread theyliberated from the dustbin, and
they will give thanks for an
American President who did so
much.

Coming soon, in a major TV
production. Reagan — the DayAfter.

 

 

 

   

  
Urgent we
learn from
theMarch

This review by Clare
Munday of ‘Diary of a
People’s Marcher’ is re-
printed from Peckham
Labour News.

THE DIARY, covering the
period May 8 to June 5, was kept
by 17-year old Satvinder as an
account of this year’s People’s
March for Jobs. An article by
Labour Party member Tony
Purtill, reprinted from Tribune,
appearsat theback of the book-
let.

The diary describes the day to
day progress of the march from
Eliesmere Port to London, and
there are some good moments:
leavingWolverhampton to the
claps and cheers of nurses out-
side a hospital, and later factory
workers, who joined the march;
food and entertainment provi-
ded by the Indian Workers
Association in Walsall; in
Leamington Spa a meal in the
Sikh Temple.

But these events were over-
shadowed by disturbing
accounts of heavy handed
stewarding, infrequent and
undemocratic meetings, and
aboveall, constant attempts to
silence and even expel
marchers.

There was widespread dis-
agreement over which chants
and slogans were ‘acceptable’ to
the national organising commit-
tee, and there seems to have
been a clear intention to keep
the march as broadly based
and non-party political as
possible.

Given the history of the past
five years it seems incredible
that the connections between
monetarism, Thatcherism and
unemployment on a massive
scale could have been ignored
on a march of unemployed
people from one end of the
country to theother.

Even more incredible, given
that a General Election was
called during the period of the
march, were some of the
‘official’ chants that stewards
tried to impose: ‘What do we
want — Jobs. When do we
want them? — Now’; ‘All we are
saying is give us a job’; ‘We are
the Merry marchers’ (!).

The mood of the march was
gradually subdued by the con-.trols imposedonit:

“‘May 18 — Fora couple of
days it has seemed that the
marchis past the point of being
changed. The opportunity, the
people and the moneyis being
totally wasted.”’

“May 31 — Whenwearrived
in Hemel HempsteadI wastold
thatpeople waiting for us didn’t

50p for a single copy,
40p per copy for 5 or

more, and 30p per copy
for 20 or more, from
Employment Unit,
Southwark CVS, 135
Rye Lane, London
SE15. Cheques payable

to. Southwark CVS.
Please add an amount
for postage,

__
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even know wehadarrived until
theyactuallysaw us. That’s how
silentthemarch was.”’

Peter Cashman, a Labour
Party memberexpelled from the
march on May 15 urged people
to raise GMC motions condemn-
ing the apolitical nature of the
march.

On October 28 the South
London Press reported that
Harriet Harman had ‘slammed’
‘thebooklet, and had called for a
‘probe’ into why it was pub-
lished.

Actually, she had written to
Southwark Council for Volun-
tary Service, whose Employ-
ment Unit had loaned South-
wark Unemployed People’s
Action the money to print it,
asking how this fitted into their
employment strategy, given
theiruse of public funds.

At the time she had not read
the booklet, only seen a flysheetheaded, ‘How Politics wre kept
out of the People’s March’.

Misrepresentation in the
press is nothing new for the
labour movement, so perhaps
we should not overreact when
we see headlines like those of
october 28: Jobless. March
‘Fiasco’ Book Slammed By
MP. Butalthoughthe journalist
later apologised to Harriet for
misrepresenting_her, and
offered her the right of reply,she declined the offer, and also
one from Peckham Labour
Newsto put the record straight
on herobjections.

It seemsto methatthe labour ©

movement must now, as a
matter of urgency, properly
examinetheissues raised in this
diary, and repeated in Tony‘Purtill’s article as well as in
several Trades Council motions,about the organisation of the
People’s Marchfor Jobs.Or are we trying to keeppolitics out of the Labour Party
too?

Jobs
rallies

Joint union rallies organised by
the Triple Alliance of the naticn-
aliscd mining, rail and steel
industries have been plannedfor
union leaders to put the case for
jobs, proper working conditions
and defence of publicly-owned
industries, in major cities over
the next month.-

New technology is a central
theme, with a demandthatit is
used to bring greater safety and
better health to workers rather
thanincreasedunemployment.

Thesewillbe in Cardiff (Wed-

 

‘| nesday November23), Birming-ham (November 30), Glasgow(December 6), Newcastle-on-
.Tyne (December 8) and Shef-
field (December14). 
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Take up theBill
for Equal Pay!
By Gerry Byrne

WHEN the government half-
heartedly introduced its own
améndments to the Equal Pay
Act, they were described by
one Tory MP as:

‘Bastard regulations, born of
tne Equal Opportunities Com-
mission and sired by the Euro-
pean Court of Justice. It may be
the other way round, depending
on which of those two organisa-
tions 1s themore butch.”’

If there were a prize (the
golden vomit-bowl?) going for
the most concentrated expres-
sion of sexual bigotry, this
comment. would probably be a
front-runner, combining as it
doeshostilityto women’srights,
lesbians and single parents and
their children in one neat meta-
phor.

Yes, you may say, but this is
just the ignorant prejudice of
one neanderthal Tory (with
apvlogies to the neanderthals
who probably had far more pro-
gressive views than that!).
Doesn't it just underline how
far equality legislation has now
become accepted that this far
from progressive governmentis
itself concerned to close the
notorious loopholes in the Equal
Pay act? -

Well hardly! The government
only introduced these changes
under pressure from the Euro-
pean Court and then withdrew
them after opposition from the
Lords.

Not sufficient
And they were hardly far-

reaching changes in the first
place; they may not have even
been sufficient to bring us in
‘line with European regulations.
Certainly, they would not have
gone very far in tackling the
widespread discrimination and
prejudice that present legisla-
tion-cannot touch.

For that, a much more com-
prehensive and_integrated

 

 
approacn is needed. We can’t
expect that to come from this
government. Huwever, we do
nowhavea chanceof organising
for such a policy. Jo Richardson,
Labour spokesperson on
Women’s Rights, has drawn
up a Private Member’s Bill
which seeksto fillthe loopholes
in existing laws and widentheir
scope.

The Equal Pay Act, for
example, made only a small
dentin the differential between
men’s and women’s earnings
because it didn’t deal with
sexual segregation at work.
When women are ghettoised
into low-paid sectors where
there aren’t men dving compar-
able work, the Equal Pay Act
dvesn’t apply.

The most exploited and
underpaid section of the work-
ferce, parttime and home-
workers, have no recourseto it
since the Act only allows for
comparisons to be made where
jobs are identicale Jo Richard-
son’s Sex Equality Bill proposes
tu bring these areas into line,
by enabling comparisons to be
uiade between part-time and
full-time workof equa! value.

At present, there is nu protec-
tion ac all for gay and lesbian
workers from dismissal or dis-
crimination. Most cases of
uniuir dismissal brought to
tribunals by homesexua]l men
and lesbians have upheld the

Newissue of Class Fighter now out — 12 pages
- for 15p plus postage from 214 Sickert Court,Essex Road, London N1 2SY.
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employer’s right to discrimin-
ate. The Sex Equality Bill will
makethisunlawful.

Oneofthesickening ironies of
previovs (Labour) government-
sponsored anti-discrimination
legislation is that it didn’t
apply to those areas the govern-
ment is most responsible for,
taxation, pensions and benefits.
The new Bill proposes that dis-
crimination in these areas be
outlawed too.

Expectation
Although the Equal Pay and

Sex Discrimination Acts didn’t
deliver much in the event, the
expectations they raised in the
minds of working women laid
the basis for a whole series of
independent women’s struggles
round pay and job opportunities.
V. 2 should use this Bil! to simii-
arly raise women’s awareness
that discriminationand unequal
tr atment arestillrife and make
this the start of a campaign to
eliminate them.

For December 9, if your MP
can be expected to be sympa-
thetic, write/lobby and press
her/him tu be there to vote for
the Bill. Campaignersare advis-
ing that if you expect a negative
response frum her/him then
don’t bother to remind them to
turn up andvote it down!

THE anger and resentment at
the way the Women’s Organis-
ation withinthe Labour Party is
treated with indifference,
hostilityor cynical knowingness
by the Party tops, finally
exploded this week-end at the
Londen Region Women’s Con-
ference.

The National Women's Con-
serence Clashed vithUe eleciion
campaign and “was therefore
““yostponed” ;

Atter the Election we were
casually informed, without a
shred of consultation, that the
three-day conference had been
cut duwn to a one-day, non-

voting rally on the theme of
defence of. public services
against privatisation — a worthy
issue and .one that concerns
every woman in manyaspects of
her life. But hardly a substitute

“. for the national policy-forming
conference.

 
  
 
 
 
  
   
  
     
 Over 200 resolutions had been

submitted for the conference —

refle-cting the importance given
to it by women’s sections in a
situutiun when election fever
madeit difficult even to meet to
forraulate resolutions.

N« propusal has come for-
war is te what will happen to
these resolutions, nor any idea
ot how the priorities «f the
national Women's Comittee
will be decided in theabsence of
a conference. ©

The general response from
womenhas beena furious frus-
tration. We are angry, but what
channels are there to express
thiswhen we’velostour national
conference? ‘

The otherresponse has been a
bitter resignation: what can we
dn? We'll just have tu make the
best of it. But this is just what is
expected {and expluited) of
women. ‘We don't like it but
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Greenham impact

Once again the latest opinion poll figures indicatethe
impactof thestruggle against Cruise missiles spearhead
ed by theGreenham women.

AstheGreenhamstrugglehas come backinto theheac
lines in thelast two months,therehas been a marked
strengtheningof support for theunilateralistposition on
nuclearweapons.This is particularlythecase amongst
Labourvoters, where accordingto Marplan therehas bee
a strong increasein unilateralistsupport to 45% of those
questioned.

And Reagan’s invasionof Grenadahas increasedpopu
lar distrust of US imperialismamong 54% of men and
62% of women.

Furtherevidenceof theimpactof theGreenham
struggle on opinionis to befound in thecombinationof
repressive moves plannedor currently implementedby
Tories to break up theexisting peacecamp and outlaw an
furthercamps.

All thisunderlinestheimportance of a maximumturn-
out at Greenham on theDecember11 DayofAction, and
supporting actionin thetrade union and labour
movement.

we’ll put up withit.
But at the London Region

Labour Party Women’s Confer-
ence, wefinallyhad a chance to
express our anger and determin-
ation not to put up withit.

Several resolutions had been
submitted deploring ihe can-
« “ation of the Women’s Con-
ference. Many saw it as the
Party bureaucracy seizins the
handy exeuse of an eleetiun to
shut up a troublesomesction of
the Party. 7

A resolution was passed call-
ing for a boycott of the one-day
‘“‘conference’’ on December 3
and a picket has been called and
an alternative event is being
organised to inform and involve
those from outside London who
will turn. up. to the ‘‘con-
ference”’.

 

Boycott this women’s ‘Conference’!

Voice of Solidarnoscis publisl
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20 years later
Behind the
Kennedy
myth

FEWpoliticiansanywherein the-
world command the semi-mystical cross-class adulation of
assassinated US President John
F. Kennedy. Yet an objectiveappraisal of his politics shows no
reason. why socialists should
cherish his memory.Good-looking, filthyrich, and
rabidly anti-communist,
Kennedy was able to wrap upmuch of the politics of the
preceding Eisenhower and Tru-
man administrations in a new
veneerof ‘‘liberal’’razzamatazz
and demagogy about a ‘‘New
Frontier’andthe‘‘torch”’ being
taken by a new generation.

He scraped home to victory
over Richard Nixon in 1960 bythe narrowest margin that ever
elected a President, having
spentliberallyfrom his father’s
estimated $200-$400 million
fortune to backhis campaign.

Get moving
Kennedy’s campaign had

focussed on a pledge to ‘‘get the
country moving again”’ after the
1958 recession and eight yearsof cautious book-balancingRepublican government under
Eisenhower.

But he had also banged the
Cold War drum,with incessant
allegations that Eisenhower’s
restrained militaryspendinghad
allowed the Soviet Union to take
the lead in nuclear weaponry,openingupa ‘‘missilegap’’.

The ‘‘gap’’ proved to be a
costly and disastrousfiction, for
which working people in the
USA and on a world scale are
stillpaying — in the form of the
armsrace.

Kennedy also wrapped him-
self in ‘liberal’ colours with a
vote-catching phone call to
Martin Luther King’s wife while
the civil rights leader was in
jail:but once in office, Kennedy
himself and his administration
did little to oppose legal ‘Jim
Crow’ discrimination againstblacks in the South. Only when
blacks themselves took to the
streets in ever greater numbers
during 1963-4 were first Ken-
nedy and then Johnson forced
into concessions designed to
prevent any political break byblackvoters from the establish-
ed two-partyline-up.

The administration’s initial
civil rights bill aimed at takingtheblackstruggle off the streets GPocovcccosesn=ccce2
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By Harry
Sloan

in August 1963:

 

 
Black civil rights leader John Lewis, addressing the Washington March“Listen Mr Kennedy, Listen Mr Congressmen, Listenfellow citizens, the Blackmasses are on the march for jobs andfreedomand we must say to the politicians that there won't bea “coolingoff”period”. “I want to know, which side is thefederal government on?”

and into the courts wes des-
cribed by black militants as
‘‘too little, too late’, while
Kennedy himself continued to
appoint racist judges, and pre-sided over federal government
persecution and even FBI
murderof black activists acrossthecountry.

Kennedy’s domestic economic
policies were a quaint mixture
of traditional Democratic liber-alism, with increases in federal
spending, togetherwithtax cuts
across the board, huge incen-
tives for businesses, and a
massive increase in the armsbudget, which after twoyearsinoffice had reached $56 billion
and was soon to soar way above
thiswiththeVietnamwar.

Arms race

This vast expenditure wasallocated both to nuclear wea-
pons (in the rush to close the
fictitious ‘‘missile gap’’) and abig expansion of the ‘‘conven-
tional’’” arms and manpoweravailable.

FormerFord executive Robert
MacNamara was brought in asSecretary of Defence, and
between them these two men
swiftly launched the biggest
armsracein history.

By 1967 the stockpileof Inter-
continental Ballistic Missiles
had been increased from 200
under Eisenhowerto over 1,000.
A new fleet of 41 Polaris sub-
marines was deployed carrying656 missile launchers. 600 long-
range nuclear bombers were in
the front line: 40% always onhighalert.

On the ‘‘conventional’’front,Kennedy in 1961 put a $3.2
billion additional

_
militarybudget through Congress and

extended the armed forces by300,000 men. Lot

cy force to stamp out revolution-
ary struggles in Asia or Latin
America; later to becomenotor- -

ious. as.the Green Berets, they
werelavishly supplied with the -

best officers and men, superior

eges.
And his stance in opposition

to revolution in the Third World
took tangible form on the onehand providing tied ‘‘aid’’through a new ‘‘Alliance for
Progress’’ and in support for““‘reformist’’, anti-communist
regimes;and on the otherin the
BayofPigs fiasco, in which CIA-
financed exiles failed in anattempted invasion of Castro’sCuba.

In theaftermathof this humil-iating setback Kennedy orderedthe CIA to arrange to assassin-
ate Castro — a task which theyrepeatedly plotted, to little
effect.

In the Dominican Republic,Kennedy arranged with rather
more success for the CIA to do
away with the embarrassingly
savage pro-US PresidentTrujillo: but the question of astable anticommunist successor
remainedunresolved.

As Kennedy saw things,there were three possibilities,in descending order of prefer-
ence: ‘a decent democratic
regime, a continuation of theTrujillo regime or a Castro
regime. We oughtto aim at thefirst, but we really can’t
renounce the second until we
are sure that we can avoid thethird.’’

Santo Domingo
In 1961, as a prelude to

Johnson’s later military invas-
ion, Kennedysenta task force to
lie at anchor off Santa Domingo
in an effort to shape events to
the satisfaction of the US State
Department. ©

Kennedy's belligerentdefenceof theWestern presencein Berlin was another source of
.* conflict in a turbulent first year

: + *- of office.Heset up a counter-insurgen- ° Refusing to negotiate anysettlement with Kremlin leader
Khruschev, Kennedy bolstered
US armed forces in Europe by40,000 men and madetelevisedspeeches insisting that West
Berlin could and would be

 
ad

JackandJackieKennedy: good-
lookingandfilthyrich.

2*

On August 18, 1961
Kruschev responded to this by
the building of the Berlin Wall
which consolidated the division
of Germany — a ‘‘solution’’
which suited the Kremlin
Stalinists as much andaslittle
as theWestern imperialists.

Brinkmanship
But it was in his 1962 naval

blockade of Cuba against the
siting of Soviet medium-rangemissiles that Kennedy lent a
new dimension to the term
“‘brinkmanship’’, coined but
not implemented by the preced-
ing Eisenhower/Dullesadminis-
tration.

With the entire world fearing
imminent nuclear destruction,
Kennedy secured a climbdown
by Khruschevoverthemissiles:
but in turn conceded a pledge
not to invade Cuba, and the
withdrawal of obsolete US
medium-range missiles from
Turkey.

Though Kennedy has. been
posthumouslypraised up for his
involvement in the 1963 Test
Ban Treaty, it should not be
forgotten that the Kennedy-
MacNamaraarmsbuild-up gave
a long-term andlasting twist to
the arms race, inauguratingprojects which are today bring-ing poisonousfruit in the form
of Pershing, Cruise, MX and
Tridentmissilesystems.

And perhaps Kennedy’s
most lasting bequest to the
American people and the world
as a whole was the Vietnam
war, which was onlyin its forma-
tive stages but well under waybeforehis assassination.

Advisors
Under Eisenhower,only a few

hundred US “‘advisors’’ had
been bolstering the Diem dic-
tatorship in South Vietnam: bythe end of 1962 there were10,000 and by November 1963
therewere 15,000, witharapidlygrowinginfluxof equipment.

The incoming Texan Presi-
dent Johnson was to changelittle in Kennedy’s policies athome and abroad: before long,followingthepathslaid down bythe Boston “‘liberal’’ the USA
wastobefielding500,000 troopsin.a brutal, doomed war for
imperialistdominationin Asia.

The continuity. of thesepolicies was. obscured

_
by.Kennedy’s assassination: and

since that time the Kennedymythhas assisted the American
ruling class and union bureau-
cracy to contain and counter any
pressures within .the US
workers’ movementfor a polit-ical break.from the twin parties
of capitalismand thebelatedbut
necessarybuilding of a Labour.
Party based on the unions and
organisationsof theoppressed...
ws

 

  

US threat —

hangs over

Central |

America
By Terry Smith

AS THEthreat of US militaryintervention hands over Cuba,Nicaragua and HI Salvador,it is
not only leaders of the Castro
and Sandinista regimes who
have issued stark warnings of
theconsequences.

Even renegade former San-
dinista Eden Pastora (whose
3,000 US-backed ‘‘contras’’ are
conducting cross-border raids
into Nicaragua from Costa Rica
in efforts to topple the regime in
Managua) has warned Reagan
not to send in themarines.

It “‘would be a very big mis-
take’’, he told a press confer-
ence in the USA. ‘‘The whole
Nicaraguan people would fightback’’.

“‘When we talk about an
invasion of foreign forces, we’re
not just talking about the San-
dinista forces resisting, we're
talking about the force of the
whole Nicaraguan people. In
Grenada the country was being
run by one crazy man, General
Hudson Austin, withan army of
100 crazy people who didn’tfight. In Nicaragua you have 100
crazy people, but thousands of
Nicaraguanswhowillfight.’’

Pastora’s line is merely a
statement of obvious fact: for
the USA to invade Nicaragua_would ‘be a military operation
more on the scale of Vietnam
than any repeat of the Grenada
invasion.

Even tougher would be any
prospect of a US invasion of
Cuba, thoughcontingency plansfor this are known to exist and a
US naval task force is conduct-
ing sinister manoeuvresoff the
Cubancoast.

Cuban Vice President Josel
PaulViera last week warnedthat
USlanding would mean that
“there would be blood every-where, in the streets, on the
beaches, on the farms, as the
peopleresist theinvader.’’

The 20th anniversary of
Kennedy’s

.

assassination has
drawnattentionback to the 1961
Bay of Pigs fiasco in which the
USAtried and failed to promote
a ‘‘pump-priming”’ invasion byCuban exiles expecting to
trigger an uprising againstCastro; now no serious US
observer can expect that more
than a tiny handful of reaction-
aries in Cuba would support or
tolerate an outright imperialistinvasion.

But even in El Salvador,
where a US-backed junta
remains in power, the: success
of an American military inter-
ventioncannot beguaranteed.

Despite vast transfusions of
cash and equipment, and exten-
‘sive US training of Salvadorean
officers, the armyitself is facing
a@ major crisis.of morale as it
confronts a renewedandstreng-thened offensive from left wingFMINguerrillas. .

‘

One US observer declared
candidlythat ‘‘the initiative has
passed to the: guerrillas’,as
State

-.
ment.

_

chiefs
assessed

.

their next moves.
Increasingly .army units are
surrenderingto guerrillas with-
out a fight + handing over
supplies of US-financed
weapons.

The squads that remain
united — such as the US-trained
“‘crack’’Atlacatibattalion — are
scarcely any less of an embarr-
assment, with their repeated
massacres of innocent civilian
men, women and children. The
most recent of these was the
slaughterlast week of more than
100 people in the towns of
Copapayo, San Nicolas and La
Escopeta.

The Reagan administration
has declared thatit might resort
to direct military involvementin
El Salvador if there seemed adanger that the FMLN mighttake the capital. It is plain, how-
ever, that such an intervention
would be no swift, ‘‘surgical’’
strike but a long-term, open-ended counter-insurgencybattle
with every danger of spreading
onto a regional level engulfingother countries of Central
America.

Whether Reagan believesthat
to bog down USforces in such astruggle would be less of an
electoral liabilityin 1984 than apossible loss of control by the
present rulingjunta could be the
most decisive factor in shaping
events.

There is no doubt however
thatthe heavy handedthreatsof
US intervention lent added
credence by the Grenada inva-
sion, have already had an impactin holdingback the developmentof any solidarity or more overt:military links between Cuba/
USSR and Nicaragua, and
betweenthe Sandinistas and the
FMLNfighters in El Salvador.
ApparentlyFMLNleaders them-
selves are beginning to hold
back for fear that too manymilitary victories could provokeUSinvolvement.

This in turn strengthens the
handofthe reformistpoliticianswho represent the Salvadorean
FDR opposition, as they seek
out some form of deal with the
US imperialists.

In this endeavour, too, the
pace of events and the outcome
rests at present with the
decisions of Reagan and his
State Department and Pentagonadvisors.

The only way in which thisstranglehold can be brokenthrough is working class action
in the USA andinternationallyin solidarity with the strugglesof the workers and peasants ofCentral America and the Carib-bean against imperialism, its“contra’’ armies and deathsquadsandits stooge regimes.
JOGE02ee§ Labour Group for Humani Rights in Sri Lanka

PUBLIC MEETING
FONYBENN

“JEREMY CORBYN, MP
Rajes Balsubramaniyam(Labour'Group/Tamil

Women’s League)
John Chowcatt (ASTMS)Speaker from EELAM

SolidarityCampaign
THURSDAY,Dec1, 7pm ~

Hampstead Town Hall
Haverstock Hill,NW3_(opp Belsize Park tube)
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Sectarian
killingsin
Armagh

THREE men were killed
and seven wounded last
Sundaywhen the crowd of*
men, women and children
at a Pentecostal church
service at Darkleyin Catho-
lic South Armagh was
machine-gunned.

An organisation calling itself
the ‘Catholic Reaction Force’
has claimed responsibility and
threatened more sectarian
slaughter. Nobody had heard of
the Catholic Reaction Force be-
fore, and it is probably a nameof
convenience for some other org-
anisation — probably,according
to the best available informed
guesses, the Irish National Lib-
eration Army.

This sectarian atrocity has all
the marksof a calculated politi-
cal provocation. The Orangemen
don’t need much provocation.

Every incident leads them to
renewed calls for draconian
measures by the British Army
against the Catholiccommunity.
The Official Unionist Party has
now withdrawn from MrPrior’s
Northern Ireland Assembly,
already boycotted by the Catho-
lic SDLP and bythefive elected
Sinn Fein representatives).

This leaves the Paisleyite
Democratic Unionist. Party as
the main organisation still in
theAssembly,which looks about
ready to be interred. The OUP
is calling for internment without
trial for Republicans.

Darkleyis the latest in a long
series of spectacular sectarian
slaughters in the last decade,
many of themin South Armagh.
In 1976 ten Protestant workers
were taken off a bus and slaugh-
tered there by the local Provi-
sional IRA,in retaliation for the
earlier sectarian killing of five
Catholics.

Of the 1584 civilianswho died

Hands
off BT!

‘Stop Privatisationof
British Telecom’
Publicmeetingcalledby
theIslingtonLabour

: Parties
MondayDecember5, 7.30
at Central Library,Field-
way Crescent, N5.
Speakers includeJeremy
Corbyn MP,Jock Camp-
bell,anda memberof
‘thePOEU Executive.

 “by 1986".

in Northern Ireland between
1971 and June 1983, many have
been slaughtered just for beingCatholicor Protestant. Far more
Catholics have died this waythanProtestants. The Protestant
backlashagainst direct rule after
1972 took as one of its weaponsindiscriminatesectarian slaugh-
ter of Catholics.

The Republican movement
has always“lenounced sectarian
attacks, but inevitably the logic
of ‘tit for tat’ and ‘fighting fire
with fire’ has attracted some
‘Republicans’. There is also, it
must be said, an undergrowth
of sectarian feelingin the Catho-
lic community, whatever the
Republican politiciansmay say.The Provisional Republicans
have denounced the sectarian
attack, and so has at least part
of the INLA’spolitical front, the
Trish Republican Socialist Party.
But the INLA is an extremely
loose and uncoordinated organ-
isation.It is also — accordingto
recent testimony in Belfast
courts — heavily infiltrated by
state provocateurs.

One interpretation of the
attack in Darkley is that it is
part of a growing conflict be-
tween the INLA and the Provi-
sional IRA. Irish newspapershave carried reports of clashes
betweenthetwo groups on both
sides of the Border, and of kid-
napping of IRA supporters by
INLA.

The IRA’s turn to politics has
led it to tone down some ofits
militarism.Martin McGuinness,
abstentionist Sinn Fein assem-
blymanfrom Derry, has publicly
attackedthe INLA for aspects of
its mindlessmilitarism.

Many acknowledged INLA
actions can only be understood
as attempts to stir up sectarian
conflict — the attempt to kill
Paisley,for example.

The West German Social Demo-
cratic Party (SPD), which in
governmentagreed to thesiting
of Pershingmissilesin US bases
in West Germany,hasvoted
overwhelminglytooverturn this
position. Only 14 out of 400
delegatesvoted against the
motion to oppose deployment.

Estimatesvary as to thenumber
of Chileanswhojoinedthemass-
ive demonstrationin Santiago
last Friday: it seems likelythat
over 500,000 turned out to take
thisfirst legal opportunity to
protest since the1973 coup. This
followson continualdisplaysof
illegalopposition to thePino-
chet regime throughoutthis
year. Pinochet has now stated

- thatlegal recognitionof certain
politicalpartieswillbeenacted©

 
Poland:“Don’tbe

discouraged”EDITORIAL comment recently
published in the underground
Warsaw=weekly ‘Tygodnik
Mazowsze’ concerning the
presentsituation in Poland.

A YEARago manyofusbeliev-
ed that ‘‘the'spring'willbeours”
and that it would not be long
before we can pressure the
authoritiesto make concessions.
However, it gradually became
apparent that neither demon-
strationsnor strikes would bring
about thechanges we hopedfor.
The feeling of joyful unity and
strength that grew after the
passivityamong many people.It
was believed that, particularly
after theunsuccessful actionson
10 November, such feelings
would be shared bya large part
of society, the more so because
the hopes that were pinned on
the anticipated lifting of martial
law does not even give the
appearance of a compromise,
but is an open prolongation of
military government during a
timeof peace.Those who believed that the
underground had, been crushed
by theppolice and that Solidar-
nosc would not be reborn have
been supported in thinkingthis
way by (official) propaganda.
Skilfullyexploiting and spread-
ing feelings of defeatism, it

“demonstrates how the authori-
ties have won the war. In prac-
tice it looks more or less like
this: Silesia is mining ever more
extra tonnes of coal; provincial
centres of the PRON (Patriotic
Council of National Salvation)
vote for social accord; and carp
was availableat Christmas.

Meanwhilewe see on TV how
the militia have been capturing
those in hiding, confiscating
printingpresses, breaking down
various points of social resis-
tance, while remnants of the
underground give themselves
up each day at the voivoidship
(regional)militiastations.

Influenced by TV and the
whispered propaganda. of the
SB (Secret Service), the picture
of ‘‘full normalisation’’ is sup-posed to emerge.

 
Solidarnoscleaders have pledgedto fight governmentplans for

increasedprices. But a new winterbringsin its train a new catalogueof shortages.

Has resistance really faded
out completely? Is NSZZ Solid-
arnosc only a slogan without
any real programme of action?
Did the- authorities manage to
strangle all independentinitia-
tives?

The existence of Solidarnosc
is undoubtedlyless obvious than
during the first months of the
“‘state of war’’. Demonstrations
are out of thequestion, symbolic
protest actions in factories are
rarely organised, Solidarnosc
flags and posters rarely appear
and union badgesare no longer
worn.

At present, the union’s activ-
ities have little effect and are
scarcely noticeable to an outside
observer, because they are
aimed at buildingstructures and
formsof activitywhich will sur-
vive not just for months but for
years.

Of course, some of the activ-
ists have beenleaving,but those
who remain are determined to
continue the arduous and often
unthankful work for the union,
 

Is this theend
ofArafat?

By TerrySmith
ASfighting between PLO loyal-
ists and Syrian-backed rebels
reached into the city of Tripolithis week, there is every signthat Syrian President Assad is
ignoring Soviet pressure and
hell-bent on wiping out Yassir
Arafatas PLO leader.

Strong signs that Assad’s
position is at odds with Soviet
policy include the arrival in
Damascus of a ministerial team
from the ‘non-aligned’ move-
ment,includinga Cuban repres-entative. Cuben foreign policy is
complementary to that of the
Kremlin,andcertainly no Cuban
minister would publicly urge a
truce in Tripoli without the
endorsement of the Moscow
leaders.

But the pressure appears to
be too little and far too late to
save the beleaguered Arafat, as
does the wave: of “increasingly
bitter criticism of Assad from
theArabrulers of theGulf states
who have provided the bulk of
the PLO’s funding.

-While Assad is ready to re-
ceive andto utilise Soviet arma-
ments, he is determined to usethem for his own purposes and

| nothingelse.
Thus Syrianfighters and mnis-

sileshave. remained idle:during -.

recent Israeli bombing raids on
Iranian Shi’ite forces in the
Bekaavalley:but the full weight
of Syrian armour has beenavail-
able in reserve for the PLO
‘rebels’to pound Arafat’s head-
quarters in the Baddawi refugee
camp and nowinTripoliitself.

It appears thatthe Syrian ob-
jective is by force of arms to
annextheleadership of the PLO
and impose its own complete
control over the north of Leban-
on as part of a longer-term rela-
tionship with the Israeli forces
and theUSA.

Soviet leaders, hoping to find
a way of regaining influence in
the Middle East, have been
dragged alonghalf-willinglyinto
makingthispossible.

USandIsraelistrategists have
been pondering the possibilitiesof countering the growing Syr-
ian military might — but face
considerablemods now. that
large quantities of Soviet
weaponry “have been delivered
and readied for use in Syria,
including missiles capable of
strikingtargets insideIsrael.

While opposing any imperial-
ist offensive against Syria, the
international workers’ move-

~ ment should clearly oppose the
’ ruthless and cynical Syrian at-

tempts to ‘liquidate the PLO as
- an indepeniiéntpoliticalforce: °

*

and are prepared to take enor-
mousrisks.

Manysecret Solidarnosc cells
are active, particularly in the
large factories and universities.
They take care of the victims of
repression,collect financial aid,
distribute the press and organ-
ise a boycott of collaborators.
They undertake activities which
aim to prove the presence of
Solidarnosc in workplaces.

Slogans
The following is a lovely

example from the Warsaw
Polcolor television factory. On
the first anniversary of ‘the
‘state of war’’ the factory walls
were stamped with the slogan
‘‘Remember December’’,
together with the image of
Walesa and the Gdanskcrosses;
a Solidarnosc flag had been
hung undertheceiling in one of
the production departments,
which remained there for two
days; leaflets were billposted,
underneath people lit candles
and lay down flowers; a list of
collaboratorswas hungup.

Despite intensive efforts by
the SB they were unable to des-
troy theregional or inter-factory
committees which exist in manyplaces. The members of the
TKK (Temporary Co-ordinating
Commission) remain free. In
several cities Radio Solidarnosc
broadcasts its programmes. A
widespread, unceasing boycott
of the regime’s unionsis contin-
uing, in the first place this
_seeeeeee
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involves their trade unions. h
size they are very small, weal
and completely isolatedfrom the
workers in those enterprises. Iseems very unlikely that the;
willgain any popularity.

The publication movementi:
undoubtedlythemost importan
and themost vital part of under
groundlife. Dozens of indepen.
dent publications appear. They
are less numerous today thar
six months ago. On the othe:
hand, moreoot them appearegularly and have a bighe!print run and regular write:
and readers. From the ver}
beginning of the war the
Wroclaw newspaper ‘From Day
to Day has been published.numbering 260 issues already,
and the Warsaw InformacjeSolidarnosci has had 108 issues
printed. Factory newspapers
are, for their social circles,

' important centres of indepen-
dentactivity."

Publishing
The publication movemen

creates widespread under.
groundstructures which are not
‘always linked with Solidarnosc
Every such initiative activates
dozens of co-workers. Literary
and political circles are alsc
emerging. Apart from the large
‘“‘prewar’’ publishers, such as
the Independent Publishing
House NowaortheCircle, there
are ‘‘wartime’’. publishing
houses, for example Warsaw’s
CDN or the Poznan Publishing
House Syzyt. They print mater-
ial that has no chance of being
officially printed — from ambi-
tious publications on modern
history to human and wat
poetry. We onlybecomefamiliar
with some of these independent
publications (such as the Kar-
konosze Publishing Association
when PAP (the Polish Press
Agency) informs us that they
have beenliquidated.

It is difficult to estimate the
number of people whom. the
independent press or books
actually reaches. By supplying
information and influencingthe
opinion of thousands of people,
the independent publishing
movement moulds the con-
sciousness of the generation
which will decide about the
future shape of Poland .

Rep:rinted from
Voice of Solidarnoseno. 74
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“THE Orange General Strike of May 1974 was the third great water-
shed in the modern history of Northern Ireland (the first was the
Catholicrevolt after 1968, and the second was the abolition of Stor-
montin March 1972).

It was the Protestants, and especially the Protestant working
class, who defeated Britain’s attempts to remould the political
structures of NorthernIreland — at most theRepublicanshad played
the role of detonator to the Protestant bomb which exploded in a
General Strike.

After the destruction of
Britain’s overall strategy by the
Orange General Strike, there
was stalemate. Essentially, it -

has continued for ten years,
duringwhichthe British govern-
ment has defended the status
quo in the Six Counties, leaning
heavily against the Catholics to
doit.

Northern Ireland was carved
out for rule by the Protestant
majority. Britain had to abor-
gate that mile in 1969 and
abolish it in 1972.

Majority rule was abolished
because it was recognised as
inevitably being Protestant
sectarian rule.

Then power sharing proved
impossible becauseof thedeter-
mined opposition of the Protes-
tants. But the unavoidable con-
clusion, thatthe whole entity is
unviable, has been resisted and-
rejected by British govern-
ments, Labour andTory alike. .

The result has been ‘a long
stalemate.

After. the General Strike
toppled the power sharing
Executive, it took the British
government a long time to
recegnise thatits whole strategy
had beendestroyed.

In 1975 theytried having a
Constitutional Convention
elected to hammerout an agreed
power-sharing arrangement.
But that experiment merely
showed once more that the
Protestant and’ Catholic com-
munities can reach no agree-
ment within the Six County
framework.

Oneof the clearest proofs of
this was the fate of William

By John
O’Mahony

Craig, who was cut down as
Brian Falkner had been before
him.

Craig had beentheSix County
home secretary responsible for
the batoning of the Catholic
civil rights marches in October
1968. He had founded the verypowerful Protestant Vanguardmovement to organise
tant resistance after the aboli-
tion of the Six County Home
Rule Parliamentat Stormont.

He had made blood-curdling
speeches about slaughtering
Catholics. He seemed to have
great influence. Then in 1975,
he advocated a voluntary, tem-
porary:-‘wartime’ power-sharing
arrangement with the Catholic
constitutionalnationalistsof the
SDLP:.:(Fhe SDLP was then a
great deal less green nationalist
thanit isnow).

He was instantly discredited
and isolated, within the Assem-
blyandwithinVanguard.

In’ its final report, the
Protestant majority in the Con-
vention recommended the res-
toration of Protestant majority
rule in the Six Counties. Britain
decided thatit had no option but
to continuedirect rule.

All this had been entirely
predictable.

The Labour government of

CONFERENCE

IRELAND: PEACETHROUGHDEMOCRACY

Speakers include: Tony Benn, Ken Livingstone-and Clive
Soley.
Time: Saturday November26 at 9.30 am.
Place:Edrich Hall, SouthBankPolytechnic,Borough Rd.,
London SE1.

The conference aimsto buildup support for an end to any
British presence in Ireland, an end to the Unionist veto on
.eunification, and the right of Ireland to maintain its
traditional neutrality (i.e. not.to be pushed into joining
NATO).
The conference will focus on the situation in the trade
unions and theproblemsof raising theissueof Ireland,
particularly where British unions have members in the
North.
The conference is open to delegates (£3) and observers
'€3). farther information from Box 189, 32 Ivor Place,
Leadoe NW1.

 

 TheProtestantbacklashcontinuedto

 

Part two of a series
in the1970s

The six
county
cockpit

1974-79. has many things to
answer for, Ireland is some-
where at thetop ofa longlist.

Let us retrace and sum upits"
record.

In the mid-’60s the Labour
government had exerted great
pressure for reform on the Six
County state. When the sectar-
ian state erupted into incipient
civil war in 1969, it sent in the
army.

The Labour government
soughtto have the British army
act as a scaffolding to shore upthecrumblingSix County edifice
while the work of remoulding
and reconstructing a political
superstructure for it went on.

Seniorcivilservants were sent
in to work in harness with, and
in fact to act as commissars
over, the Six County govern-
ment departments.

Now the Marxists could have
told the right andleftreformists
of the Labour Party who put the
British army on the streets in
Northern Ireland that nothinggood could have comeof it —

and we did. They wouldn’t
have agreed with us and, by
their political nature, probably
couldn’thave.

But as far as one can judge,
they did have the intention,
working within the Six County
framework and Labour’s 1949
Government of Ireland Act,
which enshrined the Protestant
veto on a united Ireland, to
put an end to the decades of
Catholic second: class citizen-
ship andoppression.Thegreat crimeoftheleaders
of the Labour Party — within
their own standpoint, perspec-
tives and limitations —wastheir

refusal to learn the lessons of -

what happenedafter 1969.
The army,an inevitablycrude

and brutal tool for police work,
antagonised the Catholics. The
Protestant backlash continued
to gather force in the early
1970s. Then, as we saw last
week, the Tories came to power
and took control of the situation
without Labour’s inten-
tions and tied to their alliance
withOrange politicians.

Between Labour’s leaving
office in June 1970 andits return
in March 1974 tremendous
events had occurred in Ireland.
The Provisional IRA offensive,
internment, Bloody Sunday, the
Tory government’s turn to re-
form and its abolition of Stor-
montin 1972,theorganisationof
the mass UDA and Vanguard,
the savage Orange backlash in
the form of sectarian murders,
the setting up of the power-sharing executive at the end of
1

.

Election
The election which brought

Labour back to power simultan-
eously dealt a massive blow to
the power-sharing executive
by returning only one of its
supporters to Westminster (the
present Lord Fitt) out of a poss-ible 12.

Anewgale of Orange reaction
was gatheringas Labour return-
ed to office.

Out of office Harold Wilson
had declared himself {in 1971)for movement towards a united
Ireland encompassing a 15-yearperiod. In 1972 he had had longdiscussions in Dublin with the
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ProvisionalIRAleaders.
What did Labour do when it

got back in power? It. continued
on the Tory course. It dawdled
and it dithered.

It surrendered to the Orange
general strike.

Andthen,having allowed the
power-sharing structure to be
smashed,it 18 monthson
the utterly hopeless Constitu-
tional Assembly. It was a gov-
ernmentthatdidn’t want, didn’t
dare, to draw the obvious and
necessary radical conclusions —

that the Six County entity had
failed.So had all the attempts to
reform it from Britain,first Lab-
our’s, thentheTories’, and then
againLabour’8.When the Protestant majority
demanded majority — sectarian
— rule in 1976 and the govern-
ment declared the Assembly at
an end,instead of drawing the
necessary conclusions, Labour
turned savagely on the Catholic
community.

First Northern Ireland secre-
tary Rees, and then his succes-
sor Roy Mason, decided thatno-
thing was possible for Britain
butto freeze all attempts to find
a solution in Northern Ireland
{and Ireland). They would just
hold thering. Theywould let the
communities ‘sweatit out’. They
returnedto thepolicy of beating
down the Catholics abandoned
by theToriesinearly 1972.

Catholics
it was to be war to the death

with the IRA — and that meant
war on the Catholics,on whose
active or passive support the
IRA depended. As in 1970-2 it
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meant
t oeshiowan? ‘search-

ing’ up — tens ofthousandsof Catholichomes in
raids designedasmuch to intim-
idate and terrorise the entire
Catholic population as to: find
armsor fugitives: Things go:sobad in the blackyear 1977 that
Cardinal O’Fiaich, a constitu-
tional nationalist and no friend
of the IRA, protested vehement-
ly on behalf of the Catholic
people.

Political rights granted in
1972 ~— effectively prisoner-of-
war status — were taken awayfrom new political prisoners asfrom 1976,pfand the five yearstruggle thatended withtheten
dead hunger-strikers in 1981
began.

The political effects of Rees’s
and Mason’s ‘sweating-it-out’policy were different in different
sectors of the Catholic political
spectrum. The policy was sup-posed to undercut the IRA mili-
tarists. In fact it undercut, and
may yet be seen to have de-
stroyed, the constitutional nat-
ionalistsof theSDLP.

Today MrPrioris visibly anx-
ious to strengthenand preservethe SDLP and stop Sinn Fein,
which got 43% ‘oftthe Catholic
vote in last June’s elections fromdrivingit to thewall and displac-ing it or marginalising it as the
Catholicparty.

A decade ago the SDLP was
the very pillar on which the
entire British strategy of creat-
ing a new Northern Ireland
superstructure rested.

it was cobbled together in
1970 by seven members ofStormont, elected undera var-British troops ou
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IRAinterneeand a socialist.
ie had been in theold con-tional ‘Green Tory’ Nation-Party.

ohn Hume,present leader ofSDLP, was a businessmanpngly linked to the Catholic
p hy and the Southern
‘geoisie.

e SDLP was design
ce the long-moribund Nat-
ist Party and to condense

energy of theroused Cathol-
andothers,into a reinvigor-

f and radical constitutional
ement of opposition and re-
. The left face was (it was

ed) to bring it a support
der than the old Catholic-

ian NationalistParty’s.
the struggle escalated the

P showeditself capable of
ani gestures — organising a
and rates strike, for exam-
On the eve of internmentin
it withdrewfrom Stormont
test at thekillingof a Cath-

by thesecurity forces.
benefited from the political
entionism of the Republi-
, though it seems that a
ble chunk of the recent:
ional Sinn Fein vote came
previously abstentionist

ic voters. The SDLP soon
over the Catholic: middle-
and other support of the
alist Party, but it was

 

pstminster MP. Devlinwas an

- farmers and

 

      
   

    
 

 
   

 

 more than the Nationalist Party
_— Fitt, Cooper, Devlin, and
even Humecame from a differ-
ent -stable than the. oldNationalists. They gave. the
party.its _social-democraticface, even thoughthebody wasessentially made of the samestuff as the Nationalist Partyhad been.

Whatever our manycriticismsof them, Fitt and. Devlin wereworking-class politicians..Fitt;after being elected to West-
-minster in 1966, had single-handedly made Northern‘Ire-land an issue in the British lab-
our movement. When Rory 0’Brady talked at the Sinn Fein
Ard Fheis of ‘“‘the personaltragedy of Lord Fitt’’, it was
more appropriate thanthewide-
spreadjeers.

Whenfirst the Tories turned
to reform, and then in July1972 all hope of a Provisional/British government deal had
been abandoned, the SDLP
cameinto its own. Britain and
theIrish middle class, north and
south, both needed the SDLP.
For the Orange monolith wasshattered.

The combined pressure from
Britain and from the Catholic
revolt between 1969 and 1972
broke it up. The gentlemen

pseudo-aristo-
crats who had long been Union-
ism’s ‘natural leaders’ lost the
confidence of the Protestant
masses. Private armies andbig splinter-groups appeared.Old-style Unionist

_
politicians

were either forced into line with
themor steamrolleredflat.

The last hope of Unionism at

 

    

Stormont was hardliner Brian
Faulkner,who lasted a year as
prime minister up to March
1972.

When, in 1973-4, Britain att-
empted to substitute power-sharing for theOrange sectarian
rule for theexercise of which the
Six County state had been
custom-built, the Unionism it
looked to for support was a dis-
integratingforce.

Unionist leaders who accepted
Britain’s power-sharing policy
and stood out against the Oran-
ge backlashfacedquick repudia-
tion and

_
political oblivion.

Faulkneronly kept his place in
themid-1973electionto the Ass-
embly by appearing as an
opponent of power-sharing, and
got his come-uppance when the
Orange elections next got the
chance to vote, in February
1974.

In these circumstances. the
policy of restructuring Northern
Irelandon a power-sharingbasis
became dependent on the Brit-
ish government being able to
shift its.weight decisively onto
the SDLPandtheCatholicswho
backed it — as the big majority

The Provos’ last
ScrappedStormont

;

    

 
did.

In the Assembly during the
first five months of 1974 there
was a roughly-equal three-waydivision:

¢The Faulkner Unionists,repudiated at the beginning of
theyear by theUnionist Party.Ithad support inside the Assem-
bly which the February 1974
Westminsterelectionhad shown
it no longer had outsideit.

Allied to them was the non-
sectarian Liberal-Unionist
AllianceParty, an earlier Union-
ist splinter, and the tiny Union-
ist Northern Ireland Labour
Party.

* A block of anti-power-shar-ing Orangemen —~ Paisley,Craig,etc.
* The SDLP was the stable

core of the new regime, withFitt as deputy prime minister. It
was the axi on which the.

_

‘solution’ {power-sharing and
Councilof Ireland) agreed be-
tween the 26 County and British
government and the Northern.
Irelandmiddle class rested.

Thepro-power-sharingUnion-
ists and the SDLP combined to
outvote thediehard Orange blocof Ireland now! |

SeriousadvancewasieMarch 1972whenBritax
in the Assembly, and thelatter
were reduced to impotent post-urings and gestures. But theFaulknerites had little base
outside the Assembly. In Octo-
ber 1974, after the GeneralStrike, anti-power-sharing Un-
ionists got 407,778 votes toFaulkner’s20,454.

The Orange general strike
shattered this structure beyondmending.

After 1976, when Britain
turned backto beatingdown theCatholics,theSDLP was out of arole. What is the use of a con-stitutional political party when
there is no Six County politicalsystem in operation, and the
province is governed directlyfrom Westminster? What hap-
pens to the perspective of re-form and progress by way ofpower-sharing and an all-Ire-
land link-up, when Britain has
abandoned attempts at reform,and is trying to beat down theCatholics?

The SDLP beganto fester and
its components to unravel.. Itbegan to shrink back from itssocial democratic pretensionsand broad society-wideconcerns -

and dwindle to its narrowest -

Catholic. communal base. and..identity. It became. more. ‘and...
more ‘green’ and less: ‘social=: =~

democratic’.
From supporting the British

:
. lo:

cafter’: 3presence, it gradually,internal conflicts, became host- '

ile to it. Ik came-to emphasise:-the all-Ireland framework .as-:-.the precondition for progress:

 

 

  
in the North. Fitt, Devlin andCooper (therepresentative Prot-estant from the Derry LabourParty) all broke from’ it. JohnHume, the Catholic business-
man, becameleader.

If the SDLP did not go into acatastrophicdeclinemuch quick-
er in those conditions, it wasbecause the IRA also was in abadstate.

The Provos’ last serious ad-
vance in terms of the overallgoal of a united Ireland was inMarch 1972 when Britain scrap-ed Stormont. Its advances sincethenhave beenwithin the Cath-olic community, in competitionwiththe SDLP. for 11 years-theIRAhasbeenlocked into a warof attritionwiththeBritish state,which is backedby two-thirdsoftheSix County population.Thedestructionofall constitu-tional, partial, power-sharingadvance’: by the Protestant gen-eral strike of 1974 created theobjectiveconditionsfor the ‘con-quest’ of theCatholic massegby those whose intransigence

on the nationalist side matchedthatof the Protestants. The Pro-
vos have-taken so long to mount:their present: effective challen-

‘ge to theSDLP(theygot:43% ofthe Catholic vote in the Juneelection)only because. of theirng-term indifference to poli-_tics ait jpocauaeof the anti-politi gacy of their origin.in thesplit of 1969-70. nen
Radicalisationhas beenequal-ly slow and patchy.
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councils
LOCAL governmentcuts did not
start with the Thatcher govern-
ment, It was the 1974-9 Labour
government which dramatically
reversed the expansion of. local
authorityspending and services
characteristicof theearly ’70s.

In 1975-6 local authority
spending was 15.5% of national
income;by 1978-9 it was down to
12.8%, the same percentage as
1982-3. Big cuts by right-wing
Labour councils, and big rate
rises by more left-wing ones
(like Lambeth), had already
started long before the Tories
took office n May 1979. .

The present Tory govern-
ment, however,is concerned not
only to cut expenditure but also
to beat down non-conformist
councils.Thus:

1. it has continued and sharp-
ened the Wilson-Callaghan
policy of cutting central govern-
ment money for local councils.
In 1975-6, central government
grant accounted for 66.5% of
local authority spending. By
1978-9 it was down to 60.8%.
For 1984-5 it is scheduled to be
52%.

According to the Guardian
(21.10.83):

“The severityof thisregimeis
compounded by the way the
Government. has fixed the
spending targets. Low-spending
councilsweretold in August that
they could spend 3% more in
cash in 1984-5 than their
budgets this year. After allow-
ing for inflation,thismeans that
they are being asked for a diffi-
cult but achievablesqueeze.

“The highest-spending coun-
cils have been told, however,
thattheymust spend 6% less in
cash next year. After allowing
for inflation, this implies a real
terms cut of llor 12%.

.
‘Tt is privately admitted in

Whitehall that cuts of this
magnitudearetotallyunrealistic
in a single year. Mr Jenkin’s

 

AS THE Tory government
prepares to force through an-
other round of legislation
“capping” the rates of local
authoritiesand attacking the
metropolitan councils, the
fight against cuts in local
governmentservices remains a
live issue for the labour move-
ment.

In this first part of a dis-
cussion article on the lessons
of the struggle so far,
MARTIN THOMASlooksat
the record of the Labour left
in thecouncil chambers.
 

new penalty system, however,
will ensure that councils failing
to achievethem will be severely
punished.’’ -

2. The Tories have specific-
ally targeted ‘high-spending’,
Labour controlled, inner-city
authorities. These authorities
have suffered disproportionately
in the grant cuts. In addition the
Government has acquired, and
is acquiring, further direct
powersto penalise them.

Three sources

Councilshave threesources of
income: charges (rents, etc.},
central government grant, and
rates. Rates are a property tax
levied on occupiers. Each prop-
erty has a ‘rateable value’
correspondingtoa notional rent,
and estimated every so many
years by a central government
valuer. The council can then fix
a ‘rate’ of so many pencein the
poundonthoserateablevalues.

The Tory scheme meansthat
central government fixes a
target level of spending for each
authority.For each amount that
the authority spends over that
target level, the government

  

Get ANISED*
Become a supporter of the Socialist
Organiser Alliance —- groups are establi-
shed iit most large towns. We ask £1.50 a
month minimum (20p unwaged) contri-
bution from supporters.

I want to become‘a Socialist Organ-
ser supporter/ 1 want more inform-
ation.

 

| Queunsenonesenneecerensccsacccansensseveccccessuveusee

Send to Socialist Organiser, 28
Middle Lane, London N88PL... -  

withdraws an amount of central
government grant equivalent to
so many pence on the author-

~ ity’s rates.
To get an idea of the effect,

suppose we have an ‘overspend-
ing’ council with a rate of about
150p in the pound. Suppose it
wants to take an item of expen-
diturewhich would amountto an
extra 1% on its spending. If
rates cover half of its budget,
that means a 2% — or 3p —

increase in the rates. But then
the council loses the equivalent
of a 5p rate (this year) or a 9p
rate (next year) in central
governmentgrant. So in fact it
hasto raise the rates by 8p (this
year) or 12p (next year). To off-
set the Tories’ demanded 11%
real cut, it hasto raise rates by -
132p (next year).

The GLC: is 53% over its
target expenditure (1983-4), so
it gets no central government
grant anyway and cannot be
further penalised in this way.
Greenwich is 21% over, South-
wark 17%, Lambeth 10%,
Islington 9%.

The government is now seek-
ing to introduce powers which,
as from 1985-6, will enable itdirectly to instruct individual
councils to cut their rates. It has
had such powers in Scotland
since 1982. In July this year, for
example, four authorities,
including Lothian region and
Glasgow district, were ordered
to makerate cuts totalling £19
million.

.

3. Other Government meas-
ures to restrict councils in
specific areas include legisla-
tion restricting Direct Labour
Organisations, and the anti-
union laws, which make union-
labour-only clauses in council
contractsunlawful.

4. The Government plans to
abolish the Greater London
Council and the metropolitan
authoritiesas from 1985-7. Their
functions will be transferred
partly to lower-tiercouncils, and
partly to a variety of specialist
boards with representatives
from these lower-tiercouncils.

The May 1985 local elections
will be cancelled, and for 1985-._
6, the authoritieswill be run by
a special transitional arrange-
ment. For the first three years”
central government will have
direct control over the budgets,
rates, and staff numbers under
thenew arrangements.
LABOUR AND THE LOCAL
AUTHORITYCUTS.

The official Labour Party
leadership line on these meas-
ures has been predictable: to
protest; to talk vaguely about
resistance and fightingback;but
explicitly to exclude confronta-
tion with central government,
and thus to leave Labour coun-
cils in therole of humane(or not
so humane) administrators of
theTory measures. :

.
The leadership of the TUC

and the local authorityunions in
particular has gone. along. with.

 

‘But Lambeth’sleaders turnedto rate increases!
.‘ferencesigned by 35 councillors,this.

Moreinteresting has been the
record of the Labour left in
local government.

The late ’70s and early ’80s
saw a whole stream of Labour
leftists displacing right wingers
in Labour council seats. Many of
these leftists, typified by Ken
Livingstone, were markedly to
the left of thetraditionalTribune
LabourLeft mould.

This new left, however, has
failed the test of the class
struggle. That, it seems to me,
is the necessary conclusion from
a serious examination of the
record.

Launched
A convenientstarting point is

summer1978, when the Socialist
Campaign for a Labour Victory
{the initial sponsor of SO) was
launched. The SCLV platform
includedthecall to ‘freeze rents
and rates’. A wide range of
Labourleftists signed it without
complaint. Some — like Ted
Knight in Lambeth — had
already leviedbig rate rises, but
if pressed would presumably
haverepliedthatthese were just
avery short-term expedient.

Aslate as January 1979, Mike
Davis, soon to becomeoneof the
theorists of the rate-rises strat-
egy, could write in SO:

“Already, some London
boroughs are choosing to raise
rates in order to maintain ser-
vices. But

. . .
socialist coun-

cillors’ first task is to mount a
massivecampaign withall work-
ing class and community organ-
isations ... A refusal to pay
interest charges, togetherwitha
bigcampaign of agitation, could
force the. government either to
step in with the necessary
finance or face serious indus-
trial action from trade union-
ists.”?
-In June 1979 SO called a

225-strong conferencein London
on Labour and local govern-.jment.-Adocument-for.the-con-

. ase.

-
whole cuts

.

.
strike: by council workers in

     

 

 

          

including Ted
. Knight, Val

Veness and Ken Livingstone,
stated that, ‘‘Rate rises can only
be a stop-gap measure.”’

An amendment from Workers
Action, proposing instead
immediate organisation for a
fight against central government
waslost by a two-to-one major-
ity. In the next issue of SO Mike
Davis theorised the rate-rise
line: ‘‘We opposed rate rises
as the solution. But we also
argued that if rate rises were
used as a means .. . of buying
time to prepare popular resis-
tance, they could be defended

among those
preaching this line was Ted
Knight, leader of Lambeth
council,and themost prominent
‘local government leftist’ of
that period. Rate rises, he
argued, were the only serious
way to fight for a policy of ‘no
cuts’.

Whatdid he ‘buy time’for?
A few weeks later, at the

beginningof July, he ordered a
4%2% package of cuts in
Lambeth. .

A revolt by the rank and file
of the Lambeth Labour Parties
forced Knight to revoke these
cuts and launch a campaign of
agitation. Despite the council’s
record, this campaign ‘got an
excellent response, withdemon-
strations, days of strike action,
and two well-attended national
conferences. .

Shakybasis
Butthepolitical basis of the

campaign was shaky from the
- Start. Socialist Organiser in

- November 1980 commented on
the statement drafted for the
first nationalconference:

“‘The statement hinges the
fight. on a general

January 1981. The unvoiced let-
' _out-clauseis thatiftheunions do.

not meet thisarbitrarydeadline,
- then the Labour vill

go ~
ra oe apenen fhe

Labour councilswillgo’ tradeunionbureaucracy.Atthe.
wae 882 SSeS

 
most vocal

  
 ahead, include cuts and rate

rises in next spring’s budgets —

and claim they have no alterna-
tive.”’

And so it proved. In April
1980 Lambeth went for a 49%
rate rise and a £1.60 rent rise. In
April 1981, panicking in the face
of working class anger against
the rate rises, they-wentfor 10%
cuts.

This first short cycle of events
contained many of the essential
elements which were to recur
later. . s

A leftist group ‘took power’ in
the established structures of
local government, without a
clear perspective, without a
prior mass campaign on the
basis of that perspective. In
Lambeththis feature was espec-ially marked: Knight’s ‘base’
was essentially nothing more
than a personal power position.
withina not-very-left-wingcoun-
cilLabour Group.

Unclear as to their perspec-tives, the leftists went for rate
rises as a way of ‘buying time’
atid in the meantime hoped for
another force to launch the
desired struggle. When that
other force — the industrial ‘big
battalions’ — failed to turn out
on schedule, the leftistsopted
for ‘doing the best they could’
withintheexisting structures.

This capitulation had a demor-
alising effect on the whole
Lambeth labour movement and
especially the left. Asked in
1981 to speak at a Socialist
Organiser day school on the role
of Marxist councillors,one of the
very few councillors in Lambeth
who opposed the rate rises
replied bitterly, ‘‘The role of
Marxist councillors these days
seemsto bemakingcuts’’.

Cynical
In the course of 1979-80, Ted

Knight had

_
re-established

strong connections with thedegenerate ‘Marxists’ of the
Workers Revolutionary Party;whocynicallyprovided a ‘theor-
etical’ justification for the capit-ulations. (This was later exten-
ded to the launching of the
WRP-connected Labour Herald.
At the Labour Party specialconference at Wembley in early1981, Labour Herald sellers
could be observed making their
support for rate rises their main.selling pitch). And astheleftist
councillors adapted themselves
to the limits of established local
government, so in turn other
leftists adapted themselves to
thelimits of thecouncillors.

In the summerof 1980 a sub-stantial grouping of such left-
ists hived off from SocialistOrganiser to launch. London
Labour Briefing.

In Lothian, a ‘no cuts’ decla~-ation by the regional Labour -

council met a fate ‘similar toLambeth’s.The key role, there;
.

however, was played by. the

  

+
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Missiles:

men too
must play
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AFFILIATENOW!
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“The pointis that a broad left

[J
'*auirementsof the US imper-

LAWis the only campaign against the witch huntthatis which focuses on assembling

J
‘lists, ie. a capitalist stat2

based on andcontrolledby CLPs forces for the immediate fight mure acceptabie to the western
Affiliationfees: : against the right wing, and powers andamenable to marip-

:

.

.
which plays down theoretical ulation. This in turn will inten-

|
CLPs and trade union branches £10 precision, is not enough — at sify the class struggle in Argen-

| LP branches £5 least not on its own. yma1.e. boththebossesandthe :

isati: ‘‘We also need an organised workers were and are alrected.
rganisations anOtherLP orga tions and. left wing which focuses on polit-.

.

But of course the reverbera-individuals £3 ical and theoretical clarity,.

§
tions go well beyondBritain and

: # . the Malvinas. The crisis that is

crucial moment, a special TUC
delegation went up from London
to tell the councillors that they
must backdown.The councillors
were helpless,intheend, essen-
tially because their efforts at
arousing working class indus-
trial action had been channelled
through the local trade union
officials, ratherthan by a direct
appeal to the rank and file.
When the officialstold them to

Here again, the leftist coun-

The Tories have targetedhigh-spending, Labour-controlled inner-city councils
‘goeeeden 

So Stanley C. Raptis (SO 155)
has seen a ‘‘funny”’ side to the
invasion of Grenada! While
Grenadian left wingers are
rounded up, beaten, tortured
and intimidated by thousands
of imperialist invaders, and US
threatsmountagainst Nicaragua
and El Salvador, he sends in the
epitome of a sectarian ‘‘joke’’
letter aimed at the tiniest hand-

amused bytheletter — consis-
ted in a supposed analogy

Send letters to Socialist Organiser,
28 Middle Lane, London N8. No
longer than 400 wordsplease:
longerletters are liable to be cut.

Ho flipping ho! 
then Raptis could makeareally
rib-tickling amalgam between
socialist defenders of Grenada’s
self-determination and
Thatcher. Now do yougetit?

Ho! Ho! What a laugh!Yes,it
should go down really well in
Grenada,in Latin America,and

elsewhere in the oppressed,
exploited countries of the Third
World. Perhaps Mr_Raptis

a role
I HAVE no wish to add to the
currently fashionable campaign
of denigration and ridicule of
the Greenham women ( a cam-
paign that has its reflection in
sections of the left — Socialist
Worker and Militant for
instance), but I must take issue
with some of the ideas put for-
ward by Judith Bonner in her
‘‘Womenin Struggle’’ article of
November10.

In places, Judith seems to be
repeating some of the positions
of the most backward and apoli-
tical sections of the women’s
movement. Judith continually
emphasises that it is ‘‘men”’
who guard Greenham, and
refers to ‘‘the male bonding
systems’’ (?) breaking down as
thepolice fall out withthe army.
Surely our objection to these
people is that they are servants
of the state and the class that is
bringing in such_dreadful
weapons — not that they are
men?

When I was at Grenham at
Easter I noticed a large number
of women police about; presum-
ably there are women military

“‘sisters’’, or in any way prefer-

capitulate theywere stranded. “ ful on theBritishleft. should be sent on a world tour personnel at the base as well.
& selling copiesof lastweek3 What would Judith say about

besten
issue and introducing se. them and their ‘‘bondingNarrow x The ‘‘joke’” — for the many—workersas the ‘‘humourist’’. systems’? I’m sure she

> who were bemused rather than wouldn’t regard them. as
x=8cillors had been guilty of a sort

of ‘adventurism’. They had
‘seized power’ without serious
political preparation in terms of
mass agitation, and without
being part of an organised
socialist force which spanned
both Labour Party and trade
unions. They had_been
bewitched by ‘leftist’ victories
within the narrow confines of
Labour Party committee rooms
which actuallyrepresented very
little. And so they did not seize
the power. The power seized
them.
BASTIONS AND FORTRESSES

‘‘A Labour GLC and Inner
London Education Authoritywill
resist any cuts and demandthat
the Tory government provides

: i

Election and a Labour Govern-
ment’’.

The new GLC Labour leader,
Ken Livingstone, was @sked by
SO: would the Labour GLC be
prepared to be thefirst to take
on the Tories instead of hiding
behind the claim that only
several councils together could
mountsuccessfulresistance?

“Yes’’, he replied. ‘‘Having
set our policies,and having got a
solid bloc withintheGLC Labour
Group that isn’t prepared to
compromise on them, we have

GLCpolicies“likeLabour's Alternative Economic Strategy”’?

 
"ment,preferring instead to have

‘power’ on the basis of half a
commitment.

Livingstone stressed (SO,
4.4.81) that the GLC policies
were ‘‘somethinglike the Alter-
native Economic Strategy. Not
in any sense revolutionary —

because the Labour Party isn’t
at thatstage’’.

But this idea of a half-way
stage, radical but ‘‘not in any
sense revolutionary’’, was as
delusory in local government
politics as it is in national

 
between the American invasion
of Grenada and the Argentine
invaion of the Falkland Islands:
in Spring 1982. Since many of

‘thosewho — unlike ‘‘Raptis’’ —

defended Argentina against
Thatcher’s task force argued
that the repossession of the
Falklands was an ‘‘objectively
progressive’’ completion of
Argentina’s national liberation,
Raptis latched on to the incred-
iblywitty idea of suggesting that
the invasion of Grenada by the
USA was simply part of the
‘‘American. democratic revolu-
tion’, and thus ‘‘objectively
progressive’’. This, of course,
would mean that those who
opposed the invasion were

Equated
It is hard to know what they

would laugh at most. Would it.
be his evident equation of the
imperialist USA with the imper-
ialist-dominated Argentina? Or
would it be theexcessofliberal-
ism of those of us working on
Socialist Organiser who allowed
such rubbish to see the light of
day?

Perhaps the most tragic ele-
mentin all this is the pathetic
spectacle of a grown man in
Glasgow allocating precious
hoursofhislife to writing drivel
like that letter. In the words of
one Radio One DJ, perhapsit is
time Raptis — and those who
share his classless sense of

able to theirmale colleagues.
Judith concludes — quite

correctly — by calling on Labour
Parties and trade unions to
sponsor groups of women to go
to the camp. But at the end of
the day, only. mass industrial
action — blacking the base —

can stop the missiles coming in.
That will necessarily involve
male workers. We must be sup-
portive and. sensitive towards
the Greenham women,and res-
pecttheirright to keep thecamp
womenonly.

But thatshould not lead us to
go along with separatism as
somekindofprinciple,or to fall
in with the mystical feminism
thatsome (andonly some)of the
Greenham womensubscribeto.

 

the necessary finance to main- _010alternativebut to lead.’’ politics.
. oy reactionaries; and since the humour — got sometherapy! JACKIE McDONGUGH

tain and improveall councilser-
.

We commented in SocialistJopponents included Thatcher, HARRYSLOAN Birmingham
vices. Understanding that the Intoxicated Organiser:i by gvesle-cved

ieminy
Tory governmentdoesnotlisten

.

rsue y goge veBut once again the left had Fleet Street reporters whoto pleas but only responds to
pressure, a Labour GLC and
ILEA will appeal to the Labour
and trade union movement to
take action, including industrial
action,to support its stand.

‘‘Mass opposition to Tory
policies Jed by a Labour GLC
could becomethefocal point of a
national campaign against the
cuts, for an immediate General

—

allowed itself to be intoxicated
by phrases and symbols. What-
ever words assiduous left-
wingers in the manifesto draft-
ing parties had managedto slip
through, the Labour movement
in London was not committed to
a serious fight. Worse: the left
had failed to fight within the
movement for a hard commit-

demanded to know whether he
was really a Marxist, Living-
stone replied that he had never
read Marx and preferred to be
called a ‘radical’...

‘The Labour Left’s policies
have not just failed for lack of
energetic people. They have
failedbecausethey are based on
no clear theoretical understand-
ing...es What is to stop the current
Labour programme becoming
equally utopian? Whatis to stop

Argentine government
better suited to USA ?

IN REPLY to Colin Foster’s
comments in SO 155. Marxists
start from an analysis of the
whole struggle worldwide. To

The UK invasion of the
Malvinas showedthe USthatit
no longer had to pussyfoot
around withregard to ‘unaccept-
able’ regimes. Instead it could

inggradually.They never recog-
nise something new until it
reaches the history books.
Defence cf the rights of the
Argentine working classen AGAINST THE tieGLCLabour Leftending iat focusnike Oeneeeship now fight its way in whenever it demandstheStruggleon a worid

which Ken Livingstone is also

[J
the capitalist class in Argentina faced a challenge to imperialist gains imperia ism.allWITCH-HUNT! part) — who approved cuts for is to miss out the whole role of expanse“avs the hal) . JOHN LOWERY

. the sake of making a compro-

ff
imperialism and the differing It is always the hallmark of

Toneinteractionsbetween the imper- refurmists to see things chang- ‘adcaster

NATIONAL COUNCIL AND ANNUAL GENERAL
MEETING %
12.00 Satuday November 26
at Camden Town Hall, Euston Road, London NW1
Deadline for resolutions and nominations for a new
LAW Secretariat: Friday November 18

Contact: The Secretary, 11 Wilderton Road,
witiwwwaas ie meaty weceOS Weise Sat LL.

mise with the Labour Right and
thus stopping the Labour Right
doing a deal withtheTories?

“The Camden council left’s
compromise . . . was based on
an over-emphasis on ‘getting
something done’ in the council
chambers and corridors, at the
expense of a broader political
view

. . .
The same over-empha-

sis could be fatal for the Labour
GLC...

which setsout to educateas well
as to organise ...”’

-"Continuednext’week>”

ialist nations and the workers’
states, which in turn interact
with the varying natures of the
class struggles within the capit-
alist nations. .

The ir-vasion of the Malvinas
weakeredthemilitary junta, but
aisu he!pec to bring to power in
Argentina a civilian regime
much more in tune with the

déscribedbyColin Foster is‘now
being dealt with differently as
ean-be seen by theinvasion -of
Grenada

  
 

 

Join theLabour Gommuteeon ireland.
BM Box 5355, London WC1IN3XX ©  
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Socialist

ORGANISER
Where we stand
“Organise the left to beat back the Tories’ attacks!
No to attacks on union rights; defend the picket
line; no state interference in our unions! No to any
wage curbs. Labour must supportall struggles for
better living standards and conditions.
“Wage rises should at the very least keep up with
price increases. For a price index calculated by
working class organisations, as the basis for clauses
in all wage agreements to provide automatic
monthly rises in line with the true cost ofliving for
the working class.. The same. inflation-proofing
should apply to state benefits,grants and pensions.“Fight for improvementsin the social services, and
against cuts. Protection for thase services against
inflation by automatic inflation-proofingof expen-
diture. For occupations and supporting strike action
to defend jobs and:services.
“*End unemployment. Cut hours, not jobs. Fight for
a 35 hour week and an end to overtime. Demand
work-sharing without loss of pay. Organise the
unemployed.— campaign for a programmeof useful
public works to create new jobs for the unem-
ployed. 0
*Defend all jobs! Open the books of those.firms
that threaten closure or redundancies, along with
those of their suppliers and bankers, to elected trade
union- committees: For occupation and blacking

For nationalisation
withoutcompensation under workers’management.*Make the bosses pay, not the working class.
Millions for hospitals, not a penny. for ‘defence’!
Nationalise the banks and financial jnstitutions,
without compensation. End the interest burden on
council housing and other public services.
Freeze rent and rates.*Scrap all immigration controls. Racel is not aproblem: racism is. The labour movement must
mobilise to drive ‘the fascists off the streets. Purge
racists from positions in the labour movement.
Organise full support for black self-defence. Build
workers’ defefice.squads.
*The capitalist police are an enemy for the working
class. Support all demands to weaken them as a
bosses’ striking force: dissolution of special squads(SPG, Special Branch, MI5, etc), public accoun-
tabitity,etc.
*Free abortion on demand. Women’s equal right to
work and full equality for women. Defend and
extend free state nursery and childcareprovision.“Against attacks on gays by the state: abolish all
laws which discriminate against lesbians and gay
men; for the right of the gay community to organise
‘and affirm their stand publicly.*The Irish people — as a whole — should have the
right to determine their own future. Get the British
troops out now! Repeal the Prevention of Terrorism
Act. Political status for Irish Republican prisoners as
a matter of urgency.
*The black working people of South Africa should
get full support from the British labour movement
for their strikes, struggles and armed combatagainst
‘the white supremacist regime. South African goods
and services should be blacked.
‘*It is essential to achieve the fullest democracy in
the labour movement. Automatic reselection of MPs
during each Parliament and the election by annual
conference of party leaders. Annual election of all
trade union officials, who should be paid the
average for the trade.
*The chaos, waste, human suffering and misery of
capitalism now — in Britain and throughout the
world —.show the urgent need to establish rational,‘democratic, human control over the economy, to
make the decisive sectors of industry social prop-
erty, under workers’ control. The strength of the
labour movement lies in the rank and file. Our-
perspective must be workingclass action to raze the
capitalist system. down to its foundations, and to
put a workingclass socialist alternative in its place —

vather than having our representatives run the
system and waiting for crumbs from the tables of
the bankers and bosses.

Official badge of the
‘Save the Mole’ cam-
paign. 25p or £2 for
ten, from N.Barstow
165 Liverpool Rd,
London N1. 

 

Give a
sub for
Xmas!

CHRISTMASis coming and
though the geese are get-
ting fat, Socialist Organiser
isn’t.

We continue to be very
badly starved of resources
and to operate on a shoe-
string. There is no solution
to the protracted financial
crisis — since we are
certainly not going to give
up the fight for a sane,
Marxist, non-sectarian
socialist press in Britain —

except a long-term effort to
transform our finances by
increasing sales, subscrip-
tions, and the number of
regular sustaining dona-
tions.

Christmas, when people
give each otherpresents,is
a goodtimeto sell subscrip-
tions to the Organiser. We

Two pamph-
lets summing
up the ideas of
Socialist Or-
ganiser.
‘Where.We
Stand’ — 20p

.

plus 15p post:
age. ‘How to
fight the Tor-
ies’ — 10p plus
15p postage.
Or the two
together, 45p
including
postage. From
Socialist Or-
ganiser,. 28,
Middle Lane,
London N8.

Seen

SCOTLAND

Edinburgh.
Contact: Dave, 229-4591.
SO is sold at Muirhouse
(Sat. 10.30-12.30) and at
the First-of-May bookshop,
CandlemakerRow.
Glasgow.
Contact: Stan Crooke, 34,
Garturk St., G42. SO is
sold at Rutherglen shop-
ping arcade (Friday lunch-
time), Coatbridge shopping
arcade (Saturday lunch-
time), Maryhill dole (Tues-
day morning), and at the
West End bookshop.
NORTHWEST

Hyndburn.
Contact:Accrington395753
Liverpool.
Contact: 733 6663. SO is
sold at News-from-
Nowhere, Whitechapel and
at Progressive Books, Berry
Manchester.
Contact: Tony, 273 5691.
SO is sold at Grass Roots
Books, Newton St., Picca-
dilly.
Rochdale.
Contact: c/o 28 Middle
Lane, London N8.
Stoke.
Contact:
328198.
Stockport.
Contact: 40 Fox St, Edgley.
SO is sold at Stockport
Market, (Saturday, 11.00-

Paul Barnett,

Seueeeeeeseeeeeeene

-
2

 
are making a special dis-
count subscription avail-
able from nowuntilthe end
of January: £3.50 for three
months, £6.50 for six
months, and £12 for a
year.

Each subscription sold
or given as a gift will bring
a lump sum to the Organ-
iser, and put someoneinto
assured regular contact
withMarxistpolitics.

We ask regular readers
to take out subscriptions for
themselves and to consider
using subs to the Organiser
as Xmas gifts. SO sellers
should make a systematic
effort to sell a sub to each
person whobuysthepaper,
especially to those you
don’t see regularly or are
notsure of seeing.

 

 
  

 

  
  

 
       

 
 

     

Next week: an articleby Reg Raceanalysingtherecent
report by thePolicy Studies Institute which has indictedthe
MetropolitanPolice as racist, sexist, brutal, riddledwith
drunkards, and corrupt.

 
CLASS FIGHTER confer-
ence, 26-7 November in
SE London. Details: phonejane, 263 9484 or see page

CLASS FIGHTERSOCIAL
Saturday 26 November,8pm. Band: Bronski Beat,
Admission £1]. Camden
Tenants Association Hall,Peckham High St., London
SE15.
LABOUR Commitiee onIreland London area:Irish °

folk night, Saturday
November 26, 8pm,. Hack-
ney Labour and Trades
Hall, 96 Dalston Lane, E8.
Admission£2 and 50p.
LABOUR Campaign for
Gay Rights. Contact: Mike,
659 2938 or Bob 341 0666.
GAYYS. Contact: Martin,
263 9484.

LESBIANSin the Labour
Party and Trade Unions.
Meeting at ‘“‘A Woman’s

Whereto find
Socialist Organiser

Wirral.
Contact: Lol Duffy, 3 St.
James Court, Victoria
Rd., New Brighton, Mer-
seyside.
YORKSHIREAND NORTH
EAST
Durham.
Contact: Andy, 64088. SO .

is sold at Community
Co-op, New Elvet.
Halifax.
Contact: 52156. SO is sold
at Hebden Bridge Books.
Harrogate.
Contact: Mark, 522542. SO
is sold at Harrogate Market
(Wednesday. Friday,
Saturdayhunchtimes).
Huddersfield.
Contact: Alan Brooke, 59
Magdale, Honley,HD7 2LX
Hull.
Contact: c/o 28 Middle
Lane, London N8.
Leeds
Contact: Garth, 623322. SO
is sold at Books and Corner
Books, WoodhouseLane.
Sheffield.
Conract Rob, 589307. SO is
sold at Boots in Fargate(Saturday, 12 to 1) and at
Independent Bookshop,

- Noe,
sere

sererepens A RS

I
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Glossop Rd.
Sunderland.
Contact:c/o Durham.
York.
Contact: 414118. SO is sold
at the University (Friday
mornings), Coney St. (Sat-
urday mornings), the dole
office (most mornings) and
at CommunityBookshop.
WALES AND WEST

Bristol.
Contact: c/o 28 Middle
Lane, London N8.
Cardiff.
Contact: 492988.
Taunton.
Contact: c/o 28 Middle
Lane, LondonN8.

MIDLANDS

Birmingham.
Contact: Godfrey Webster,
169 Barclay Rd., Bears-
wood, Smethwick. SO is
sold at theOtherBookshop.Coventry. Contact: Keith,
75623. SO is sold at the
Wedge Bookshop.
Leicester.

/Contact: Phil, 857908. SO
is sold at Blackthorne

Books, HighStreet.
Northampton.
Contact:Ross, 713606.
Nottingham.
Contact: Pete, 585640. SO
is sold at the Victoria
Centre, (Saturday, 11 to 1)
and at Mushroom Book-
shop, HeathcoteSt.

SOUTH

Basingstoke.
Contact: c/o 28 Middle
Lane, LondonN8.
SO is sold at Good News
Bookshop,London Road.
Oxford.
Contact c/o 28 Middle
Lane, London N8. SO is
sold at Tescos, Cowley
Rd., (Fridays 5 to 7),
Cornmarket (Saturdays,
11 to 1) and at EOA Books,
CowleyRoad.

LONDON AREA

Brent {and NW}.
Contact:Mick, 624 1931.
Camden.
Contact:Mike, 267 4806.
Hackney.
Contact: 348 5941 or 802

_
0771,
a

Place’, Victoria Embank-
ment, London WC1. Satur-
day November 26 at 2pm.Crecheavailable.
STOP Privatisation of BT.
Public meeting called byIslington Labour Parties.
Monday December 5,7.30pm. Central Library,FieldwayCrescent, N5.
Speakers include JeremyCorbyn MP, Jock CampbellpndPOEU Executive mem-

r

HOUNSLOW Socialist
Organiser day school.
Sunday December 4,12.00-5.00 at Hanworth
Labour Hall. Includes:
‘Politics of SO’, The
Parliamentary Road, The
AES, and The WorkingClass and RevolutionaryPolitics.

Hounslow.
Contact:Chris, 898 6961.
Islington.
Contact:Nik, 278 1341.
Orpington.
ContactSiu Ming, 691 1141
Putney.
Contact: Tom, 789 7587.
Richmond
Contact:Nick, 876 6715.
SE London.
ContactSiu Ming, 691 1141
Southwark Lambeth.
Contact: Jeff, 635 8468.
Tower Hamlets.
Contact: Susan, 377 1328.

SO is sold at the followingbookshops: Central Books,Colietts, The Other Book:
shop, Bookmarks, Book-
place, [Peckham Rd., SE15]KilburnBooks and Reading
Matters [Wood Green
Shopping Centre].

LondonEducationals:
State and Revolution; The
Russian Revolution; The
USSR and - Stalinism;
Ireland: Why is the leftdivided?. The above are aplannedseries taking place
on Fridays,6pm at theLSE,East Building, 1st Floor,
room E196. :

Discussions on ImperialismThursdays, 7pm, at 214,Sickert Court, London N1.
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Victor Jara

 

Song cut
short by
Pinochet

VICTOR J::ra is best remember-
ed as the most prominent sing-
er/songwriter of the New Chil-
ean Song Movement — which
began with a revival of interest
in Chilean folk music and later
became synonymous with the
cause of Allende’s Popular
Unity government.

What emerges from this bio-
graphyof Jara by his widow is a
picture of a man of manytalents
whose wholelife was devoted to
artistic creation of onesort. or
another and at the same. time,
and often throughthat work. to
the struggles of the rural and
urban poor of Chile against the
imperialist-backed oligarchy.

Born into a peasant family,
Victor Jara was fortunate that
his mother could read ang write
and was determined that her
children should receive an edu-
cation despite the enormous
sacrifices she had to make for
themto doso.

His mother was also a folk-
singer su Victorgrew up to the
sounds of Chilean folk music.
Whenthe familywere forced to
move to Santiago while Victor
was still a child, a neighbour
taught him toplay theguitar.

Twoyears in a seminary con-
vinced Jara that the religious
life was not for him and on com-
pletion of his military service
Victor began to study mime in
1955, moving on to the Theatre
School of the University of Chile
to studyacting.

It was in his second year that
he met kis future wife Juan --

an English-born dancer who had
married the Chilean chorev-
grapher and Communist Party
member Patricio Bunster while
in Europe and was now dancing
with the National Ballet and
teaching dance at the Theatre
School.

In 1957 Victor met Violeta
Parra, a pioneer in the study of
Chilean folk song and folk lore
and -a group of singers who
formed a group called
Cuncumen.

Victor became a regular mem-
berof the group which played to
working class audiences,
demonstrationsandrallies.

At the theatre school Jara met
a young playwright, Alejandro
Sieveking and on graduating,
directed one of his plavs —

Parecida ala Felicidad_:Some-thing like Happiness). The pro-
duction was such a successthat

of Stalinism is Leon
Trotsky’s ‘Revolution

g Betrayed: Whatis the
§ Soviet Union and WhereIs

It Going?’ Availablevia
Socialist Organiser, 28
Middle Lane, London N8:
£2.50 plus 50p postage.

 
IAN SWINDALE- reviews
‘Victor, An Unfinished Song’
by Joan Jara, published by
JonathanCape.
Jara decided tu study theatre
cirection, enrolling fo the
course in 1960.

It was during this period that
Joan’s marriage to Patricio
broke up and eventually she and
Victor Jara begana relationship.

For the next nine years Jara
worked a a member of the
regular team of directors of
ITUCH (Theatre Institute of the
University of Chile), producing
plays by Brecht, newasmaterial
from the US and Britain and new
workby Chileandramatists.

In opposition to the penetra-
tion of US pop music into Latin
America there was a growing
interest in Chilean folk songs,particularly among left-wing
yeung people who identified
with FRAP and their presiden-
tial candidate in the 1964 elec-
tiun — Salvador Allende.

Violeta Parra’s children,
Angel and Isobel, set up the
Pena de los Parra to which
people flucked to hear the
authentic folk music of Chile.
Jara combined his work in the
theatrewithsinging threenights
a week at the Pena and his

' records began to meet with
successin thecharts.

The election of Christian
Democrat Frei as President in
1964 led to growing illusions
amongst sections of the. urban
andrural pvor in the pussibility
of sume reforms being carried
out. Jara’s writing became
less personal and more concern-
ed with the plightof the Chilean
masses.

The Pena de los Parra rapidly
grew in influence,attracting an
international following, and by
1967 Penas were being estab-
lished everywhere, particularly
in centres of higher education.

 

In 1966 Jara became the artis-
tic director of Quilepavun, wie
specialised in the use of indig-
enous musical mstruments and
while touring the Peovas with
Quilapavur Jia met another
sroup, Inti-[Pimar: woo cpecial-
ised in the sausie of the alti-
plano (the high plateau area of
the Andes). Jara was to collab-
orate with these two groups for
the rest of his life. (Quilapayun
andInti-Ilimaniwere in Europe
at the timeof thy military coup).

The Cuban: revolution had
raised hopes of radical change
amongst the masses of Latin
America and in 1967 one of
Jara’s early political songs was
dedicated to E. (Ch)) G. (which
was as muchas he dared put on
the label of Che Guevara’s
name). The song brought him
criticism from the Communist
Party which opposed guerrilla-
ism, though Jara’s song praised
the courage of Guevara rather
than guerrilla methods of
struggle.

Students
The student revolt of the late

1960s erupted in Chilein 1967.It
began, as elsewhere, with
demands for university reform
but it becamequicklypoliticised
as it had in Americaand Europe.
Joan and Victor Jara were both
involved in the struggle in their
own faculties with Victor and
Quilapayun singing to student
demonstrations in the face of
baton charges, water cannon
and tear gas. From now on,
hardly a major political event
could take place without Victor
composing andrecording a song
about it. So when police fired on
a group of peasant squatters at
Puerto Montt, killingseven and
wounding 60, Jara wrote
Preguntas por Puerto Montt
(Questions about Puerto Montt)
and sangit at a huge demonstra-
tion and rally to protest at thekillings.

By the end of the 1960s the
New Chilean Song Movement
was gaining strength, holding
its first festival in 1969. The
previous year the Young Com-
munists set up their own altern-
ative record company. Quila-
payun and Victor Jara featured
onthefirst two albumsreleased.

The campaign for the Presi-
dential Election, due in Septem-
ber 1970, was already gettingunderway. Committees of
Popular Unity sprang up in
every office, factory,neighbour-
hood and university. Every party
in Popular Unity had ‘its ownwall-painting brigades. Joan
vara put her newly formed
Ballet Popular at the service of
the election campaign and the
leading singers of the “New
Chilean Song Movementdid the
same. The second festival of

"Jara in Peru, July 1973

New Chilean song in August
1970 was a pro-Allendefestival
for which Jara collaborated with
Ortega to write Venceremos —

soon to become the ‘hymn’ of
Popular Unity.

The right wing controlled the
media but the massescontrolled
the streets with huge demon-
strations of support for Popular
Unity. The largest — on the eve
of the election — was 800,000-
strong (in a country of 11
million!).

When Allende took office on
3 Novembera huge festival was
mountedin thecity centre on 12
open air stages. On one Victor
Jara dedicated his songs to
Allende who waved across to
him from the balcony of the
PresidentialPalace.

Jara’s songs now began to
urge the urban and rural poorto
seize the opportunities opened
up bytheelection of the Allende
and to strengthen support for
Popular Unity which wasstill a
minority in Parliament.

He toured Cuba and Latin
America as an ‘‘ambassador of
Chile’’.

During the first lorry owners
strike of October 1972, Victor
and Joan Jara together with
other Popular Unity supporters
in the arts faculties helped to
keep supplies moving.

By the beginning of 1973 the
campaign by the media and
right wing political parties
against Popular Unity became
increasinglyserious. The victory
of Popular Unity in the parlia-
mentary elections of March 1973
convinced the right wing that
only a military coup could now
oust Allende.

Fascists
Commander in Chief General

Prats wasbythistime a member
of the govermnent and

a
lot of

false hope was pinned on his
presence in the government to
secure the neutrality of the
armedforces.

Throughout 1973 violent
attacks by fascists and right
wing forces grew daily and Jara
had several narrow escapes. The
governmentstill refused to arm
themasses,although supporters
of the National Party drilled
openlyin the streets outside the
‘Red Faculty’? and the CIA
armedthefascists.

Victor Jara seems to have
accepted the argument that to
arm the workers was impossible
because it would provoke a
military coup. But-at the same
time he would appear to have
been sceptical of the CPs

attempted overture to the
Christian Democrats in ‘an
attemptto avert civilwar.

Victor Jara was at. the Tech-
nical University on 11 Septem-
ber 1973 when Pinochet
launched his coup against
Allende. On 12 September, hav-
ing been forced to stay in the
Facultyovernight by the curfew,
Jara was taken to the Estadio
Chile (where he had sungin the
Festivals of New Chilean Song).
Here he was brutally tortured

.
for several days. Challenged by
his torturers to ‘‘sing now if you
can, you bastard’ he sang a
verse of Venceremos before
beingbutted to the ground and
taken away to be machine
gunnedto death.

Personal
As a British subject Joan was

able to leave Chile, together:
withher two children.

Herbiographyis a very mov-
ing and inevitably personal
account of Victor Jara’s life and
her life and work with him.
Readingherstory it is clear that
she also made no small contri-
bution herself to the cultural
movement that supported
Popular Unity.

Victor Jara was not a Com-
munist out of intellectual con-
viction alone. His upbringing in
peasant family and then as part
of the urban poor of Santiago
wasthedriving force behind his
political conviction. He took on
buardthepolitical bankruptcy of
Stalinism. But he nevertheless
reflected very powerfully
through his songs the struggles
of the Chilean people against
repression and

_
exploitation,

poverty, starvation and suffer-
ing. He sang, fought and died
trying to turn his revolutionary
vision into a reality. For that he
is and will continue to be
remembered by the working
peuple of Chile.

Joan Jara writes in her book:
“IT had left the niche covered

with a rought-hewn stone which
said siraply ‘‘Victor Jara, 14
September 1973’. The date was
wrong. At the time there was’
no way of knowing which day my
husband had been murdered. I
had left no space for flowers.
The usuallittle troughs in front
of the niches look bare and sad. °
whentheyare empty. I could not
know that Victor’s grave would
never be without flowers, that
unknownpeople would go to any
lengths to climb up andtie tins
and pots with bits of.wire and
string: in order fo -leave their
offerings, even though in doing

- sotheyriskedarrest.’’-. - :

  
TV review
 Geordies

inGermany
AUF WIEDERSEHEN, PET
(ITV) is probably the final proof
that Britain is finally coming to
terms withtheCommon Market.
In the gang of Geordie building
workers, refugees from
Thatcher’s dole-queue Britain,
on contract work in Germany,it
is the anti-German loud-mouth
whois theodd man out.

Heis both butt and buffoon.
The sympathetic people think
his attitude odd and foolish —

‘someoneout of England for the
first time who becomes super-
patriotic about the: country
which can’t find him.a job’, as
oneof themputsit.

When, at the end of the first
episode,he explains his hostility
to thingsGerman with ““Becausethey bombed my granny’’, it is
a joke on him and anyone
inclinedto thinklikehim.

After his loudly-expressed
contempt for Germany and
Germanshasled to a pub fight
with his German workmates a
threat to strike by the same
‘German workers stops him
beingsackedas a result.

Auf Wiedersehen, Pet is by
Ian La Frenais and Dick Clement
who wrote The Likely Lads and
Porridge. It is extremely well
done.Therelationships between

.

the gang of English workers,
who live in an army barracks-
stylehut on the buildingsite are
realistic and true to life, though
played for laughs. It looks a
winner.

New issue now out!
Heffer and Kinnock on
theMiddle East.
Thefightin Fatah.
10p plus postage from
LMCfP, 28 Carlton
Mansions, Holmleigh

'Rd., London N16:
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SCIENCE
By Les Hearn

RED AND GREEN
NOTonly can the socialist and
green movements cooperate to-
gether very fruitfully, but there
is in fact a burning need for
them to do so. For over the 200
years of capitalist dominance in
the world, and even more so in
thelast 40 years, there has been
an unprecedented assault on all
aspects of human and natural
ecology.

In the publicity for their con-
ference ‘‘Socialism and the
Green Movement’’, SERA and
Green CND pointed out that
both ‘‘reds’’ and ‘‘greens’’ had
a ‘‘commoninterest in convinc-
ing people that there is a prac-
tical and attractivealternative to
our decaying welfare capital-_
ism.’’

SERA/GCND hoped that
people from both movements
would come together, discuss
mutual interests and resolve
differences.

“The power of such coopera-
tion can be seen in thesuccess of
theNational Union of Seamen in
stopping the dumping at sea of
nuclear waste after a long cam-
paign by Greenpeace. Pressure
to redirect industrial production
(e.g. in ‘‘defence’’ industries)
towards ‘‘socially useful pro-
ducts’’ is another potentially
important area of coopera-
tion.

These and other topics were
discussed in the conference,
held in Coventry two weeksago.
To match the ambitious task set
by the organisers was an ambi-
tious programme of workshop
discussions. The reality was
much more modest.

The attendance was a fairly
healthy 100-150, fairly evenly
balanced: between those who
saw themselves as ‘‘greens’’
and ‘‘reds’’. However, all were
already convinced of the need
for an environmental perspec-
tive. There were no ‘‘reds’’ who
weren’t already ‘‘green’’, but
therewere quite a few “‘greens’’
who weren’t “‘reds’’, including
some Ecology Party members
and YoungLiberals!

Disturbingly,many ‘‘greens’’
identified socialism with the
Labour leadership, nationalis-
ation and economic growth. To
this, the ‘‘reds’’ counterposed
not the revolutionarycritique of
capitalism and reformism that
Marxists put forward, but
various milk-and-water  solu-
tions such as popular planning,
decentralisation and workers’
co-ops.
Few workshop discussions

lived up to their promise. They
lacked focus (and often speak-
ers).

Too often, the floor was occu-
pied by articulate hobby-horse
riders as participants attempted
to grapple with topics such as
“Technology” or ‘‘Health’’ in 
§To join oraffiliate,write to Chris Richardson, 21

Devonshire Promenade,Lenton, Nottingham NG7
2DS. £5 for individuals, orfor affiliated organisa-
tions, per 1,000 members.£2 for low-wagedindivi-

90 minutes. Sexism prevailed
(men repeatedly spoke of ‘‘man-
kind’’ while one trade unionist
spoke patronisingly of the
‘‘girls’? in my factory’) and
women who brought this up
were themselvescriticised.

Sessions on campaigning
” were more productive. A work-

shop on Energy discussed the
history of the struggle against
nuclear waste dumping. After a
long struggle by Greenpeace,
involving members risking life
and limb to stop dumpingat sea,
theLondon Dumping convention
passed a motion calling for a

two-year halt to sea dumping
while a scientific review of the
available evidence was carried
out.

Lo.Only a few months.later, the
UK Atomic Energy Authority
chartered the Atlantic Fisher to
dump 3,900 tonnesof’*waste in
theAtlanticfrom 11 July 1983.

However, in June, the Nation-
al Union of Seamen, the TGWU
and ASLEFjointly agreed ‘‘not
to handle or transport any
waste by road, rail or sea
scheduled for sea dumping.’’
Within a few days, nine sea-
farers refused to sign articles on
the Atlantic Fisher and sea
dumpinghadstopped.

The workshop discussed the
need to extend the campaign to
cover all transport of nuclear
waste for dumping on sea or
land, aiming for the cooper-
‘ation of rail and road unions.It
also discussed the need for
positive energy policies, some-
thing which sociali groups
tendtoneglect.

The workshop on technology
discussed the problem of damp-
ness that afflicts many working
class dwellings. Dampnessmay
be caused by rain penetration,
rising dampor condensation,all
of which are signs of poor design
and buildingtechniques, though
condensation may also be a
symptom of poverty (poverty
equals coldness which equals
condensation).

_.‘The speaker had been
engaged in research to see if
dehumidifiers could be used to
tackle damp. This could then
provide jobs as well as tackling
a social problem — a ‘“‘socially
useful product’’. However, he
decided that they were more
likely to be used to cover upshoddy housing and so were not
sociallyuseful.

Thefinal plenary session was
a time for pats on the back,with
a very disturbing tendency to
emphasise joint work in fields
outside of thelabour movement.

Overall, the conference was
testimony to the failure of the
revolutionary socialist move-
menttobreakout of theconfines
of socialist activity as defined
by reformist labour and trade
union leaderships.

gspecial issue of Gay Socialist.gduals. £1 for unwaged. Add 50p if you want the j
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ause of poor training, exploitation, or dangerous conditions — willfaceThe Birmingham YTSAction Group has revealed previously unpubl-

ished documents charting the government’s plans to force unemployed
school leavers onto Youth TrainingSchemes.

One documentis a circular from the MSCcallingin the recipient to
“discuss the many courses that are on offer”. The letter includes the
threat that “refusal to attend such an interview may affect any benefit
you receive”.

The second documentis a draft questionnairefrom the careers serv-
ice requiring careers officers to report details ofany ‘job-seekerfailing
to take the chance ofa place on the Youth TrainingScheme.”

When the YTSwas agreed between thegovernmentand the TUCit
was Said that there would be no element of compulsion involved. It is
now clear that the government has reneged on this commitment and
thata 16-year old who refuses a placeor leaves a scheme — perhaps bec-

Residentialworkers
opposelocal deals!

NALGO and NUPEresidential
workers continue their action
this week pressing on their
national employers to open
negotiationson their claim for a
reduction in theirworkingweek,
for pay enhancements for Bank
Holidays, weekends, and shift
payments.

There has been excellent
coverage given so far to thisdis-
pute in Socialist Organiser and
many issues have been high-
lighted that need discussion
throughout the labour move-
ment.

:

But there was one recent
article which implied that
Socialist Organiser is in favour
of pushingfor local settlements;
many residential workers are
against this.There are a number
of reasons why.

Firstly, it is impractical to
expect that if one or more

By Anne Crowder

authoritiessettled our claim,
then it would mean that we
could spread our resources to
push authorities which have
not yet settled.

Very few workers would
strike, ban sleep-ins, or take
effective action simply in sup-
port of residential workers in
otherauthoritieswho need to be
takingtheactionfor themselves.

Nodifference
This would mainlybe because

residential workers have recog-
nised that such solidarity would
make no difference to the
authority that has not settled,
no matter how dramatic their
supportive action.

 

a cut in benefitof40% (from £15.80 to £9.48 per week} for 6 weeks.
_

To highlight this scandal, and to launcha campaign against compul-
sion on YTS, the Action Group organised a lobby oftheBirmingham/
Solihul Area Manpower Board (which oversees all local Schemes} last
Thursday.

_

Given thattheprotest was.in support of official TUCpolicy — ag-
ainst compulsion — many of the trade unionistspresent were surprisedby the reaction of some of the Board’s union nominees. Board chair
Barry Shuttleworth (NUPE Div. officer) avoided the lobby altogether,while Regional TUC chair Sir David Perris was clearly beside himself
with rage. However NATFHE nominee Paul MacNeejoined the lobby
and promised to move a resolution at the meeting opposing compul-
sion and cuts in benefits.

Theactionneedsto be united,
from start to finish, to ensure
that residential workers in
poorlyorganised union branches
or in authorities where those
supporting the action have been
threatened with suspensions,
closures and redundancies know
that theyare not alone in fight-
ing for this claim for national
conditionsof service.

Our strength lies in the
national action we are under-
taking in this dispute. And the
branches which have been the
strongest are the very branches
which are arguing the loudest
against local settlements.

They have felt the strength
thatcan win thisclaim nationally
for all residential workers. We
need to duplicate this through-
out the country, not divide the
strongest off to leave the weak
to defendthemselves.

Also we may see someauthor-
ities settling the claim locally,
only to find that in the next
round of elections these are
taken over by less sympathetic
politicians who can easily
reverse any gains made.

If the offer that was made to
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the Scottish residential workers
.

is anything to go by, then no
realistic local offer has beenor is
likelyto bemade.

For example the recognition
of shift payments and so on
would not be implementeduntil
1987 and would be supplemen-
ted by the fact there would be
lower pay increasesfor the resi-
dential workers over the next
few years, and a loss of full
incrementofthepayscale.

Our focusfor organisation and
agitation must remain on the
nationaldispute andthenational
claim.

Stickers are not enough
‘‘WHOareall thosepeople?’’
‘“‘They’re your members,
they’reon strike.’’ -

“‘Oh, I suppose I’d better put a
stickeron then.”’

Keith Sonnet, the full-time
NALGO official responsible for
negotiations on behalf of the
residential social workers did,
eventually,get ready to face his
members.

500 NALGO members,resi-
dential workers and

_
other

council workers striking to sup-
port them, lobbied a meeting of
the London Whitley Council on
November 10 to demand they
acknowledgetheclaim and open
London-widenegotiations.

For over an hour branchafter
branch assembled outside
Camden Town Hall. By the end
there were enough to surround
the building, but nobody came
to talk to them. So, their
patience wearing thin, the
lobbiersdecided to take a direct
handin thenegotiating.

As the  Tory-dominated
borough council employers

By Nik Barstow
(Islington NALGO)

were about to start the meeting
hundredsof workersinvadedthe
Council chambers. One Labour
councillor described the scene
‘from the other side of the
fence’ to SO: ‘‘The Tories had
just arrived from their group
meeting, heard the workers
streaming down the corridors,
andfled.”’

Since the employers wouldn’t
listen, the demonstrators
decided to see what their union
officials were doing. After all,
NALGO’s headquarters was
only 50 yards down theroad. But
once inside the NALGO offices,
confusion. While Keith Sonnet
was scrabbling round for his ‘I
support the Res

.
Workers’

sticker, NALGO members were
searchingthebuildingfor some-
oneto talkto. It wasn’teasy!

But it wasn’t uncomfortable
~ther — not for the lucky few

who foundtheirway to the ‘NEC
members only’ sitting room:
£800-a+throw desks with gold-
inlaid, leather tops, a huge
colour TV, armchairs that
obviouslyweren’t picked up in ajob-lot from MFI.

At last, though the officials
decided to talk: but talking, at
least talking to. the members,
didn’t seem to betheir strongest
suit. Sonnet, NALGO’s Local
Government Service Conditions
Officer; Paul Marks, his assis-
tant; and Dennis Reed, the
Assistant Organising Officer for
Local Governmentall triedto fob
off theangry, impatientcrowdof
200 NALGO strikers.

‘“We’ve tried to escalate the
action’’... ‘‘It’s up to you to goback and convince your mem-
bers’? . . . “Some members,
residential workers included,
won’t back us up”. . . “‘It’s
your delegates who didn’t sup--
port all-outaction’’ . . . ‘‘We’re
doingour best.”’

They were answered from all
round the room, by activists

from branches all over Lonand beyond. ‘don
The leadership had done

nothing to support branches
taking action. Ballots before
strike action, or even before
action like Lambeth NALGO’s
boycott of any communications
with councillors, took the full-
timers anythinguptofour weeks
to organise..

Thelist of complaints went on
and on .. .

and the excuses of
the full-timers got lamer and
lamer. By the end it was clear
Sonnetand the rest were hardlyworth talking to — so he was
sent packingto find a phone and
find someonefromtheNEC.

Whenit wasall over the con-frontation in NALGO’s head-
quarters proved one thing:it is
no use relying on the full-time
officials: They might be plas-tered in stickers but they won’t
do anything — it is up to the
residential workers and the:
militant branchesto start action
and link it together around the
country.
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Maxwell sacks
BPCC strikers  

FORDare increasing their offer
of 5.5% made last week to its
48,500 hourly paid workers to
over 6% (more than twice the
Government’s unofficial norm
of 3%) provided the unions drop
someoftheirotherclaims.

The unions have been hoping
for a similar pay settlement to
that.achieved by Vauxhall
workers after a four-day strike
recentlyof 7.75%, togetherwith
improvements in company
pension arrangements and
moves to a shorter working
week. .

At talks held on Monday
(November 21) Ford made an
improved‘‘final’’offer of 7.5%,
amongthehighest in the current
pay round, which union leaders
rejected; mainly it would seem
becauseit includes no improve-
mentsin holidays and pensions.
The 56-strong union negotiating
team are due to meet again on
Thursday to consider the reac-
tion from meetings in the 24
Ford UK plants.

Xe EF

Following a similar agreement
’ made between British Steel and

the ISTC, the National Union of
Blastfurnacemen representing
3,000 out of British Steel’s
74,400 employees reached an
outline pay and productivity
deal last week, accepting that
there will be virtually no 1984
national vay rise, for the third
year, and that increased earn-

ings must come from local
productivity bargaining.

eK KX

A mass meeting of Rolls Royce
Motor’s manual workers at
Crewe last week (Thursday 17
November} voted overwhelm-
ingly to reject management’s
latest offer and to continue their
four-weekstrike.

The latest proposals came
after talks in London between
the company and national union
officials on Wednesday — and
after management had warned
the workforce by letter to indiv-
iduals’ homes of the dispute
leadingto permanent damage —

sticking to the original 4%
“final”—offer
white-collar staff), but making
an additional £1.50 a week
across-the-board payment from
next January, in exchange for
the endingof an already existing
cutput borus scheme. In addi-
tion the companyalso promised
to ‘‘harmonise’’ shop floor con-
ditions towards those of white-
collar staff.

aa
CIVIL SERVANTS in Lana
Registries throughout the country
have entered their second. full
week of selective strike action.
Members of CPSA and SCPS
unions are taking industrial action
over downgrading of jobs.

So far, managenent have
refused to negotiate. On Friday,
further staff were given
suspension notices because of
their refusal to work the new
system.

Fund-raising is going on in all
branches and the membership is
standing firmly behind the
strikers in nearly all workplaces.

At the Nottingham branch
where about one-quarter of the
strikers -— over 100 -— are
employed, there are increasing
demands from rank and

_
file

membersforescalating the action.
At present, union section offi-

cers are telling them to play a
waiting game. Whatever the out-
come — and weare fighting for
victory -— funds have to be
raised. CPSA are only paying
‘50% of net wages. Therefore
cash is vital to continue the dis-
pute.

Cheques payable to CPSA
Land Registry Strike Fund should
be sent, c/o Chris Watkinson, 368
Broxtowe Lane, Broxtowe,
Nottingham.

{accepted by |

 
 

    
 

Grim faces at a mass meeting
of UCATT Direct Labour
craft workers in Birmingham
last week, as they heard of

 

plans by the Tory council to
axe 300 jobs. The redundan-
cies — 60% of the workforce
— have comeup aspart of the

 

 
|

JOHN HARRIS
Tory plans to hive off repair
and maintenance work to
private contractors.
 

Shell pickets bite
As workers at Shell UK'sstrike-
bound Stanlow oil refinery step
up their fovr week industrial
actionover the cumpany’s 4.5%
pay increase offer, by extending
picketing to all main Shell ter-
minals — including Heathrow
and Birmingham airport depots
— the 1,750 Shell oil-tanker
drivers seem likely to accept
their stewards’ recommenda-
tions to end their five day over-
time ban andworkto rule.

This decision by Shell tanker
drivers follows the acceptance
by the 1,550 drivers and depot
workers at BP on Friday Novem-
ber 18 of an offer of a 4.5%
increase and a consolidation in
basic pay of two pay supple-
ments of £2.50 a week.

This, the first breakthrough
by oil companies in the autumn
payround,was quickly followed
by Shell management altering
their offer to the point whereit
wasvirtually identical to BP’s —

4.5% increase with the consoli-
dation of three supplements of
£2.50 a week into basic pay, with
the promise of further talks over
arrangements concerning
drivers’ jobs.

This means that refinery
workers come under increased
pressure to end their dispute
over a similar 4.5% offer.
Official strikes have halted out-
put at Shell’s two main refiner-
ies, Stanlow [Cheshire] and
 

Shelihaven [Essex], which
account for three-quarters of
Shell’s production, worth £4
milliona day.

Overtime bans and work-to-
rule actionsare in force at Tees-
port [Cleveland] and. the Car-
rington chemicals complex
{Manchéster]. Secondary picket-
ing by refinery workers has
halted deliveries from one-
third of the main distribution

centres so far, with continuing
promises by drivers not to cross
picketlines.

This action is hitting Shell UE
hard, and despite settlements by
the tanker drivets, perseverance
and the stepping upof picketing
by refinery workers, though
faced. with injunctions, will
break dt r  management’s
‘final’ offer and refusal to
negotiate.
 NUM crunch

In an attempt to end the NUM’s
overtime ban [now in its fourth
week], the NCB seem set to put
into practice one of the three .

options presently being consid-
ered

__
the withdrawal of the

5.2% pay offer, a ballot of the
mineworkers over the heads of
union leaders, or the putting of
the 5.2% non-negotiated offer
directly into the pay packets of
the 192,000 miners.

The decision is likely to be
made rext weck for MacGregor
warts the overtime ban to be
finished by December12.

Planned talks between the
NCB and the NUM to discuss
the possibility of a joint
approach te the Government on
the industry’s future with a new

plan for coal would be unlikely
to go aheadifthe dispute carries
on pastthisdate.

Thelatter option of the direct
increase in the miners’ wage-
packets seems the mostiikely,
since the balloting of mine-
workers to undermine their sup-
port for the action decided by
their elected delegate confer-
ence would be unlikely to work
throughlackofparticipation.

However, such a course of
action by the NCB still leaves
unresolved the major concern in
the industry caused by its con-
traction policies and the still
massive threat to jobs posed by
future plans.

Calling all unions!
“COWBOY employers treat us
like cattle’, ‘‘Contract clean-
ers should not be employed,
they should be done away
with’’, ‘‘Calling all unions —

our jobs today — but yours
tomorrow!’’ read some of the
placards outside Arnotts stores
in Glasgow’s city centre last
Friday (November18).

Theoriginsof thedispute date
back to November 3, when
cleaning staff at Arnotts, the
second biggest shop in Glasgow
and part of the House of Fraser
empire, received a letter thank-
ing them for past services and
informing themtheywere being
sacked and replaced by contract
cleaners.

There -had been no prior
‘consultationwiththeunion. And
theletter wasonly thelatest in a
series of attacks on cleaning
staff at the stores, involving a
cut of 30% in its size over the
last two years, leaving just ten
cleaning staff for the whole
store.

Working conditions had also
deteriorated, with the anti-
quated cleaning equipment not
beingreplaced and the cleaning
staff beingexpectedtoliftheavy

loads, though not part of their
job. .

Local union officials, from the
Union of Shop, Distributive and
Allied Workers (USDAW),
were unprepared for the
announcementand wereclearly
thrown off balance at a union
branchmeetingon November 14
where they were confronted by
angry cleaners demanding some
positive steps from them in
defenceof theirjobs.

But all that came back was
half-hearted promises — that
they would make a stand, that
theywould fight, and that some-
thing would be done. But no
clear-cut plan of action was put
forward to theworkers.

At a follow-up meeting three
days later the union agreed to
limited action, but involving
only the cleaners not the shop
staff. What this meant in prac-
tice was revealed the next day
(November17).

The store was ‘‘picketed’’ by
both cleaners and shop staff
until starting time. Then, apart
from one cleaner whowas left to
picket on her own, the staff,
including the shop steward and

the USDAW branch secretary,
wentinto work.

This is no way to win the dis-
pute. The cleaners have shown
theirreadinessto put up a fight.
Union officials should be organ-
ising the action needed to win
that fight, in particular the
organising of mass pickets and
a ban on overtime and Christ-
masworking. >

With Christmas coming up,
Arnotts will be extremely sensi-
tive to the embarrassment of
pickets outside its entrances.
And with both the Scottish
TUC’s women’s conference and
the Scottish Labour Party
Women’s Conferencebeingheld
this week in the City Halls, just
five minutes away from Arnotts,
an appeal to thedelegates could’
see hundredsof pickets outside
the stores during theconference
breaks.

Faced with the loss of Christ-
mas shoppers, Arnotts manage-
ment could be cracked in a
matter of days and forced to
withdraw the sackings. The
question is whether or not the
actions needed to win this dis-
pute will be actually implemen-
ted.

The union-
"| buster with |

an ASTMS card
ROBERT Maxwell’s BPCC
printing corporation could face
the loss of its lucrative Radioff Times contract if he does not
take steps to settle a major
struggle withSOGATprinters at
BPCC’s ParkRoyal works.

Maxwell has issued dismissal
notices to the 280 SOGAT mem-
bers in dispute at the plant,
where there have been repeated
battles over manning levels and
fresh investinent.

During fhis latest ciash,
SOGAT chape! leaders report
that Maxwell sent a team of
workmen into the plant with
14lb hammers to smash the
ageing printing presses. The
present conflict centres on pay
rates and manning levels to
accompany a new £10 million
investmentin theplant.

- Park Royal electricians — still
holding SOGAT membership
despite TUC instructions to
return to thePress branchof the
EETPU — have supported the
SOGAT machine minders by
cutting off power supplies
throughouttheplant, paralysing
typesetting by NGA members,
and backed up by occupation of
themain substation.

Alongside the threat to sack
the strikers, Maxwell has issued
two-week ‘‘protective’’ notices
to 257 more. Park Royal workers
not in dispute and 152 at his
East Kilbrideworks.

But neither his heavy handea
treatment nor the_timid
appruach of SOGAT General
Secretary Bill Keys has dented
the determination of the strikers
or the ‘‘blacking”’action in their
support by wholesale workers
organised in SOGAT, who dis-
rupted distribution of colour
supplements for the Sunday

Times, Observer and Mail on
Sunday, printed by Maxwell
subsidiaries. The next embarr-
assing loss could be the 9.5

‘million run of the Christmas
Radio Times — andeven the

; wholecontract.
Maxwell’s union-busting

tacticshowever are by no means
new or unique in the printing
industry. But what does make
him unusual is that he sports
both a Labour Party and a trade
union membership card — des-
pite repeated efforts of rank and
file activists in the Oxford
Labour Party and ASTMSto kick
him vut of beth.

A high point of such struggles
came during the marathon
official strike in 1979-80 by
journalists at Maxwell’s Per-
gamon Press power base. for
trade union recognition, follow-
ing the sackingof an NUJ mem-
ber in breachof procedure.

Oxford NUJ Branch protested
over Maxwell’s behaviour to
ASTMSGeneral Secretary Clive
Jenkins, only to receive a stone-
walling response from Assis-
tant General Secretary Muriel
Turner assuring the NUJ that
“the dispute with Pergamon
Press has nothingto do with this
Association, since Mr Maxwell
wasClearlyactingin his capacity
as an employer and not as a
memberof ASTMS.”’

This cynical response infur-
iated ASTMS members in
Oxford and the union’s No 7
Divisional Council. The Oxford
Publi hing Branch of ASTMS
mint. ‘out that Muriel Turner's

sweater «ded the union into two
caienerios: “those to whum the
rulebook applies, and those to
whomit does not.”’

They also protested that Max-
well’s membership of ASTMS

-headlines —

 

By Harry Sloan
was an embarrassment in rela-
tions withotherunions.

Letters and resolutions of
protest were to no avail: Max-
well was being stubbornly
protected by bureaucratic
friends at the top of the union,
and bytheright wing leadership
of his own local ASTMSbranch.

The fight was also carried
through into the Labour Party
front. Again the NUJ Branch
queried Maxwell’s status as a
Labour Party membergiven his
brazen hostility to trade union-
ism. But the right wing leader-
ship of Oxford CLP -— which also
refused to take any action
against Lady Margaret
McCarthy, who, as_chair uf the
Jocal Area Health Authority,
wasruthlesslyfollowingthrough
a programme of cutis and
closures against stiff union
opposition — rallied around
Maxwell, whose wealth, influ-
ence and rabid_anti-Trotskyism
appealed to them in almost
equal] amounts.

But Maxwell did not repay
their favour: during the June
1983 election he was back in the

making heavy
criticisms of Oxford’s Labour
Council in its handling of the
possible relocation of Oxford
United Football Club, of which
Maxwell is chairman.

Delight
To the delight of local Tories,

Maxwell urged voters to bear in
mind the council’s record when
theywentto thepolls!

This latest outburst appears
to have been somewhat ill-
judged. Not only could it do
nothing to serve Maxwell’s
own personal interests, but it
came at a time whenthe tradi-
tional right wing strangleholdon
the Oxford Labour Party had
begun to be broken and boun-
dary changes had created two
new CLPs where once the

‘bureaucrats had been able to
focusonone.

|

Since June the rumblings of
anger at Maxwell’s betrayal
have been heard in both CLPs:
how appropriate, therefore, that
with his behaviour at BPC he
should offer a further reminder
of his contemptuous attitude to
the labour movement as a
whole.

For Labour Party and ASTMS
members,nowis a good timeto
try once again to drive this
arrogant, opportunist,

.
anti-

union millionaire out of the
ranksof the labour movement.

New pamphlet, 50p; latest TSC
bulletin, 30p, plus postage.
From TSC, BM Box 5965,

‘@ London WCIN 3XX.

 



 
 

Report from a special
correspondentin
Amsterdam

INDUSTRIAL action continued
in Holland this week against the
government’s attempts to cutback by 3%% the incomes of
government workers and peopl«
on social security.

The government has already
conceded half a per cent on the
wages of public sector workers
but is adamant that no further
concessions will be made. It has
high hopesthatit can win. :

The spineless response from

helping ensure that the outcome
of this dispute will end in defeat
for the Dutch workingclass.They accept the principle that
cuts have to be made and have as
an alternative to the government’splan, their own plan, based on
cuts in income of 1-114% spread
across workers both in the publicand the private sector, and based
on promises by the government of
industrialinvestment.

For the governmentthisis an‘important battle. Ruud Lubbers,the Dutch. prime minister, is
trying to hold together a coalition
government, and his future
depends on winning this struggle.

Collapse
If agreement cannot be

reached with the union leaders
then it is very likely that the
government will collapse. So to
remain adamant on the question
of the cuts, without giving con-
cessions, is crucial from the
government’s point of view.

They have to prove that they
sare able to inflict on the Dutch
working class a drop in livingstandards and prove that they are

m

capable of returning the Dutch
economy to a competitive level
within the world economy.Talks last week between union
leaders and the governmentpro-ducedlittle. The governmentstar-
ted the talkswith the line that the

-cuts in 1984 would go ahead onJanuary 1 and that the only topicfor discussion was cuts for 1985
and 1986, but agreed to the
FNZ proposal that 1984/5/6 be
discussed together as one package.

 

 

Dutch
Gil 7strikers |ORGANISER

fight on

the FNZ (the Dutch TUC) ‘is’

 

The government proposed that
cuts in the average workingweek
be discussed. with cuts in income,clearly a move aimedat giving th
the appearance ‘that the govern-
ment has conceded an importantissue by granting a reduction in
the. working week. This has been
welcomed by unionleaders.

Both sides are aware that they
cannot give very much. The
government’s future depends onholding firm and the union lead-
ers cannot beseen tosell out too
obviously in the face of mass
workingclass pressure.

The government has doneits
best to try and quell the strike
movement. Ferry operators, gar-bage burners and police have all
been taken to court and their
actionhas been declaredillegal.

The media has attempted to
create divisions between public
and private sector workers bysaying that public. sector workers

are very well off in comparisonwith those in the private sector.
Attempts have also been made

to create.a divide between “‘Chris-
tian” unions who are not over-keen on strike action, and the
“Socialist” unions.

If the. government can create
the impression of giving conces-sions, then the weaker, “Chris-
tian” unions may be split off
from the fight.

But industrial action continues
andstill has broad support, which

|in many ways is not surprising,considering that out of 7.2
million. incomes in Holland, 3.9
millionate affected by the cuts.

‘Action in the last week has
continued from Post Office
workers, garbage collectors, fire-fighters, police, teachers, and also
from the unemployed.

The Stock Exchange—in
Amsterdam was occupied and the
police were used to evict them.

In The Hague, fire-fighters
engaged in a day of action
sprayed the streets to a depth of
six feet in foam and there have
been action days throughout
Holland.

.Apart from the garbage
workers there has-been little
spontaneous action by workers,
most of it being organised at the
top by ‘the inter-union national
coordinating committee.

If the FNZ leaders’ accep-
tance of cuts in principle is to
be defeated, the rank and file
will need to organise their actions
independently of the trade union
bureaucracy.

FUND
£10 from a South London supporter, £10 from an Islingtonreader, and £2 from JohnDouglas makes a total of £22 in
contributions to our fund this week. Our thanks to these 

NE

i
supporters.

Meanwhile,we hardlyknow how to spend such a princely
sum.

We've reached 12% of our target: and we’re a third of the

  
             

       
  
                 
  
  

 
    
                                
        

way through the Drive. That 12% has come from 12 groups,while 27 groups have gone a whole month withoutsending a
donation. And only one group hasraised over a third of its
grouptarget.

.We've madethepoint before: our fund isn’tthere for ad-ding extras or luxuries. We need to raise £1,000 a month tocontinue publishing a 16-page weeklySocialist Organiser.There are many comrades in the supporters’ groups who
say they support us: and readers who do, too. But unless
thesewordsare turnedinto practical support, theywill meannothing.

Send donationsto: 214 Sickert Court, London N1 2SY.

ms ed by East£:
- Published,bytheSocialist OrganiserAlliance,28MiddleLane,London N8. Print-

_ Coe eo wate!nd Offset (FU).-Registered.as a newspaper attheGPO.Signed attic: - se tte

Socialist
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attempted to drive out the vans
with his papers, there were
nearly 1000 pickets there — not
just NGA members from all
around, but also TGWU and
unemployed from Liverpool,
students from Manchester, and
groups from London SOGAT,
NUJ, NUPE, the seamen’s
union, NALGO, ASTMS,
EETPU,andothers.

NGA branches round. the
country are organisingcoaches.

There was also a group from
the local ward Labour Party in
Warrington — though we’re
still waiting for the national
leaders of the Labour Party, or
even of the Labour Left, to come
out in support of the NGA on
this.

Despite hundreds of police,
and a level of violence that left
one policeman and two pickets
hospitalised, we stopped Shah
bringing out his papers at Zam.
He got themout only after 6am,
when a reduced picket line of
150 or so was easilyoutnumber-
ed bypolice.

In the last week there have
been manyarrests on thepicket
line.

This struggle could be decis-
ive for the Tories’ anti-union
laws. So far they, and the
employers, have been cautious.
Instead of the blockbuster ap-proach of the 1971-2 Industrial
Relations Act, the Tories have
gone for a series of partial
measures, and up until recentlyemployershad not used the 1980
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Prior Act or the 1982 Tebbit
Act much.

The Tories’ Mayelection vic-
tory and the TUC’s September
decision to talk to the Tories on
further anti-union laws — thus
implicitly accepting the 1980
and 1982 laws -— emboldened
employersfor an offensive.

The Post Office Engineering
Union knuckled under to the
court injunction obtained by
British Telecom. But the NGA
has stood firm.

Shah publishes four free-
sheets — the Stockport, Bury,Spread the
like the port shop stewards-O00 OOOH OHOOHOOOOOHOOSE 107 Boyie spoketo Social-

ist Organiser on thepicket
lineon Wednesday,23rd.

Trade unionists should:
mobilise as far as possible
to get as manypickets onto
this line as possible, and
coverit 24 hours a day.

But if any funds are scyuest-ered there should be an immed-
iate withdrawalof labour.

Also, resolutions should be
banged off to union leaders, say-
ing that they should back the
NGA and the Wembley TUC
conferencedecisions.

In Liverpool, I’ve been stood
down from myjob as field work-
for the unemployed, to assist
and liaise with Ray Williams of
theNGAonthisdispute.

Initially our strategy was
based on the fact that we knew
the labour movement wasn’t
geared up for this. We mobilis-
ed the unemployed from the
TGWU6/612branch, the unem-
ployed centres, and the NGA
unemployed branch. We also
contacted people in the trade
union movementon Merseyside,

les do not necessarilyreflect theviews of theSOA.
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committee.
We contacted the TGWU

6/541 commercial transport
branch, and got an instruction
from them to stop any of their
members crossing this picket
line.

Mobilise
We’ve had tremendous sup-port from the unemployed cen-

tres on Merseyside.
Now we’re trying to mobilise

support nationallyby contactingTrades Councils throughoutBritain, from the MerseysideAnti-TebbitCommittee.
The Merseyside Anti-Tebbit

Committee is now hoping to
buildlinksnationally.

It was set up by rank andfile
shop stewards, some trade un-
ion officials, and Liverpool
Trades Council, to educate the
rank andfileand fight the trade
union legislation. It was also in-
volved in organising the demon-
stration in Liverpool on Novem-
ber 19.

Its terms of reference
have been widened in the last
two weeks to bring in the un-
employed centres. coordinating

 
 

ington works.
He has now sacked six NGA

membersat his Stockport office
who took action against the
scab printing,and (withthe NUJ
blacking the work) is runningthe freesheets as a non-union
operation.

In talks at the governmentarbitration service ACAS, Shah
offered (and the NGA leaders
accepted) a post-entry closed
shop at Warrington. That means‘that the present scabs would
continue, but any new labour
would beNGA.

. \The union refused to settle
because Shah would not rein-
state the six sacked members.
The ‘post-entry closed shop’ is ;

a dangerous formula, too: it
means a non-union operationhere and now, and once the
NGA has demobilised there’s
nothingto stop Shah going back
on theagreementlater.

The central issue now, how-
ever, is theright of trade unions
to operate astrade unions with-
out being crippled by the law.
The Tories and the employersobviouslyreckon thattheywon’t
get a responsethistimelike the -

mass strike movement that
freed the PentonvilleFive dock-
ers and crippled the Industrial
Relations Act in July 1972.
Let’s prove themwrong.fight!
anisations throughout Mersey-side.

As far as blackingis concern- 9ed — Shah could be buying
paper through another com-
pany. As far as we know,his
last shipment of paper camethrough Blyth, in Northum-
berland. We've contacted the
Liverpool port shop stewards’
committee, and they’re contac-
ting the National Port Shop.Stewards Committeewitha view
to blacking any shipments of
paper for this company unless
they’reapproved by theNGA.

On this particular picket line
my experience of the police is
that they have responded viol-
ently when there’sbeen a short-
age of bodies on the picket line
— and when the police have
been outnumbered, they’vebeenvery polite.

If we can get at least 1000 to -

fill this square [outside the
printworks] 24 hours a day,thereis no way MrShah is going
to get any materials, papers,
or scabsinor out of thefactory.

It’s not the TUCthat is going
to do that,it’s the rank andfile.
Wethinkwe can keepit up.

nMessengers. He had a closed
shop agreement with the NGA,but carefully recruited anti-
union labour for his new Warr-

 
  
  
  
   
  
  
 
  
 
 
 
   
   
  
  
  
  
  

 

Continued from frontpage
concentrating on getting.people
up at night. Also, through our
links with the trade unions and
the
Merseyside, we’ve been able to get
a great deal of support from the

-unemployed and trade unionists
who recognise the importance of ~--

getting a victory for the NGA,
and the effect that could have on
the combativity of the rest of the
movement.

unemployed centres.on

It certainly hasn’t been a tea
party on the picket line, but we
refuse to be intimidated by the
brutal tactics of the police. We
will
prevent the printing of the publi-cations of the Messenger news-
paper.

continue to attempt to

There is a clear danger that
the next move by the courts
will be, if they consider that we
are flouting the law by not. pay-ing the fine and continuing the
mass picket,
sequestration
funds.

a move to the.
of the union’s

It is therefore vitally impor-‘tant that we do achieve the full
support of the trade union move-
ment.

We're asking trade unionists
to send resolutions of support totheir various NECs and from there
to go to the TUC,making it absol-
utely clear that the rank andfile
in the movement expect to see

|

the General Council supportingthe NGAin their stand. oo

The TUChas spent four yearsconducting their campaign ‘Hands
off our Unions’, explaining _to-
everyone the implications of thelegislation. Having donethat,hav-ing informed the trade union
movement, we now require thatthey put all their brave words ofrhetoric into practice.
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This new pamphlettells
thestory of thevictimis-
ation of Socialist Organis-

* er supporter Alan Fraser.
and howthefight to
defendhim was sold outby theunionofficials.25pplus postage from 75
FreemantleClose,
Basingstoke.
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