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‘No_recriminations’,
TUCleaders are saying.

‘No hope’, many disgusted
trade unionists must be
thinking.

some

But we can’t leave the NGA
issue there.It is not run-of-the-
mill issue. The very existence of
the trade union movement as an
effective force is at stake.

The NGA faces financial
hamstringing — and decima-
tion. Noeffective defence of the
closed shop can be conducted
without breaking the Tories’
anti-union laws. Any trade union
boycott of non-union operations
is ruled out if those lawsprevail.

And without the closed shot
and such boycott, the NGAis a
sitting target for the press
bosses.

If TUC surrenderto the anti-
union lawsis allowed to become
an accomplished fact, then
public sector unions will like-
wise be helpless against privat-
isation. Toresistis illegal!

Council unions’ will be
debarred from fighting the
Tories’ carve-up of the local
authorities. Such a fight would
be ‘political’ action, ‘secondary’
action. Not allowed!

The National Union of Jour-
nalists members bravely contin-
uing the fight against the anti-
union T. Bailey Forman print/
publishingfirm will beleft in the
lurch.

And why?
Guilty

On BlackWednesday,Decem-
ber 14, 29 union leaders voted to
acquiesce in Thatcherism and
throwout every vestige of trade
union principle.

Manyof the guilty did so in
violation of decisions of their
own union conferences and
executives. None of them did so
on thebasis of consultation.

On both the EPOC and the
General Council, Ada Maddocks
of NALGO voted against suppor-
ting the NGA, in violation of an
executive decision of her union.
The amazing justification was

that she is elected from the
women’s section, not a NALGO
appointee, and therefore not
answerable to her union.

Similarly, John Daly,
NALGO’s new general secre-
tary, voted against the clear
decision of his own executive.

John Morton of the Musicians
Union, who voted for the NGA
on the Monday changedhis tune
and voted against it on the Wed-
nesday. What was the differ-
ence? He nowsaw the vote as
one of confidence in Len

Murray, and confidence in‘
Murray was more important
thanthewhole NGA!

Step up Les Wood, general
secretary of UCATT.He must be
well in therunningfor Reptile of
theYear.

UCATT’s policy is to oppose
the Tebbit law with, if neces-
sary, a general strike. On 14
December, Les Wood voted
against opposing the Tebbitlaw
by as much as even sending a
letter of support to a union fight-
ingit.

And Bryan Stanley of the
POEU?

At the very moment that
Stanley was voting to throw the
NGA overboard, his executive
was voting to congratulate it on
its firm stand.

Loopholes
The Wembley TUC Special

Conference decision on fighting
the anti-union laws was full of
loopholes, it is true. Perhaps it
was tu be predicted that Len
Murray and his partners in
crime would interpret it as they
have done.

But their interpretation —

that in principle the TUC might,
someday,resist the law, but in
practice it will always toe the
Tory line — isn’t what millions
of trade unionists voted for.

The issue cannot be left to
rest until the annual TUC
Congress in September. By

‘thenmanyotherunions could be
under thehammer.

Weneeda special recall TUC
Congress, to call Len Murray
and the General Council to
account.

Even on the basis of unions
voting the same way as their
representatives did on Decem-
ber 14, such a Special Congress
would probably produce a

majority to support theNGA.
Andif the Congress was pre-

pared for by a fight in each
union to bring its leaders to
account, then surely it would
vote for a fight.

The NGAhascalled a demon-
stration on January 28, and says
it is calling together the left-
wing TUC General Council
minorityto plan furtheraction.

They could make a goodstart
by having ‘Recall the TUC’ as a
major slogan of the demonstra-
tion, and getting the General
Council minority members to
campaign forthis.

Clive Jenkins supports the
NGA and condemns Len
Murray? Good! Let’s see him
and Joe Wade going round

branches and_ tradesunion
councils nation-wide, stirring
and agitating, pushing the

message that this is a life-and-
death issue for the whole move-
ment.

Weshould not wait for a recall
TUC. Activists in all the pro-
NGA unions must press their
leaders to pledge industrial
action in solidarity if the NGA
relaunches its campaign.

Such pledges could give the
NGAtheconfidence to reimpose
the mass pickets and call strike
action of its own membership
They could turn the tables n

union-busterSelirn Shah andhis

THE TUC!

Westminster backers even now.
To concede defeat would not

be like giving up on a wage
claim. It is not an issue where
we can retreat now to come back
later. Either we defend our
unions now — or tomorrow we
will have no effective unions to
defend us tomorrow.

All the Tory law allows is
house-trained,

_
factory-by-fac-

tory, bargainingoutfits.
It makes trade union solid-

arity unlawful. But solidarity is
our onlystrength.

 
(Claimants andstrikers 10p)

Don’t leave
the NGA in
ieime

JOHN SMITH (FL)
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and the NGA
WHAT WOULDa political party which really represented the

_

interests of the working class have done during the NGA
| dispute?

First of all,-it would have recognised that there is no distinc-
tion in the real world between industrial matters and political
affairs, between thecorrect sphereof influenceof the unions and
the political arm of the unions. It would have come out right from
the start and said: ‘‘The NGA is involved in a political fight.
Their fight is our fight. We will strain every sinew to support[| their struggle and broaden it into a mass movement capable of

4 dislodging theThatchergovernment’.
A workers’ party would have comeout and told theworid: The

anti-union laws were laws made by the boss class to help the
boss class. They are laws intended to stop our class using its
basic protective mechanisms, the unions, effectively — against
the cuts, against unemployment, against wage. reductions,
against -the attempts by Thatcherto put our class back into the
1830s. These laws are laws which must be broken. Weshall do
all in our powerto ensure that theyare broken

.

A workers’ party, declaring its support from day one for the
NGA in the fight to defend basic rights won through a century
and a half of struggle, would have urged total support by the
TUC General Council for the NGA. It would have ruthlessly
criticised Murray and his lieutenants. It would have rigorously
insisted thattheywere doing the dirty work for Thatcher and the
bosses. It would have calied loudly for their removal.

The leaders of the Labour Party did none of these things in the
NGA dispute. The NGA and the fight against Thatcher were
strengthened not one iota by the performanceof these gentie-
men throughout the dispute. Their lamentable performance
showsjust howfarourparty is from really representing the inter-
ests of our class.

Labour should have given total support to the NGA — not, as
the poll-paralysed new-fledged ¢ilectoralists of Socialist Action
argued (in no.38),becausethe NGA has120,000 votesin thenext
General Election, but as a matter of principle. Victory in*the
dispute would have strengthenedour class, and defeat hassetit
back on ifs heels.

Lose or win votes by it, the labour movement must defend
itself.

And what did we get? We got Labour’s shadow employment
secretary, John Smith, informing us that the Tory laws, which
will break effective independent trade unionism, will have
‘‘ultimatelyto be accepted by thoseaffected by them’’.

Wegot Roy Hattersley telling the world, ‘‘The general prin-
ciple on which | stand, and on which the Labour Party stands,is
that the law must be respected. Those of us who believe the law
to be wrong haveto changeit rather than break it. Industrial
disputes have to be conducted without violence and within the
law?’.

Kinnock, of course, can’t keep his trap shut except whenit is
vital to speak out. Ali he could do was, tike a Harold Wilson
understudy, to condemn both the laws... and violence on picket
lines.

.

Kinnock and Hattersley summed up the performance of Lab-
our’s leadership in this most vital of disputes. But there were
bright points.

The Campaign Group of MPs cameoutin direct support of the
NGAandits struggie. Dennis Skinner laid about the General
Council. Eric Heffer correctly commented, ‘‘! believe that now
is the time for all Party members to spring to the defence of the
trade unionsand to give every practicalsupport we can, both in-
side Parliamentand in the labour movementas a whole’’.

Wemust build on this. At the momentthe hard left is on the
defensive in the LabourParty, as it is in the unions. One way to
set about ensuring that there will be no repetition of the TUC’s
sordid performanceagainst the NGAis to establish strong work-
place branches of the Labour Party, which can help obliterate
the distinction between the industrial and political labour
movements.

Ait the same time we musttakethestill-very-much-alive issue
of organising support for the NGA, and the lessons of the
betrayals of the TUC and the Labour Party leaders, into the
wards and constituencies, to turn them out to support future
struggles. nightmare arrives
aa) ftacht ones on

New Women’s Fightback now out. 10p plus 16p post-
age from 10b Landseer Road, London N19. 
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On December 21 theTories published the Rates Bill. Ifmade law,thiswill empowercentral governmentto set.
ceilings on the spending of selected councils — or, if it sees fit, to set a general ceiling for al/ councils’ spend-
ing. It is only one of several prongs in the Tories’ attacks onlocal services and local democracy. ary Corbish-
ley reports on the plans for action made bythe townhall union NALGO,Martin Thomas reviews a pamphlet
detailing the Tories’ plans, and Vidya Anand puts a point of view on the campaign in London.

NALGO votes
for a fight

WhattheTories plan
 

Labour Research Depart-
ment: ‘Your Council Under
Attack’. 45p plus postage
from LRD, 78 Blackfriars
Road, London SE1 8HF.
THiS new Labour Research
pamphlet summarises the Tory
government’s latest moves
against local services and local
democracy.
Rate-capping: a White Paper,
‘Rates’, outlines policies to
be legislated in summer 1984.
The Government will acquire
powersto set maximumlevels. of
spending and rates for individ-
ual councils, as from April 1985.

Tie White Paper also pro-
poses to pui a Statuiory duty on
councilsto consult local business
people befure fixing their rates.
This proposal gives bosses and
bankers a trigger for central
governmentaction against their
local council.
Abolition of the metropolitan
authorities: another White
Paper, ‘StreamliningtheCities’,
proposes to scrap the Greater
Londen Council and the other
metropolitan authorities (West
Midlands, Merseyside, Greater
Manchester, South Yorkshire,
West Yorkshire, Tyne and
Wear) as from May 1985.

In 1985-6 these authorities’
functions will be run bytransi-
tional committees drawn from
the district councils. From April
1986 the functions will be either
divided up among a miscellany
of joint boards and quangos.,or
transferred to the district coun-
cils.

For the first three years,
1985-8, central governmentwill
have direct control over the
budgets, rates, and staff num.
bers,
Public transport: thecourts have
already blocked theGLC’s cheapfares, and the government has
legislated itself powers to regu-late the level of subsidy to local
public transport.

With the abolition of the
metropolitan authoritiesand the
GLC,the government proposesthat public transport in these
areas should be run by jointboards or (in London) by a cor-
poration directly under central
government.

The LRD pamphlet does not
pretend to give a strategy for
fighting back, only information.
Yet the way it presents the
issues — as a conflict between
government ‘dogma’ and
‘myths’, on the one hand, and
all people of good sense, includ-
ing Tory local councillors and
Chambers of Commerce, on the
other — could hinder the devel-
opmentof an effective strategy.

GLC councillors, in their cam-
paign againstabolition, are look-
ing to win support from busi-
nesses, professional associa-
tions, etc; to pressurise Tory
MPs;and to try to swing the
vote in the Houseof Lords.

They are paying £37,500 a
quarter to an ex-Tory SDPer
professional lobbyist — but dis-

 

 

 
counting any idea of industrial
action in thecampaign.

There is dogma and myth in
governmentthinking,and there
are Tories who oppose the
government’splans. Butthereis
also a fundainental class pur-
pose behind the plans: to switch
resources away from public ser-
vices to private enterprise; to
bust up the public sector as an
area of trade union strength; to
eliminatea tier of potential poli-
tical opposition.

That purpose can be fought
_

effectively only by working-class
action.

NALGO members working for
the GLC and the Metropolitan
Authorities, which the Tories
plan to scrap, intend to fight the
governmentontheissue.

The NALGO members con-
cerned voted overwhelmingly
— ina ballot whose results were
announced at the end of Decem-
ber — that they will not cooper-
ate in the dismantling of the
authorities.

The Executive has sent out a
letter instructingNALGO mem-
bers not to cooperate.

NALGO thus gives a lead to
all otherunionsinvolved directly
or indirectly and whose cooper-
ation is essential to the success-
ful Tory reorganisation and
centralisation of local govern-
ment. The messageis: Don’t go
along — stand up to them.

This decision is also a well-
deserved slap in the face for all
those self-serving local govern-
ment “‘lefts’’ who say that
NALGOisn’t a ‘‘real union’’.
They say this, of course,
because NALGO members
defend themselves, as trade
unionists should, against their
employer, even when the boss
is a council run by‘leftists’ who
have themselves ceased to ,be
militants and sunk into the role
of mere bureaucratic local
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governmentadministrators.
The planned action by

NALGO members to frustrate, ~

sabotage and prevent the carry-
ing out of government policyfor
local governmentwillplainly be
illegal underthe existing anti-
union laws. If NALGO won’t
defy the law then it can’t carry
outthispolicy.

NALGOwasa vigorous defen-
der of the NGA — until Black
Wednesday, when its four TUC
General Council representatives
divided two for Murray and two
for the NGA anddefiance of the
law. —

Then just before Xmas, the
Executive went Murrayite. It
passed a resolution that NALGO
would continue to support the
NGA — provided this did not
involve NALGO members in
‘“positive breachesof the law.”’

But when .they oppose the
government’s plans for local
government, NALGO members
will themselves come smackup
against the law. ,

They must be prepared to
defy it — and if necessary to
defy the union’s leaders.

Preparationmust start now.
 

Popular front is not theway
I HAVE no doubtthat there is
only one central issue for Lon-
doners, for the London Labour
Party and for the Ethnic Minori-
ties who have contributed so
muchtotherich fabric of society
in this great metropolis of ours
— andit is simply: the defence
of London — the defence of
Labour London,of workingclass
London — from oneof the worst
swingeing attacks in the history
of thiscapitalcity.

The important achievements
which the GLC, and the ILEA,
togetherwiththeLondon Labour
Boroughs havebuilt up over the
years are now being threaten-
ed. The Tory plan to dismantle
the GLC,theirdecision to strike
at the roots of local government
by ‘‘rate-capping’’,their vicious
attacks on the National Health
Service up and down thecountry
— these represent the greatest
threat to the standard ofliving
and conditionof life in London.

You will not be surprised to
hear me saying that it is the
ethnic minorities who will be at
the sharp end of these attacks.
Weknowthistoo well from our
experiences in every day life.
‘‘We are always the last to be
hired andthefirst to be fired’.

The Tory plan to privatise
London,to makeit a safe haven
for speculators and property
developers — it is somethingwe
will and mustresist with all the
energy at our disposal.
How do you think the battle is
going?

Ail too slowly. There is a
surfeit of committees and great
quantities of bumpf rushing
all round the place. But I have
seen little evidence of work on
the level that matters — the
ground level, the level where
people meet in large numbers
— in offices, schools, colleges,
employment exchanges and
shoppingcentres.

I ask you how can you justify
paying £37,000 for threemonths
work to an SDP turn-coat Tory
for lobbying Parliament in
defence of theGLC?

Timeis not on our side. The
Ethnic Minorities Working

 
VIDYA ANAND has been
on the Executive of the
Greater London Labour
Party for the last two years.
He is chair of the Ethnic
Minorities Working Party,
and is now one of the
Party’s nominees on the
Greater London Council
Labour Group.

We asked him how he
saw the presentsituation in
London.

Party through our consultative
conferences first held at Acton
on 29 October and the second at
Camden on December 10 are
trying to introduce an element of
urgency into the campaign. We

A campaign based on printed
leaflets and documents, indoor
meetings and the odd trade
union and branch meeting
cannot succeed until it reaches
out to the people who will be
most affected. The building of «

 

a rank andfilemovement in the &
unions — in NUPE, NALGO, ®

NUT, NATFHE, GLC Staff
Association — is far more
importantfor the defence of the
Labour GLC than the non-
partisan, ‘‘non-political’’ fronts
withTories and others that seem

_

to be springing up like mush-
rooms everywhere.
How would youinject the sort of
urgency you advocate?

First, London Labour should
stop cuddling up to the London
Tories and the SDP,stop trying
to form a ‘popular front’ against
MrsThatcher.

This is not theway. It will lose
us credibilitywith our own sup-
porters.

No, comradesof the GLC, we
have to move away from thecosy
committee to the real cold world
outside. We should spend more
time supporting thehealthwork-
ers against hospital closures and
service cuts, addressing meet-
ings up and down London defen-
ding our people’s standards. We
haveto be outtherein front!

How do the ethnic minorities,
frankly,see thiscampaign?

* None too clearly, I regret to
say. The ethnic papers are not
devoting sufficient attention in
the campaign — especially the
language papers. There has
been far too much pussyfooting
on racism in our own party. We
cannot pretend that it is not a
factor. The mistakes of the pastand, regretfully, of the present
as in Walthamstow — weigh like
an Alp on even the presentwell-meaning gestures and ini-
tiativesof our party today.
Are you despondent about the
situation today?

Not at all. The period
demands leadership from Lion-
hearts, andnotfaint-hearts. 

This new pamphletfells
the story of thevictimis-
ation of Socialist Organis-
er supporter Alan Fraser
and how thefightto
defend him was sold out
by the unionofficials. 25p
plus postage from 75
FreemantleClose,
Basingstoke. ~
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Self-defence vindicated!
FACTS OF THETRIALNEWHAMis a ‘front line area’ in the fight against racism. It was in

Newham that the National Front got its highest vote in the-last elec-
tion. Certain parts of Newham have become‘no-go’ areas for black
people. Asians walking in the road are spat upon. Their houses are
petrol-bombed. Many Asians get beaten up.

In Newham. Asian women organise to go shopping together in
large groups because of the fear of being alone and the risk of attack.
On someestates in the area, many Asians are too scared to go outafter
dusk and are imprisonedin their homes.

In this atmosphere offear and violent attackssomethingwas bound
to happen.

In the weeks leading up to September 24 last year, Asian school
students became the target of racist thugs. Many were beaten up on
the way home from school. In the week before the arrests of the
Newham 8, Asian school studentsat LittleIlford School were attacked
three times by armed white youths.

Faced with no other choice but to defend themselves, the school
students, along with people from colleges, organised themselves to go
hometogether to prevent further attacks.

One of these groups on its way home wasaccosted by three white
men who jumped out of a car anu started to shour ac mem. Thinking
that these were the racists they were expecting the Asians defended
themselves. The three whites were in fact plain clothes cops. Eight of
the youths were arrested by a vanload of uniformed cops who just
happened to turn up.

Several months later the eight went ontrial, charged with ‘con-
spiracy to assault persons unknown’. It was the same charge that the
Bradford 12 had faced before them.

The Bradford 12 had prepared petrol bombs, after rumours of a
likely attack by skinheads on the Asian community.

Theyraised the slogan: ‘Self defence is no offence’. They said that
the police had failed to protect them and therefore they were forced
to prepare to defend themselves.

The Bradford 12 won their case. and four of the Newham 8 defend-
ants won too. They were acquitted of all charges, and that wasa signifi-
cant victory. But four were convicted of causing an affray, and one was
also convicted of commonassault.

Affiray is a serious offence. and cun carry a life sentence. The four
convicted are expected to be sentenced in the new few weeks, after
social workers’ reports. An appeal is likely. 
New issue of Socialist Student, paper of Socialist a
Students in NOLS, now out, 10p plus postage from :
Andy Bennet, DSU, Dunelm House, New Elvet, iDurham.Takea bulk ordertosell! aleReeeeeee

THE prosecution case was
that the defendants ‘‘set
themselves up asa vigilan-
te group and formedpart of
a frightening posse out for
revenge against some white
people against whom they
had a grudge’”’

Whenthreeplain clothes offi-
cers accosted the group on the
streets to arrest an individual in
a green turban for possession of
a defensive weapon, they were
set upon and injured according
to theprosecution.

The prosecution counsel, Mr
Hart-Liverton, claims that the
arrivalof the plain clothes police
officers on the scene before the
uniformed officers was a pure
coincidence. They happened to
be on an ‘anti-burglary’ job
when a radio message sent to
all police cars in thearea inform-
ed them of a large group of
Asian youths _congregating
aroundLittle ford School.

All the officers called denied
knowledge of racist attacks in
the area (with the exception of
the murder of Akhtar Ali Baig
in 1980). The defence, in cross-
examination sought to estab-
lish that there was no vigilante
group, but an ad hoc formation
of young local Asians who had
cometogether that afternoon to
protect themselves from a very
real threatof racist attacks.

- The defence also sought to
establish that the original inci-
dent would never have happen-
ed but for the intervention of the
three plain clothes police offi-
cers, who were not known by
any of the defendants to be
police — a fact explained by the
prosecuting barrister as ‘rather
unfortunate’.

Then three plain-clothes pol-
ice officers, Sgt Aylott (now with
the SPG), PC Furzer, and PC
Martin, all gave evidence in
turn.

Stopping the car, Martin
jumpedout and wentto arrest a

youth in a green turban who had
dropped a hockeystick. Martin
says he shouted, ‘Police —

underarrest’, which the defend-
ants have denied.

Martin said that he did not
show a warrant card, and agreed
in cross-examination that the
most sensible action would have
been to approach the group
and ask them what they were
doing. The other two officers
said theyonly got out after they
saw Martin being assaulted.
The defence disputedthis.

Furzer had a truncheon — he
said he ‘‘just happened to have
it on him’’. He agreed that he
had hit Kalbir Khela several
times with the truncheon, but
believed he had been ‘‘fully
within his rights to do so’’. It
didn’t make any difference that
he hit Khela on thehead.

.

All three officers deny using
racist abuse, though PC Furzer
admitted that when he was
approachedby two white women
who told him to leave Khela
alone, he told them to ‘‘fuck
off’’.

The next officers to be cross-
examined were PC Dick and PC
Neville, who escorted the 8 to
Forest Gate police station in a
transit van. PC Dick agreed that
the defendants were sitting on
top of each other. Both officers
denied that they or anyoneelse
in the transit van had assaulted
the defendants or had abused
them. Neville denied having
called Gurjit Hunjan ‘Paki
filth’’, and tearing his turban
from his head.

Detective Inspector Mucklow
was questioned about the police
handling of the affair after the
arrests. He was unable to ex-
plain discrepancies, or why
exhibit numbers in statements
had been altered. He also could
not explain how the same hockey
stick dropped by the man in
the green turban (whom the
police said they had not traced)
was said to belong to one of the
defendants. (Information from
deicuce committee bulletin

————ews
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Reg Race reports on exposure of police methods
The Met
is racist!

STR David McNee’s deci-
sion, when he was Commis-
sioner of Police in the
Metropolis, to bring in the
independentPolicy Studies
Institute to undertake a
piece of major research on
the performance . of
London’s police, looks in
retrospect like a stunning
owngoal.

Before publication of the PSI
Report, it was the stock in trade
of senior Police Officers and suc-
cessive Home Secretaries to
label critics of the Met. as
“‘extremists’’ whose opinions
could not be trusted and whose
allegations about the Police
stemmed from their own anal-
ysis of the Police’s relationship
with the state rather than any
objective view ofreality.

This tired argument can now
be buried peacefully. The PSI
Report indicates that many of
the allegations levelled by the
left against the Police are true —

or at least true of substantial
sections of the force. In particu-
lar, theReport concludesthat:

1. ‘London Police carry out
about 1% millionstopsin a year.
Some 100,000 offences a year
are detected in this way. But
stops that do not bring such a
result cause hostility to the
Police among a substantial pro-
portion of young people, and of
young black people in particu-
lar.”’

2. ‘‘One-tenth of Londoners
think that Police Officers often
engage in serious misconduct
and more than half of young
black people think this. About
20% of people who have been
arrested claim that unreason-
able threats or unjustified force
were used. The researchers
considered that excessive force
was used in nine of the one
hundred arrests they
observed.’’

3. ‘‘Racialist language is
pervasive in the Force.”’

4. ‘‘thereis a gap between the
formal rules of procedure
affecting evidence and
‘working rules’ of
officers.’’

police

In other parts of the Report,
the researchers conclude that
women are discriminated
against in the Met., that the
Police are in fact in breach of the
Sex Discrimination Act in
respect of the treatment of
women Police Officers, and that
there are widespread sexist
assumptions displayed by the
Police about the role of women
in society.

They further report that,
although arrests at ‘‘major
disturbances’’ provided only a
tiny proportion of the total

——Eee—e—eeAdopt.a prisoner
I/we (Name)........ssesscsseeeees

of up to ten years.

the
_

would like to obtain further details about adopting a
Polish trade unionist victimised for his/her membership
of Solidarnosc. Military and civilian courts have already
sentenced over 5000 Solidarnosc prisoners to jail terms

nuinber ofarrests, it was clear
that ‘‘when certain kindsof cir-
cumstances arise, the Police
habitually exceed their formal
powers... people who are
known not to have committed
an offence would normally be
arrested in like circumstances.
Wealso believethatanyone who
is in the area where a major
disturbance is taking place is
liable to be arrested, regardless
of what he is actuallydoing as an
individual’’.

The Report makesthispoint
with some strength — for one of
theirown researchers wasarres-
ted without good cause when
simply observing police opera-
tions, simply because he was in
the vicinity of a ‘‘major distur-
bance’’.

The picture that emerges of
the Met. is one whereracialism,
sexism, drunkenness, abuse of
powers, wrongful arrest, and
considerable personal corrup-
tion exist. It is also a closed
suciety. The Police in London
clear up only 16% of reported
crime, but criticise those who
have the audacityto attack their
methods. Complaints against
the Police are investigated by
the Police themselves, and it is
clear thatonly in a tiny handful
of cases are the complaints
‘‘proved’’ — because theinci-
dent in question happened to be
witnessed by a particularly’
authoritative member of the
community.

Buttheseare criticisms about
the organisation of the Metro-
politan Police, the methods
they use, and the collective
attitudes displayed by Police
Officers. What is much more
fundamental is an aspect of the
Police’s activitieswhich receives
scant attention in the PSI
Report: the use of the Police to
impose anti-working class laws
on thelabour movement.

These activities are mention-
ed only in passing: but they are
part of the most fundamental
role of the Police — maintaining
the authority of the state; and
ensuring that the political and
industrial elite is above the law
becauseit makesthelaw.°

The PSI Report is not objec-
tive as such. It is written from
the standpoint of concerned
technocrats, disturbed by what
they find under the unturned
stone in the Police’s own back-
yard. The labour movement,
however, has additional con-
cerns. Our campaign is to make
the Police accountable for their
policy as well as their individual
actions.

In the end, however, it will
need a fundamental transfor-
maion of society to make the
Police behave differently. But
even then, under a

_
socialist

government,it will be essential
to make the Police accountable
to the peuple rather than its
bureaucraticcontrollers.
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THINKINGABOUT
GREENHAM COMMON
SINCE the arrival of Cruise missiles, the Greenham
Common peace camp has been more than ever the
vanguard of the fight against nuclear weapons. But
how can that vanguard mobilise the power to win?
GERRY BYRNEdiscusses someideas. .

THERE’S something strangely
reminiscent in the diverging
responses on the left to Greenham
Common. In many ways it
parallels the way the emerging
women’s movement was greeted
in the late 1960s.

On the one hand, dismissive
revo-speak:it’s all a bit of a diver-
sion, the real answer is to smash
capitalism. The misguided nature
of the protest, the divisiveness of
women-only organisation _is
pointed to. And the final rabbit
out of the hat is that it all eman-
ates from middle class women —

white women,to boot.
On the other hand there is an

“instinctive” response from
women. What might be called
the “spontaneous” position. the
issue is overwhelmingly import-
ant, the tactics and methods of
struggle feel right, let the politics
look after themselves.

What the self-styled “revolu-
tionary line” fails to addressitself
to is that all the truisms about
socialism being the only answer
count for nothing if they can’t
be tied to analysis of the forces,
struggles and demands which can
bring it into existence.

The left really should take to
heart the lessons of the many
past missed boats before it once
again takes a mass movement to
task for its irrelevance.

What the ‘‘spontaneous”
position ignores is that some
politics will dominate. There are
no political vacuums. The effect
on a movement of being domin-
ated by a mish-mash of often
un-spelt out .and unchallenged
ideas — which nevertheless in
fact exist and dominate — can be
to cripple it or at the very least
weakenits effectiveness.

So what are the politics of
Greenham? A stress on women’s
autonomy and .on actions rather
than words, a linking of militar-
ism with male power, a suspicion
of male-dominated, and often
even any structured organisation,
spontaneity’ and action now
rather than the tedious slog to
change structures and formal
policies. These positions, preju-
dices and attitudes are often glued
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together with a semi-mystical
emphasis on symbolism and a
recourse to an idea of some
‘essential femaleness’.

Politically, it’s a stew, and
very often the response has been
to spoon out the more digestible
elements and leave the rest to
those to whose tastes they appeal
— a very liberal live-and-let-live
policy.

Which is all very well for har-
mony. But it doesn’t do a lot for
developing a political strategy.
And, like it or not; the central
point of these actions is to change
the face of the world, for the
better and for everyone. That
requires clear direction and clear
aims.

Confidence
Nevertheless, it’s indisputable

except perhaps to wooden-headed
sectarians, that focusing on
actions which are planned, devel-
oped and executed by women.
has given. a massive boost to
women’s confidence generally. It
is highly improbable that so many
women, many without previous
political involvement, would have
Acted in such numbers, so audac-
iously, if it had been mencalling
the shots. That, in itself,js suffic-
ient justification.

Greenham has .reached, and
inspired and drawn in huge
numbers of women who would
not have felt the confidence to
act in other set-ups. And once
awakened, they have drawn con-
clusions on an ever-widening scale
about the world we live in, the
government’s priorities, the role
of law and order, of the police,
of ‘‘defence’’, etc.

One of the conclusions activ-
ists have drawn is thatmale power
and male conditioning feed into
militarism. Of course, it’s not the
whole story, it can be oversimpli-
fied and misleading — butit’sstill
an important insight, with many
implications. Women don’t feel

|safe to walk the streets at night,
yet millions are spent on our
“defence”.

What women fear is not an

  
 

§

_
Get SOCIALIST ORGANISEReachweek delivered to your

g d00r by post!
RATES: £5 for 3 months; £8.50 for 6 months; and £16

B Please send me. .months’sub,Ienclose£............B To. Socusst Organiser, 28, Middle Lane, London N8 8PL.
Ee

Deeeeeeae
l

outside “enemy” but male power
— with the armamentsindustry as
its most monstrous expression —

exercised in every area of their
lives.

The crumbs of power most
men exercise in their personal
lives enslaves and imprisons them
too.

Along with this, arising out of
it, goes a suspicion of those organ-
isations which operate along
“male” lines — CND, the Labour
Party -— and especially their
leaders.

There are many reasons to
suspect the leadership of CND
and the LabourParty. Experience
has shown each in their own way
to be quite prepared to make
deals, to sacrifice the integrity
of their movement to get-rich-
quick popularity, and indeed to
opportunistically jump on the
Greenham- band wagon when it
suits them and distance them-
selves when the climate is against
them.

But all this rather begs the
question: are these organisations
worth working in, is it worth
fighting to defend their policies,
should their leaders be called to
order?

One of the ‘problems with
shrugging one’s shoulders in_ des-
pair is it leaves the field free for
these leaders to fudge and dilute.
But the movement has already
faced a major set-back with the
arrival of cruise — whatever bold
proclamations we make about
being .undefeated. We cannot
afford to retreat further nor can
we allow support to be dissipated
and demoralised. The net result of
giving the Kinnocks and Kents a
freer rein by absenting ourselves
is to weaken. not strengthen. that
support.

What then is the solution to
this rubik cube of irreconcilable
and shifting faccts of political

Howdo weget to a situation whereit’s us taking away the missiles,rather than them taking away the protesters?
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reality? Is there one?
The truth is the sectarians, in

a sense are right. The only solu-
tion is a massive industrial mobil-
isation to stop cruise and other
missiles, since thisgovernment has
shown itself impervious to
massive expressions of public
opposition. The truth is that the
real answeris socialism.

Where the SWP and the like
fall down is in being incapable of
showing where such a movement
for industrial action will be built
from and where socialism will
come from.

Formally, the vast bulk of the
labour movementis for unilateral
disarmament, manyunions have a
specific policy to boycott work
on the missiles. But this is all
words. One spin-off of the Green-
ham emphasis on spontaneous
actions has been to play down the
importance of turning the resolu-
tions and conference decisions
into action and of organising in
the labour movement for that
action against those whostand in
the way of organising it. The same
is true of the Labour Party.

Thousands of women have
been touched by Greenham,have
watched, have participated and
thought through the issues. They
must be the link between the
mass demonstrations and winning
the labour movement to action.
Womenare already in there fight-
ing for greater control and partici-
pation. for a real democracy that
doesn’t stamp down on spontan-
eity, for a movementthatdoesn’t
kowtow to leaders and figure-
heads. Womenare developing the
experience and the consciousness
of how to make the movement
amenable to our demands. This
must be the issue to test our
strength and bring our power to
bear to make sure life does con-
tinue on this planet.
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 60,000 WORKERSemployed

by British Shipbuilders are
due to start an all-out nation-
al strike at clocking-off time
on Friday January 6.

The strike has been called by
the Shipbuilding Negotiating
Committee (SNC), with the
support of the executive commit-
tee of the Confederation of Ship-
building and Engineering Unions.
The union leaders did not want
the strike, but they were pushed
into it by the pressure from the
yards to reject British Shipbuild-
ers’ ‘survival plan’.

The plan includes 9000
redundancies, drastic changes in
work practices, and the closure or
privatisation of some yards.

The SNC hadoriginally called
for workers to accept a £7
increase linked to the ‘survival
plan’. This £7 would not be part
of the basic pay, but instead paid
separately — and taken backif the
yards did not come up to the
bosses’ own local ‘survival plans’.

‘There has been massive
support for the call for strike
action, as individual unions have
voted by ballots or mass meetings.
In fact, the militancy hasbeen
there in the yards throughout the
year, but the union leaders have
done everything they could to
avoid mobilising.

Even now, with the strongest
mandate they have ever had from
the yards, they are pleading with
the employers through the gov-
ernment conciliation_service
ACASto come up with somesort
,of compromise.

They knowquite well that any
such ‘compromise’ would come
nowhere near our original claim
for a substantial wage rise, a 35
hour week andlenger holidays.

Contempt
So far managementhavetreat-

ed the union Shipbuilding Negot-
iating Committee with total
contempt. In a letter on Decem-
ber 22, Alex Ferry on behalf of
SNC asked British Shipbuilders
‘to return to the negotiating table
with more realistic proposals be-
tween now and January 6 1984..
BS replied that they were ‘natur-
ally willing to meet the SNC’s
request for further talks, but the
terms of your message make this
impossible in two respects.

‘One, any meeting held would
be for the purpose of further
clarification of the proposals
which wehave discussed with you
at length. No movementof signi-
ficance in the terms of the docu-
ment could be considered, in view
of the essential nature of its
contents for the survival of the
industry.

‘Two, British Shipbuilders
could not enter talks without the

 
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.

SiHowto figh
the Tories

 

By Lol Duffy, GMBU
shop steward, Cammell
Lairds shipyard
 

threat of a general strike being
first removed, and the continua-
tion of normal working being
indicated.

‘It is particularly disappointing
to hear you say that British Ship-
builders’ current proposals have
been overwhelmingly rejected and
will not be introduced in the
industry. As we understandit, the
ShipbuildingNegotiating Commit-
tee has refused to allow employ-
ees even to discuss these propos-
als. The strike threat has already
affected customers and damaged
work prospects. A strike will be
even more harmful.

‘Since the SNC initiated the
strike call, it is clear where the
responsibilityfor the damagelies’.

The lay delegates on the SNC
have been called down to London
for a meeting at 3pm on Wednes-
day January 4 before the talks at
ACAShave even shown any real
response from the employers. But
there will be a lot of pressure on
the delegates to reject any deal in
line with the ‘survival plan’.

The threatened closure of
Scott Lithgow on the Clyde
 

makes it more likely that the
strike will go ahead.

Management and the union
leaders — especially the union
leaders! — are grasping at straws,
hoping that we will back down.
There will be an attempt to divide
the yards by rewarding some with
orders and starving others, and by
trying to get yard-by-yard deals
going. But it will be hard to split
us, because the attack on working
practices means an attack on jobs
in every yard, even those few with
sizeable order books.

If the strike goes ahead, then
the lead of the Tyne in deciding
to occupy the yards and set up
occupation committees has to be
followed by all the yards. Once
weare out, BS will close the yards
they don’t want andstart selling
off the equipment.

If we stay in to occupy, then
we can focus attention on the
yards, and base our campaigning
action in the yards, using the
facilities we supposedly own to
spread. our fight for the right to
work, decent pay and living
conditions.

About 64% of shipyard work-
ers claim some form of supple-
mentary benefit — so much for
the myth of high wages in the
yards!

Once the fight starts, it will
have to be fought to win — not to
compromise.

Cammell Lairds convenors JIMMY McCARTHY (GMBATU
General Section) and TIM COX (UCATT)spoketo Socialist
Organiser.

~

Jimmy McCarthy
IN THE ballot conducted just
before Christmas, my members
voted two to onein favour of any
action needed to support our
justified wages, salaries and condi-
tions claim:

:

:

Ht. should not be. forgotten
that since nationalisation in 1977
30,000 jobs have been lost from
our industry, and the flexibility
and. mobility of workers within’
British Shipbuilders has greatly
increased.

I cannot forget the shame I
felt when we allowed our
members of 65 and over to be
tossed.on the stones with a pitiful
£450 or less, and given the
address of the local DHSSoffice.
Some of these people had given a
lifetime to the industry and the
movement,just to be cast aside.

We have given all there is to
give. Thereis nofat left to trim.

People say there is no work
for the yards, but if the govern-
ment put pressure on British
shipowners to build and repair
more UK ships in UK yards we
would not be in. the present
situation. The government could
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also provide better credit facilities
to UK shipowners, similar to our
competitors in foreign yards.

The maritime policy that
would have been introduced by

‘a Labour government, to take
’ control over shipping, ports and

shipbuilding and repair, should
now be implemented by the
TUC. We have. the resources to
carry it out.

One thing is obvious. we can-
not win on our own. We have to
take the fight out into the broad
labour movement and demand
their support. With such support
we can win.

Tim Cox

My membersvoted overwhelming-
ly in support of taking any action
that the Shipbuilding Negotiating
Committee calls to achieve our
claim.

I think we must occupy the
yards, to prevent management
and others on the staff coming in
to carry out their campaign ag-
ainst the unions. Management
have from 4.30 every night to sort
out their tactics for the next day
and plan their scurrilous propa-
ganda. How mucheasier would it
be for them with all day free.

Management claim we have
been offered a £7 a week increase
plus fringe benefits. We would
certainly like to know what those
fringe benefits are. Maybe Lairds
managementsees theloss of 1400
jobs byMarch asa fringe benefit.
:...Prevdous owners before nation-

alisatio#, and the government
i Mave taken profits out of

astry and put nothing back
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all hope there will be agetflement. but not at any price.
‘flere are many dangerous points
in @anagement’s prspasals, not

- leas® of which is subcontracting
“+ which could turn the yards into

* sub-assembly points.
--.s$ft Lairds the Confed stewards
‘Fivebeen makinglinkswith those
williig’ to support us in the fight
agadmst redundancies and closure.
A sub-committee of the Confed
egimmittee has now established

ose links with the County Coun-
cil-and the employment resource
group to work out ways of organ-
ising-around workers’ interests.

 

A desert on Clydeside?
PORT Glasgow, Gourock and
Greenock are now threatened
with devastation far exceeding
that suffered by any other
community in Scotland since the

.Tories came to power in 1979.
The possible fate facing the
100,000 inhabitants of the three
towns can be compared only to
the blight of Corby after the
steelworksthereclosed.

This bleak future is threat-
ened by Britoil’s decision to
cancel its order with the Scott
Lithgow shipyards for an £88
milliondrillingrig. If the work is
withdrawn,then the yard would
close, throwing 4,200 workers
onto thedole.

Over 90% of the workforce at
the yard, in Port Glasgow,lives
within a four mile radius of it,
embracing Greenock, Gourock
and Port Glasgow itself. Regis-
tered male unemployment in
that area is already 19%. If
the yard closes, it would rise to
40%. Scott Lithgow provides
11% of the employment in the
area, and there would be a
knock-oneffect in additionto the
direct job losses.

Within two years the Inver- -

clyde region around the ship-
yard would become one of the

 

Stan Crooke reports on the
fight against closure at
Scott Lithgow

largest and most deprived
unemployment blackspots in
Western Europe.

But the widespread poverty
and misery resulting from
closure meansnothingto Britoil,
British Shipbuilders or, least of
all,theTories.

.

Britoil’s only concern is that
the oil rig it has on order from
the yard is late. The decision to
cancel the contract is designed
to teach British Shipbuilders
“‘a lesson it will not forget in a
hurry’’.

While thousands of workers
will lose their livelihoods as a
result of Britoil’s educational
exercise, Britoil itself. will lose
next to nothing. It canreclaim
the£40 millionsdownpaymentit
has already made, and, through
thecourts, can win an additional
£6 millionin compensation.

Nor will the management of
the nationalised British Ship-

 

.
builders be losing any sleep as
disaster threatens Inverclyde.
In fact, they have not even
bothered to take up Britoil’s
 

suggestion of a possible renego-
{tiationof thecontract.

TheTories reactedto Britoil’s
announcementby launchinginto
a fresh attack on the alleged
record of the workers at Scott
Lithgow (where there has not
been a minute lost in strike
action during the last nine
:months).
:

Thatcher claimed that the
workers’ record was
“‘abysmal’’. Shipbuilding Mini-
ster Norman Lamont blamedthe
workforce for the delay in com-
pletion of the oilrig. And the
well-named Industry Minister
John Butcher described the
yard’s support for the national
shipbuildingstrike as ‘‘an act of
mindlessfolly’’.

There is no prospect of saving
jobs at the yard by fervent
pleading with British Ship-
builders ‘management or. the
Tories,thoughthisis very much
the approach of the labour
movement bureaucracyin Scot-
land. .

Noris it- safe to believe that
Britoil’s announcement is part
of some elaborate bluff.

The onlyprospect of saving
the yard and all jobs there lies
in labour movement action and
labour movementsolidarity.

An international fight
BEHINDthe confrontation
in British Shipbuilders is a
major shift in the internat-
ionaldivisionof labour.-

In 1926, the UK wasstill
building nearly 40% of world
ship tonnage. As late as 1973,
Western Europestill held over
40% of themarket.

But by then Japan had al-
ready taken the lead, building
more ships than all Western
Europe put together.

Since 1973 Western Europe
has faded to a minor position in
world shipbuilding, and even
Japan has come under pressure
from countries like South Korea.

Japan still took 63% of the
tonnage of new orders in 1983:
but, as the Economist reports:
‘In a discreet way, Japanese
firms now grumble that they
cannot compete, using argu-
ments that echo manyaBritish
shipbuilderof the 1960s’’.

South Korea had 19% of new
orders in 1983, the EEC 5%2%,
and Brazil 242%. Other major
producers are Taiwan, Spain,
Poland and China.

Shipbuilding is one ‘of the
small range of manufacturing
industries in which Third World
producers have gained leading
positions — textiles, clothing,
and eléctronicsbeingtheothers.

Combined with the shift. in
production to East Asia has been

J
a slump in the whole industry.

 

Shipbuildinghad a boom in the
early ’70s. With the oil price
rises and the stagnationof world
trade since then, order books
haveshrivelled.

World order books totalled
-133 million tons dwt in early
1974, but now stand at around
30 million. There is reckoned to
be about 40% excess capacity
world-wide,arid even the Japan-
ese shipbuilding industry has
halved its person-hours since
1975.

Shipbuilding in Britain deve-
loped when Britain was still a
leading industrial power. Stren-
gthened by this country’s domi-
nation of the world market, and
later the safe markets provided
by Britain’s bignavy and by the
Empire/ex-Empire, trade
unions in British shipbuilding
wereable to gain a strong posi-
tion — without botheringthem-
selves too much about politics
or about internationalism.

Bust down'
Now the employers are out to

bust down wages and conditions
in British shipbuildingto same-
thing nearer the level in South .““F
Korea or Taiwan, where brutal.
dictatorships prevent effectivetrade union organisation.

To demandtheBritish capital-
ist state protects British ship- -~
building against Asian competi- °-
tion is no answer: it can’t and it

 

won't. In shipbuilding, a world
industry. perhaps more than any
other, international workers’
solidarity — a united fight to
protect and improve conditions
for all shipyard workers — is
indispensable.SHIPBUILDING  

1973 74 75°78 77 7878 BO?OZ 
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Councils can’t
live with the
Tories!

PAULA WATSON of Westminster South CLP continues thediscussion on Labour councils, the unions and thegovernment.
THE appalling chaos and
confusion on the Left, part-
icularly in London, sug-
gests that the strategy
adopted over the last few
years has been misguided.

Much of the energy of left
activists since 1980 has been
directed towards securing the
return in local elections of
approved left candidates, to
gain control of borough and
metropolitancouncils.

Some success was achieved,particularly in the GLC elec-
tions, but so far the resultsofall
this effort have been singularlydisappointing. The Labour
membersof the GLC reneged on
mostof their manifesto commit-
ments on fares, housing and
school meals. Time after time
they preferred compromise toconfrontation with the Tory
government.

Now, we have the unedifyingspectacleof ILEA locked in com-bat with the NUT over compul-
sory redeployment of teachers
andfinally,to add a grotesque
touchoffarce, the absurd invita-
tion to the Queen to open the
Thamesbarrier. So muchforall
the high republican sentiments
expressed at the time of the
royal wedding.

Elsewhere in London the
scene is similar. Both Lambeth
and Southwark councils have
recently been in dispute with
NALGO residential workers.
Brent council is involved in twodisputes with its own employ-
ees.

Everywhere, when faced bythe Tory demandsfor retrench-
ment, Labour councils have cut
services and put uptherates, in
some cases quite substantially.Islington’s rates have risen by30%, Brent’s by 20%.

Discreet cuts have been made
to balance the budget and someLabour councils have even
connived at a measureof privat-isation. Next year the govern-
ment is demanding even moredraconian cuts and is backingthis up with rate capping, which
will come into force in eightmonthstime.

Record
The past record suggests that

most Labour councils, after ashow of breast-beating andbrow-clutching, will eventuallyacquiesce andweshall betreat-
edyet again to the spectacle of
Labour representatives adminis-
tering Tory policy.

This unhappy picture shows
that the strategy of trying to
capturelocal councils fortheleft
was not thought out with suffic-
ientcare.

The best generals are those
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who can put themselvesinto the
enemy’s position and foresee
whataction he will take. Surelyit did not need a_ politicalKinstein to anticipate that the
Tory government would attemptto discredit Labour-controlled
councils by forcing them into aposition where, in order to stayin office, theywould either have
to makecutsor raise rates?

Consequently, the left should
have realised that to retain
credibility,its councillors would
only beableto stayin office for acomparatively short time. As
soon as the government, bymanipulationof the rate support
grant, made the maintenance of
services impossible without rateincreases, the left councillors
should have taken a firm stand
on the policy of no cuts, no rate
rises and norentincreases.

Wheretheleft wasin control,
this would have meant either
majority opposition or consis-tently voting against any cuts,leading to an eventual confron-
tation with the government.Wheretheleft was in a minority
on a Labour controlled coun-cils, the result would have been
a split, with the right joiningwiththeTories.

.

If such a policy had been
followed a number of useful
gains would have beennade.The Labour right would have
been flushed out and shown upfor what it is, a cats-paw for
capitalism.

Democratically
The electorate would have

learned, first, that socialists,though democratically elected,
cannot implement their policiesin a capitalist environment and
under a_ capitalist national
government, and secondly, that
capitalism is incompatible with
democracy.

In other wordsthe left should
haverealised thatcouncils could
be used as a platform for theirpolicies and views, but that
under present circumstances,with a reactionary governmentin office, they cannot success-fully run local authorities forlong, unless they are prepared
to compromise to such an extent
as to destroy theircredibility.

To be fair, many Labour
councillors would argue thatthey hung on to office in the
hope that Labour would win the
next election and that a Labour
government would cometo their
rescue.

Nowthatpossibilityhas gone, .activists must insist that the
time for compromise is over.From this moment on all left
councillors must take a firm
stand on a policy of non-cooper-ation withtheTory government.Let the Tories do their owndirty work, whether this be
through government appointedcommissioners, Tory minorities
or a coalition of Tories and
Labourtraitors.

Let us make sure that the
Association of London Author-
ities is not used as a talkingshop4 while behind the scenes, the
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LaDour councils quietly surren-
ret Anemotirgto stayin office.
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Labour campaign debates

  

  

Marktime,or fight
thewitch-hunt?

By John
Bloxam

ON Saturday January 21
the first of three meetings
which together add up to
the 1983 Annual General
Meeting of the Campaign
for Labour Party Demo-
cracy will be held in
London.

On the following two
Saturdays meetings will
be held in Birmingham and
Glasgow.

The SDP-style AGM is ob-
viously designed to give the
CLPD leadership the possibil-
ity of a final mobilisation in
Scotland, where the CLPD right
wingis strong,if thingsdon’t go
their way in the previousmeetings.

The affairs of the CLPD are
stillbeingcoloured by the clash-
es at last year’s AGM.The Exe-
cutive Committee (EC) is haunt-
ed by the fear of another majorchallenge to their positions. But
many of last year’s Left have
given up on the CLPD because
of demoralisation or disgust.
The EC majority has entrenched
itself. Any challenge to them is
likelyto be confinedto particularpolicy issues.

,

But thishasn’t prevented end-
less stories about ‘takeover
bids’.

Vladimir Derer and Victor
Schonfield, leading members of
the CLPD Executive, went to the
AGM ofthe increasingly right
wing Labour Coordinating Com-
mittee with an appeal for sup-
port against the Left at the
CLPD AGMthisyear,like last.
The EC hasput out a document
which draws out the logic of
theirown utterly pessimistic and
defeatist views (everything has
been going downhillsince 1979).

But there is, unfortunately,little prospect of a re-run of last
year’s debates. To judge by the
numberandcontent of the AGM
resolutions circulated, the .de-
feat of the Left last year and the
consolidation of the presentleadership has sterilised much
of thedebate inside CLPD.

Resistance
Three of the 26 policy resolu-tions submitted want to priori-tise resistance to the continuingwitch-hunt — and call for anunequivocal stance. The greatmajority of other resolutions,however, are either statementsfrom the EC, or concern dis-

agreements within the EC maj-ority. Some reflect the tensionsin the developing alliance be-
tween the CLPD EC and theLCC.

The differences between theLCC and CLPDare expressedinresolutions on the issue of ‘Onemember, one vote’, and, in a
more oblique way, around whatCLPDshouldbedoing now.The LCC wants a branch bal-lotting system for Labour Partyleadership and deputy leader-ship elections and (sometimes)in the reselection of MPs. They 3 Party

sructure twhich inclu-
ed local trade unions!

< importantissues.
Trey also want to restrictCLPDitself to simple propagan-da and (apart from supporting

 
Kinnock ~ his cheer-leaders hope toput the damper on CLPD

° CLPD AGM:
January 21 at Conway Hall,London;
January 28 at DigbethCivic
Halls, Birmingham;February 4 at theNorth British
Hotel, Glasgow.

thedemandsof theLabour Partywomen’s conference) ‘‘to tem-porarilydesist from Prosecutingchanges in the Party constitu-tion’’.
It seemsthattheLCC has dec-ided not to campaign openly for

uncritical acceptance ofthepre-
sent Labour Party leadership.They do not openly attackCLPD’s support for Heffer ag-ainst their hero Kinnock in theleadership elections, nor theCLPD EC’s support for annualleadership and deputy leader-
ship elections. Instead they aretrying to restrict the CLPD todoingvirtuallynothing.Despite their slightly frantic
appeal for LCC/Clause 4 voting
support, and despite the politi-cal logic of their own supportfor ‘unity and don’t fight’, theCLPDleadership is wary of be-ing marginalised by the LCC. In
contrast to the statements they

_

made to the LCC AGM,thatthedifferences between them were
so small that ‘‘thetwo sides can
agree to differ, and [the differ-ences] offer no obstacle to con-tinuing to work together’’, theCLPD EC's statements to its
own AGM have an entirelydifferent tone and content.

In a scarcely disguised (andail tow accurate) attack on theLCC. they state: ““CLPD faces
ar s:ruggie. Nearly all its

ales have abandoned
tS to ensure the com-
of future Labour gov-

ermments to Partypolicies.
“They argue that the Partyshould turm its attention solely

 
  
 

  

 
to (the magic formula) ‘cam-paigning’. The various reasonsgiven for this — that the much-needed constitutional reformshave now been achieved; thatpoliciesare more important: thatParty unity is possible only ifconstitutional reforms are given
up — these reasons amount tolittle more than an attempt tojustify a virtual Capitulation tothe status quo...“The gains made by CLPD
can all too easily be thrown
away: by surrendering to thefashionable demandsfor ‘mass’ballotting of the Party on issues;by abandoningthe campaign for

Jointhe Labour€ommittee onIreland.BM Box 5355, London WCIN 3XX
 

 
accountability... This must not
be allov -4to happen’’.

In this: and other statements
and resolutions, the CLPD EC
goes to great lengths to insist
that CLPD has a reason for con-
tinuingto exist.

Despite the obstacles, includ-
ing the format of the AGM,it is
not possible that those who
were prepared to stand up andfight for left-wing politics inCLPD a year ago have all dis-
appeared. They will provide thebasis for the fight at least to
commit the CLPD to an unequi-vocal position on thewitch-hunt.

Despite all its present de-fects, the CLPD remains a sub-
stantial and important organisa-tion. Much of the support andinfluencethat the CLPD leader-ship won in the fight for demo-
cratic reformsisstillthere. Affil-iations and new members, forexample, show no significantdecline over the previous years,and the South Wales NUM hasuvnated £100 to thecampaign.CLPD’ssize and weight in theLabour Party make it an import-
ant prize for Kinnock and his
supporters. Conversely, to com-mit the CLPD to an unequivocalposition on thewitch-hunt wouldgive a major boost to that cam-paign. Come to theAGM! 
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Internationalnews

Nature brings drought, capitalism
brings famine

A catastropheequivalent to
dozensof Hiroshimasis under-
wayin Africa:massstarvation.
With drought has come famine.
But themisfortunesof naturedo
not explain why so manywilldie
for lackof food, in a rich world.
MAYBE150 million people
in Africa are currently fac-
ing malnutrition or starva-
tion. Several hundreds of
thousands, or maybe mil-
lions, will die of starvation
in thenext few months.

The immediate cause is
drought and an epidemic which
has decimated cattle in many
countries.

In 18 of the states hit by
drought, food production has
been halved in the last two
years. The main areas hit are in
Wasgt Africa, Ethiopia, the
vantustans of South Africa,
Mozambique, Swaziland, and
otherparts of southernAfrica.

100,000 dead
In| Mozambique, 100,000

people have already died of
starvation in the last six
months in one province alone,
andin eight of ten provinces half
of the population is suffering
 

from drought. But Ethiopia is
worst affected. Three million
people there are directly threat-
ened by famine.

It is above all for economic
and social reasons that drought
has such terrible consequences
today. It is the result of the
present organisation of African
agriculture.

Subsistence agriculture,
w...ci1 used to allow the popula-
tion to get through droughts
sumehoworother,no longer has
morethana secondary role.

Most effort for modernisa-
tion and rationalisation is put
into exy..rt products — coffee,
cocoa, groundnuts, fruit, vege-
tables. These crops get the best
land and the most modern tech-
niques, but the African people
get little benefit. The produce
goes directly to the industrialis-
ed countries.

The resulting income to the
African states goes mostly in
prestige projects, bureaucrati-
cally-bungled development
schemes,militaryspending, and
luxurylivingfor the rulingclass.

The short-sighted pursuit of
profit and bureaucratic prestige

|

is alsy decimating the funda-
mental resources of Africa. In
the West African states on the
edge of the Sahara, the desert
is gaining groundyearby year.

According to the United Nat-
ions food and Agriculture Org-
anisation, African subsistence
production per head has been
declining for 10 years, and is
now 11% below the 1969-71
level.

The world slump
compounded the evil. Falling
primary product prices cut the
revenuesof the underdeveloped
states, and madethemless able
to import food.

All this happens at a time
when the world has never had
so muchfood.

Crop
The EEC currently has a

‘grain crisis’ — because next
year’s crop is expected to be so
big! According to the US mini-
ster of agriculture, 290 niillion
tons of grain are piled up in the
stocks of the rich countries,
whilethe food deficit of Africais
only 2.6 milliontons for 1983-4.

The millions of deaths which
willcomein thenext few months
are not ::ue to a natural cata-
strophe. The blameiies withthe
crazy and criminal way of opera-
ting which capitalism imposes
on scciety.

(Adapted froma the French
socialist w~- Lutte Ouvriere).

Bankers welcome coup
THE coup in Nigeria on Satur-
day 31st was the fourth act in a
drama whichstarted in 1981.

Nigeria depends on oil for
95% of its exports and 80% of
its governmentrevenue.

Since 1973, and especially
since 1979, the big capitalist
economieshave donea lot to cut
back their consumption of oil
and to diversify their sources.

Then camethe world slump of
1979-82. Result: stagnationofoil
prices, a decline in demand.

The results for Nigeria were
disastrous. Oil revenues have
slumped to less than half the
level of. 1981: while they are
likely to stabilise now, they are
not going to leap backto their
previouslevels.

Payments for imports are in
serious arrears. Practically
 

Slow growth in 1984
SLOW GROWTHis the most
likely overall prospect for the
world capitalist economy in
1984.

Demandpicked up last year,
mainly thanks to a revival and
massive government  ‘over-
spending’ in the USA. Profits
have also risen sharply, both in
the US andin Britain.

The rate of profit in Britain
has roughly doubled since 1981.
Theproblem (for the capitalists)
is that the increase in the real
rate of return is from only 3% to
about 6%.

This makesthe rate of profit
to be gained from investing in
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production now marginally
higher than the rate of interest
to be gained by just lending
money out — but only margin-
ally. Industrial investment,
therefore, remains at a low
level.

This is speciallytrue in Britain
wheretherate of profit is lower
than in other major capitalist
countries; but investmentis not
strong elsewhere. This sets
severe limits to the economic
upturn.

Moreover,theUS cannot sus-
tain its huge trade deficit and
government budgetdeficit for
very long. At present the dollar
is still strong as against other
currencies, but the logic of the
situation is for an eventual
collapse of the dollar — to be
followed by panic policies of
‘deflation’ in the US and a new
world slump.

The terrible economic plight
of Third World countries, from
industrialised Brazil and Mexico
to acutely-underdeveloped
Africa, is another factor
depressing world trade. So is the
stagnation of the oil market,
which means that the bonanza
which they advanced capitalist
countries’ producers of machin-
ery and equipment have been
enjoying in the oil states will
dry up.

every capital project in the coun-

try has been halted or seriously
cut back. Talkshave been going
on withthe IMFsince April last
year. Food imports for the
rapidly-growing urban popula-
tion have been cut back, leading
to drastic price increases. In
many areas government employ-
ees have not received wages for
monthsat atime.

Act 2 of the drama was the
brutal expulsion of 1% million
migrant workers in January-
February 1983 — an attempt by
the governmentto find a scape-
goat.

Act 3 was the rigging of the
election in August 1983. Opposi-
tion voters were baton-charged
as they queued outside polling
stations. Polling stations in
opposition areas were starved of
ballot papers. Inflated elector-
ates were invented for pro-
government areas. Voting
returns werefalsified. This was
the only way the government
party could ensurea victory.

Coup
Act 4is thecoup. A charadeof

democracy has now

_
been

replacedby no democracyat all.
The internationalbankersare

cautiously rejoicing. The Finan-
cial Times suggests that the
‘‘would react positively to the
coupasit is likely thata military
regimewillbe better able to put
Nigeria’s housein order

. . .
the

military government will feel
less constrained by domestic
politics, and couldmove ahead
more quickly on the economic
reforms which the IMF is
urging.”

The reaction of the mass of
Nigeria’s 90 million people is,
from all accounts, weary dis-
gust. The rapidly-growing
Nigerian working class has not
yet found a voice of its own. But
it cannot be long beforeit does.

of 1979-82:

From
the
‘Econoraist’

 
  
  
 
   
 
  
  
   
   
 

Drought-affected

 

GUINEA!
BISSAU 

siena\ |LEONE
LIBERIA

 

ALGERIA

Africa’sdry lands

UNISIA

 ZAIRE
RWANDA

BURUNDI

AZILAND
OTHO

DJIBOUTI

MADAGASCAR Areas of
conflict

Outbreaks of
rinderpest

9 Miles 800  

Lebanon: the wound gets deeper
USfor a withdrawalof troops.Andrew Hornung reports

on the continuing war
THE multi-nationalforce, which
describes itself as a ‘‘peace-
keeping’’ contingent, sat tight
just before New Year asIsraeli
gun-boats pounded the shore
near the northLebanesecity of
Tripoli.The official position wasthat they did not wish to inter-
fere.

At the same time the US has
instructed President Gemayel to
extend his army’s area of control
in Beirut. So far this reaction-
ary has not even been able to
establish firm control in the
capital!

NowthatSyria has succeeded
in splitting Fatah, the central
component of the Palestine

Liberation Organisation,establishing a grip on the Fonh
fighters in Lebanon, it is pos-
sible that -sharp divisions
betweenthesefighters and Syria
will lead to further outbreaks of
warfare.

This, then, is the current
state of the imperialist solution:
Lebanon is as war-torn as ever;
the local partners of imperialism
andIsrael! prove unable to fulfil
theirpromises; the stateless and
impoverished refugees are
worse off than ever and further
thanever away from their goals;
unity of the forces of the Pales-
tinianleft is put numericallyinto
the shade by a developing right-
ist alliance on a religious basis
among the Muslims; pressure
grows both in Israel and in the

Meanwhile the Britis
government continues to bac
Reagan.

The imperialists have not gc
their way — neither have thei
opponents. Thus the woun
simply becomes deeper, mor
infected and harderto cure. Th
cynics of the US State Depart
ment can, however, take grir
pleasure in the scene of PLé
leader, Yasser Arafat, embrac
ing the Egyptian President an
pinning his hopes on the Fe
plan. He has denouncedthei
plan, the Reagan plan, but hi
pronouncements have register
ed another shift to the righ
withinthe PLO leadership — nc
a newshift, but an old drift nov
consolidatedand madeofficial.
 

EEC THIEVESFALL OUT
NEXTstop in the EEC’s budget
crisis is the summit of EEC
governments in March, when
the EEC’sfinancialyearcloses.

On December 15, the EEC
Parliament amended the EEC
budgetto put the rebates due to
Britain and to West Germany
into thereserves instead of pay-
ing them out. In retaliation,
Margaret Thatcher has threat-ened to withhold British pay-
ments to EKC funds.

The Common Agricultural
Policy (CAP) is running out of
money, and having to postpone
payments. An EEC summit on
December 4-6, due to discuss
CAP reform, ended without
even producing an official com-
munique.

CAPis the root of the crisis.
Underthispolicy high prices are
maintained for agricultural
products within the EEC, these
high prices are maintained by
tariff ‘walls, and producers are
subsidised so that they can
export outside theEEC at knock-
down prices. (The EEC is the
world’s biggest agricultural
exporter, after theUS).

Obviously such a policy is
more advantageous to countries
like France — with 18% .of its
exports agricultural products
— and Ireland thanto Britain or
West Germany,withonly a 7 or
8% agricultural share in
exports. Hencetheconflict.

There are extremely power-
ful motives for the EEC govern-
ments to come to an agreement.
Every one of the West European

 
By Colin Foster
 
economies is highly dependent
on internationaltrade, and every
one of themdoesa large percen-
tage of its exports within
Western Europe — from 54%
for Britain to 67% for West
Germany. A’fraying-apart of the
EEC would be disastrous for
them.

In Britain the crisis has been
the occasion for a great deal of 

shameful nationalist rhetoric
from Labour Party leaders
The issue, however, is no
Britain vs. the EEC, but the
irrationalityof capitalist agricul
ture.

Socialists should be fighting
for a restructuring of agricul
ture based on theprinciples o'
a guaranteed livelihood for the
smallfarmers and farm workers
and production for the needso!
the hungry of the world, rather:
than on fat profits for big capit:
alist farmers and for agribusi-
ness.

PRSeeSEeee

THE Leicester and Disgrict Trades
Council has sent the following
letter to the Polish Ambassador:
DearSirs,

I have been instructed by
delegates representing 36,000
trade unionists in the city of
Leicester to demand the release
of’ Edmund Baluka who has
recently been jailed for five years
on what we regard as trumped-up
charges. In reality he has been
jailed for legitimate trade union
activities which are the right of
workers the world over.

Yoursfaithfully,
B.J. Prangle,

Secretary



 
TUC’s Employmentand

ganisation Committee
POC) met as far back as
tober 19, when thefirst

junctions were granted to
— to restrain the NGA

om writing to advertisers
ask them not to deal with

*s papers, and to stop
secondary picketing of
Bury and Warrington

ts. .

E:POC haveverbal support but
posed the mass picketing. On
onday November28 theconse-
ence of the NGA’s firm stand
s clear forall to see.

he initial £50,000 fine, the
sal of the union to pay it,

d their refusal to call of the
keting, had been met by
questration of the NGA’s
pets. The weekend’s Fleet
eet stoppages had led to

sands of workers being
fked out.
it was the hour for leadership.
was thetime whenacall for a
e-day general strike could
ve taken thetide.

Instead, as injunctions worth
million piled up against a
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binet promised only financial
pport so that the union could

outits legal functions.
At this stage Murray made

to the NGA leaders that
it was it.

hey could expect no more
m the full General Council
eting on Friday 2nd.

This news, and the witch-
nt generated by the mass
keting led the NGAleadersto
aken.
Dn Friday 2nd they called a
ek’s truce. Just at a crucial
Int in the struggle they
noved their central pressure,
return for talks which were
post certain to be unproduc-
By this time mass picketing
itself was insufficient to win
battle. But the masspicket-
provided an essential focus

H a possible dynamic for what
B required: the extension of
dispute.

You can see why the NGA did
‘They knew it could not win
dispute alone. On that same
, Friday December 2, the.General Council took only 20
tes to ‘offer financial

port as long as the dispute
kept withinthelaw.
his was, of course, tanta-

ont to no support at all.
Dnce again, none of the TUC
wingers — not Evans, not

kins, not Gill, no Sapper, not
erstaffe -— opposed this

sion or even put it to the
They remained silent

e an NGA appeal for the
to call on affiliates to

pilise for the mass pickets
rejected.
was, said Murray, up to the
vidual unions, not a matter
theTUC.
Questioned about the

ct thedispute could have on
TUC’'s tentative relations

the government, Mr
wav explained that it had no
exce at all and the TUC

fic

ccuim€ to see govern-
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Jenkins: will he act to support
theNGA?

ment ministers about economic
matters, pensions, and the
political levy.’’ (Guardian,
December3).

The NGA then compounded
its original error in calling off
thepicket.

““Mr Joe Wade, NGA General
Secretary, said after themeeting
that he was happy at the deci-
sion.’’ (Guardian, December
3).

Tony Dubbins explained that
his earlier criticism of the
General Council really onlyapplied to Terry Duffy and Alis-
tair Graham.

During the seven day truce
Shah failed to negotiate. And
worse: before the truce ended

“he had returnedto court and the
NGAwerefineda furtherhalf-a-
millionpounds.

To give them full credit they
again did not cave in. They
decided to test the water bycalling a one-day national print
strike for the following Wednes-
day, and to take up the fightagainst Murray at the EPOC
meetingon Monday12th.

The EPOCdecision to support*the NGA strike, the denunci-
ationof thatdecision by Murray,
and its later reversal (29-21) by
the full General Council were
dramaticenough.

But in one senseit wasall a
storm in a teacup.

When the General Counci.
reconvened on December 21,there was only one passingreference to the Messengerdispute. It was this: Moss
Evans and Clive Jenkins objec-ted to the minutes of the Black
Wednesday meeting. They
stressed that they did not
(repeat, not) accept that their
advocacy of a sympathetic and

' supportive attitude to the NGA
“at that meeting constituted
‘explicit support’ as recorded
in theminutes.

The only support these two
heroes claimedthatthe left had
fought to give the NGA was
‘non-explicit’ support!

All the NGA and thelefts
asked for on December 12 was a
message of support. They were
not saying that the TUC should
encourage membersoraffiliates
to strike on Wednesday Decem-
ber 16 or even take more limited
formsofaction.

Moss’ Evans specificallystated that he was not talkingabout. bringing dockers out on
strike.

But Murray and the rightwing were absolutely deter-
mined to avoid giving evenimplicit support! They wished to
avoid any paper statement
which gave any kind of support
to the strike, even if everybody,right and left wingers, under-
stood thatit was a pure token.

They argued that any supportcould make the TUC an access-
ory to the NGA’s contempt of
court. Murray was also con-
cerned that even a mild state-
ment of support could be usedby the NGA and that the
struggle could snowball and take
the TUC ‘‘down the pathto ageneral strike.”’

And so the TUC rejected,
not only effective struggleagainst the Tories, but even a
paper declaration of support for
a unionfightingforitslife.

 

Fight back
THE CLIMBDOWN of the
NGA over the Stockport
Messenger dispute is a
severe setback for the Left
and the whole labour
movement.

NGA general secretary Joe
Wade was absolutely correct
when he described the TUC’s
decision to betray his union as
‘‘an appallingcapitulation to the
government’s anti-union legis-
lation’’.

His deputy Tony Dubbins
hit the nail on the head when
he pointed out that long-term,
‘*... it’s going to affect the over-
all membership of the trade un-
ions, their bargaining
strength... In other words you
are sowing the seeds for the
death of effective trade union-
ism in thiscountry’’.

These are not just two more
pieces of empty platform rhetor-
ic. The results of the debacle
are already on show.

Speeded up
The Guardian reported on

December 19: ‘‘Government
ministers have been sufficiently
encouraged bytheresults of the
Messenger dispute to consider
speeding up further industrial
relations legislation.The options
facingMr Kinginclude bringing
forward the date by which
employers must hold ballots if
the closed shopisto retain legal
immunity, publishing a consult-
ative documentrestricting strik-
es in the essential services,
and toughening up the trade
union democracybill’’.

Wecan also see the impact on
the leadership of the trade un-
ions. The National Union of
Journalists has hitherto been
one of the few unions determin-
ed andhard in its opposition to
the Tory laws.

Refused

Like the NGA,it refused to
abide by an injunction over the
Stockport Messenger dispute.
Untilnow it had refused to abide
by the terms of a High Court
injunction awarded to David
Dimbleby after: NUJ members
struck over his attempt to trans-
fer printing to the anti-union
T.Bailey Forman outfit. As rec-
ently as December 10 the NUJ
executive unanimously resolved
not to comply with the legal
order made under the Tebbit
Act, but instead to hold a
special conferenceto discuss the
issue in January.

The NUJ had also appealed to
theTUCfor support.

In the aftermathof the Gener-
al Council’s decision not to sup-
port theNGA,theunion decided
to withdrawits strike instruction
to the Dimbleby chapel immed-
iately and appeal to the Houseof
Lords against the injunction.

When Dimbleby went back to
the court for proof that the
instruction had been properly
communicated, we had the sad
and unedifying spectacle of NUJ
deputy secretary Bob Norris
— who until then had been a
militant campaigner against the
legislation — reading out a legal
affidavit stating thatno member
on the Dimbleby papers would
face disciplinary action if they
returned to work.

‘The union, Bob Norris ‘said,
was ‘distancing’ itself from the
strikers, who were now com-
pletely free agents. It was claim-
ing backthedispute benefitpaid
to thechapel in advance.

The chapelitself, at the Rich-
mond and Twickenham Times,
is standing firm. The NUJ has
good legal advance that it will
win in the Lords. Nonetheless
the union has reversedits ini-
tial principled stand. It has
taken the first step into the
labyrinthinelegal web.

   

John Mcllroy writes on:

The TUC, theNGAand theanti-union

 
The mass pickets: dropped by theNGA

Bob Norris knows as well as
I do how the legal snare works.
And yet he is now saying what
would have stuck in his throat
before Black Wednesday: Don’t
rely on your own independent
action. Let seven impartial
belted peers of the realm decide
whether you or Dimbleby are
-ight.

Perhapsit still sticks in Bob
Norris’s throat. Nevertheless he
has. disoriented the union
membership.

It is easy to see why it has
happened. The NUJ possesses
not one tenth of the discipline,
muscle and money of the NGA...
and look what happened to the
NGA. How can the NUJ stand
alone? Unions which possess
not one twentiethof the princip-
les of the NUJ will have already
taken thepoint.

The NGA put its head above
the firing line. It stood up to be
counted. In a_ principled
fashionit followed what it saw as
TUCpolicy. It ended up publicly
disownedbythe leaders of Brit-
ain’s unions, its assets control-
led by the state, fined half a
millionpounds and with enough
outstanding writs to knock its
organisation back into the
middleof thelast century.

The lesson drawn in union
offices up and down the country
will be: ‘We must obey the law,
and so must our members’. The
response of many of those mem-
bers will be weary disgust and
demoralisation.

If this is not to happen, then
we urgently need to examine the
lessons of BlackWednesday.

‘Build from the rank a

The road ran st
from Blackpool

THE TUC’s inbred fear of
class confrontation made the
ambiguities in the Wembley
policy fatal.

The June 9 election result
settled any doubt. It was
Murray’s opportunity. Within
weeks he was pushing through
talkswiththeTory government.

The Blackpool TUC Congress
consolidated the turn to the
right.

The concessions to the TUC
lefts that the Wembley pro-
grammerepresented were with-
drawn. The compromise
remained on paper. It was fin-
ishedin practice.

The position now was simply
this:The 1980 and 1982 Employ-
ment Acts would be accepted in
return for the most minor con-
cessions on the political levy.
Appeasement was the orderof
the day. It must be made to
work.

In the autumnthepost office
engineers’ executive asked
Murray for advice. What would
the TUC do if they ignored the
injunction awarded to Mercury
tu stup their boycott on this
private-enterprise telecommun-
ications firm being linked in to

 

British TMelecom?
Murray felt bold enough to

declare: ‘‘Congress has not yetdecided that any union obeying
an injunction would be contra-
vening Congresspolicy.”’

There was no question of the
TUC setting out to break or

pncourage membersto break the
aw.””

The bosses stepped up their
attack.

In the workplaces there was
the determined attempt to push
through privatisation in British
Telecom; the derisory offer to
the miners; the attempts to
imposethe ‘‘slaves’ charter’’ in
shipbuilding; the ripping-up of
the water industry closed shop;
a score of small stoppages over
redeployment, speed-up and
victimisation, and withdrawal
of union facilities.

And in the courts, the writs
involving Shell workers, Mer-
cury, the NUJ, SOGAT, and the
NGA.

Legacy
Heath’s defeats by the

dockers in 1972 and the miners
in 1974 gave control of the ToryParty to the Thatcherites. But
they also left a legacy of fear of
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aight
drastic consequences fromunions, and specifically fear

ruse of the law, among Tories
amongbosses.
s recently as December
1, both the Institute of
onnel Managers and the
of International Harvesters
attacking what is now the
Employment Act. Twelve

nths before the British Insti-
p of Management wasstating

theywant a climate in which, can work with responsible
le unionists to attack and
come the problems which

holding us back.
“Managersare notlookingfor
plesale changes in the law,

in no way are they seeking
attack legitimate trade union
hts.”
The TUC’sretreat, following

June election, changed that
,-both in the boardrooms

in theTory Party.
spite Murray’s pléadings,

Queen’s Speech announced
w trade union bill dealing
the political levy, internal

m democracy and ballots
re industrialaction.

ats of more of the same
strikes in essential services
bruited.

d file

  
 
  
   

LEN Murray,of course, has
‘helped sabotage struggles
before — from the sea-
men’s strike in 1976 to the
ASLEFdispute in 1982.

What was new was his
willingnessto publiclydenounce
the decision of a TUC commit-
tee. And this from a ‘civil
servant’, a functionary — a marf®
who,unlike most General Coun-
cil members, has never been
elected by anyone.

The first and most obvious
lesson of the NGAdisputeis that
we need new leaders. We need
to clearout theold gang.

The secondis thatwe need to
deepen the struggle for accoun-
tabilityand union democracy.

Andthethirdis that it will be
an uphillfight.

It would be a grave mistake to
let the TUC lefts off the hook.
Yes, the right have an inbuilt
majority. The EPOC decision
would not even have happened if
four absentees had turned up.

But why was it left to:Clive
Jenkins alone to denounce
Murray? Why did not one left
leader launch a fight to bring
members out in support of the
NGA?

It was difficult, yes: but why
did nobody even try? The only
direct actioncame from SOGAT,
which instructed its members
not to cross NGApicketlinesif
theone-daystrikecameoff.

What did the lefts do to
counter the incessant  anti-
NGApropagandaon theTV and
in the papers by Murray and
Graham and Duffy? .

The level of their contribu-
tion was only slightly carica-
tured by TGWU representative
Larry Smithwho arguedthatthe
problem wasthatthejudges had
incorrectly interpreted the law
and thatthe NGA werein reality
doing nothingillegal!

And even now, rather than
drawing out the lessons of the
debacle, prominent lefts are
talking about ‘no recrimina-
tions’.

A bitter lesson of the dispute
is that whilst the lefts are pre-
paredto go an inch further than
the right wing, they are not
preparedto launcha struggle to
defend basic trade unionrights.

Where, at the height of the
dispute, was Moss Evans? he
was walking side by side with
his ‘‘opponent’’ Len Murrayinto
a meeting with the Tories and
the employers at the National
Economic Development Council.

The NGA:left in the lurch by the TUC

ORGANISE TO CHANGE THE UNIONS

     

And the Financial Times repor-
ted: ‘‘. .. the left wing general
secretary of the TGWUcalled
for more top level contact
between unions and
employers.”’

What about the NGAleaders?
I think it is wrong to lump Joe
Wade and Tony Dubbins
together with Len Murray, as
the Socialist Workers Party did:
‘The treachery of Len Murray
and the cowardice of Joe Wade
and Tony Dubbins have given
the Tories a victory they could
not have expected.’’ (SW 864).

We think the NGA should
have maintained the mass
picketing and maintained the
national one day strike. That
would haveprovided a far better
chanceof beatingMurray and of

Already wobbling at Wembley
THE measure of Murray’s
behaviour in dark Decem-
ber can be seen in the
bouquets lavishly. tossed
his way by thegutter press.

‘‘A great day for democracy’’,
crowed the Sun. ‘‘Wehavefirst
to salute Mr Murray. Had not
theTUC general secretary taken.
his lonely courageous stand on
Monday night, the NGA print
union would have stopped
yesterday’s paper in defiance
of thecourts’’.

Even Employment Minister
Tom King found timeto congrat-
ulate Murray on saving the
unions from disaster, and in the
Commons on December 15 Mrs
Thatcher herself praised
Murray’s ‘‘courageous action’”’
in supporting theuse ofher laws
against a TUCaffiliate.
“In the midst of this cockcrow

of congratulation from Capital,
any Judas with a residual ember
of class consciousness would
havefelt a sparkof shame.

Not so Murray.Forhis betray-
al was neither sudden nor
recent.

Even in its specific form it
could be seen coming a long
time ago.

In the last weeks a lot has
been made of thedecisions on
fighting the legislation at the
TUC Special Conference of Exe-
cutives at Wembley in early
1982, and how Murray and the
General Council have departed
from thepolicy agreed there.

It is true that at the Special
Conference the air was filled

 

 
winningthedispute.

Wewould have preferred an
all-out nationalprint strike.

But theNGAleaders — alone,
deserted by the TUC, with the
union’s assets sequestrated —

cannot be equated with Murray,
or even with the feeble TUC
‘lefts’

.

Despite the TUC betrayal,
moves continue to pursue the
dispute. The meetings between
left unions and the plans for
demonstrations should be fully
supported. Anything which can
bring together even those who
are prepared to go an inch
beyond Murray is to be wel-
comed. Anything which can
crack the stranglehold of the
right over the movementis to be
welcomedvigorously.

with blood-curdling war-whoops
that would have terrified John
Wayne himself. It is true that
Murray was up on the podium
spouting:

“If while unions are going
about their proper function they
run up against laws which
threaten their very survival as
effective bodies, then nobody
should be surprised if union
members say, ‘we can’t live
withthelaw’.

That is the danger which any
governmentcourts if it puts ord-
inary men and womeninto situa-
tions where theyare left with no
option but to resist an unjust
law and to face fearlessly the
consequences that flow from
doing that’’.

The TUC Printing Industries
Committee, involving unions
such as the NGA and NUJ,
tried to strengthen the docu-
ment, realising that they would
be amongthefirst in the legal
firing line. They were informed
by Ken Graham, a full-time
Great Russell Street function-
ary, thatthiswas not allowed.

In reviewing the platform ad-
opted by the Special Conferen-
ce, we wrote at thetime, in Soc-
ialist Organiser no.111:

“The plan failed to stop
Tebbit reaching the statute
book. It will almost certainly
fail to stop the Tebbitlaws when
theyare used’’. .

Weexplained why.Point 5 of
the TUCplatform — the section
that we have all been quoting
in the past month,

_
states:

‘‘Where the General Council
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Nonetheless, industrial
action, and only industrial
action,can win thisdispute.

Wehavesuffered a defeat. It
would be fatal to ignore that. It
would also be wrong to under-
estimate thescale of thedefeat.

The Tories and the employers
are more confident than ever.
The most right wing, do-nothing
strands in the trade union
leadership are strengthened.
Rank andfileactivists are dis-
gusted and disheartened.

_

But thedefeat must be seen in
proportion.

Asmallminority have learned
a great deal in the last few
weeks, about the role of the
state, about class law, about the
TUCleadership. For some,their
hatred of the TUC is producing

receive a request to assist a un-
ion faced by or experiencing
legal actionby an employer, and
are satisfied that assistance
from the movementis justified,
theyare empowered:

(1) To coordinate action- by
otheraffiliatedunions in support
of the union in difficulties,
includingifnecessary calling for
industrial action against the
employer concerned or more
widely...’’

The explanatory rubric com-
ments: ‘‘While there is a con-
sequent need for flexibilityof
tactics, the General Council will
stand ready where they are
satisfied it is warranted io
organise support’’.

The TUC then added: ‘‘That
cannot mean, nor wouldaffiliat-
ed unions expect (!!!), that a
union or a group of its members
encountering legal difficulties
should automatically receive

 

 

   

anger, not demoralisation.
The Dimbleby Newspapers

NUJ chapel are maintaining
theirstrike despite the TUC sell-
out and despite the NUJ’s con-
sequentwithdrawalof support.

The loyalty and determination
of the ordinary members of the
NGA show that leadership can
still receive'a firm response.

Whenthey started their dis-
- pute, the Dimbleby NUJ chapel

were sure that they were enter-
ing a long battle. They were not
sure theycould win.

They voted unanimously for
industrialaction and immediate-
ly after the dispute four other
membersof staff joined the NUJ
and thedispute.

That is the sort of spirit we
have to buildon.

support from the TUC irrespec-
tive of thecircumstances’’.

“They [the General Council]
would need to be satisfied that
the union was justified in the
action it was taking and would
also expect the union to take
full account of the views they
might express about the form
and continuation of the action
which had givenrise to the legal
case’’.

In Socialist Organiser no.111
wesaid that the TUC statement
was drafted: ‘‘... to provide a
series of carefully drafted loop-
holes to protect the General
Council... this programme is
intended to centralise strategy
in the hands of the General
Council. Relying on pacifism,
dreaming of a future Labour
government, TUC control is
likely to imprison struggles ag-
ainst Tebbitwithin the political
limitations of the General Coun-
cil, paralysingtheirpotential’.

Support the NGA
march Demonstrationcalled by

the NGAagainst Shah

in Warrington
January 22

SIYaVHNHOrF
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Final part of John O’Mahony’s article on thehistoric 1983 Ard Fheis

AT THE 1983 Sinn Fein:
Ard Fheis, radical republi-
cans won a clear victory for
a turn to politics — and this
in an organisation that
started out as an explicitly
right-wing and_tradition-
alist reaction against ‘poli-
tics’ and ‘socialism’ in the.
Republican movement,
and whosefirst pronounce-
ments in 1970 had been
denunciations of ‘extreme
socialism’.

It was thepolitical triumph of
Northern Republicans who have
long beentheradicalwing of the
movement,

dn the first two parts of this
article we examined the historyof Republicanism and: the main
events in Northern Ireland since
1968. We need,finally,to exam-
ine the period immediatelylead-
ing up tothe. 1983 Ard Fheis.

After thepower-sharing exec- '

utive collapsed under the blows
of the Orange general strike in
1974, the film of events since
1972 began to wind backwards,destroying thehopesof the maj-ority of the Catholics — and of
the British government — that
a new political superstructurecould be established in North-
ern Ireland on the basis of the
sectarian Six County unit.

The IRA had beenin the dol-drums in late 1973 and early1974, when the power-sharing
executive was being set up and
worked.

It was pushed very much to
thesidelines during the decisive
struggle between the Protest-
ants and the British government(and its Unionist and SDLP
agents) in May 1974.

Then the IRA’sfirst response
to thewreckof Britain’s strategy
was a surge of energeticmilitarism, which included astepped-up campaign in Britain.

When things slowed down,itbecameclear that the Republic-
an movement was seriouslydisoriented. It must have been
pretty clear to many in that
movement that they had beendecisively checkmated by the
General Strike.

Launched
For most of 1975 there was an

IRA ceasefire in Northern Ire-
land. This was the year in which
Britain’s Labour governmentset
up an elected assembly to try to
work out an agreed constitution
to replacethe one that the Prot-
estant workers wrecked in mid
1974.

.Sinn Fein was allowed to set
up ‘incident centres’, recognis-ed by the British authorities,through which a considerable
amount of contact and collabor-
ation took place.

In early 1976: the constitu-
tional assembly’s Protestant
Majority reported its conclu-
sions to the British govern-
ment: that majority (that is,Proesxant: rule be restored im-
mecumey Brzair rejected this.
& secucec oo mass ar erd wo the
seer ke pecs omioxrs
mul 2 blag i Raclise the
So laces
Tk meat making miliarydefem of the IRA the cenral

mmmediae goal, for the IRA

 

 
Hitby a plastic bullet

was the source of both the
military offensive that directly
challenged British rule and
partition, and indirectly the
causeof theProtestant unrest.

Britain launcheda new offens-
ive against the IRA. As always,
it translated itself into a savageassaulton the Catholiccommun-
ity, a sizeable part of which
gives active or passive support
to the IRA.

Political status was withdrawn
for all paramilitaries convicted
after April 1976.

During the 1975 c@isefire
some observers had not been
at all sure that there would
ever be a full resumption of the
IRA’s military offensive. When
the offensive was resumed, it
lackedsomeofits old vigour.

The IRA was,byall accounts,
in a bad state of morale. Its
discipline and organisation had
been undermined during the
ceasefire. Its survival and reviv-
al was partly due to the British
offensive, which massivelyalienated the Catholic
population.

The IRA reorganised itself on
a, tighter cell structure and
fought back.

Individuals in the Republican
movement may havebelievedit
necessary for them to go poli-
tical. But the movement didn’t
decide to do that. Conditions in
the North pushed them towards
politics, as the tragic five-yearstruggle in the prison campsbuilt up towards the climax of
the 1981 hungerstrike.

In response to the Labour
government’s withdrawal of
the ‘special status’ conceded by
the Tories in 1972, Republican
prisoners began the ‘blanket
protest’. They refused to wear
prison clothes. When confined
to their cells in blankets, theyrefused to ‘slop out’.

Outside, ‘Relatives Action
Committees’ agitated and built
up support. Over five years the
Catholic mass movement

_reneweditself, focusing on the
prisoners.

By the time Bobby Sands waselected MP, and died on hungerstrike — the first of ten — in
1981, the Catholic mass move-
ment was on a scale not seen
since 1972. There were evenstirrings in the South, for the
first time since 1972.

When the hungerstrike was
over, the Republican leaders
had to decide what to do about
the fact that their main gainshad beenpoliticalgains, both in
terms of community support and
of tangible results.

The state of the SDLP made
politics — the chance to become
the electorally recognised re-

 

presentative of the Catholic
community — irresistible to
theRepublican leadership. After
years of wasting and going to
seed in the no -politics wilder-
ness imposed in Northern Ire-
land by Britain after 1976, the

“SDLP had been forced by the
feeling in the Catholiccommun-
ity into reluctant, tepid supportfor thehungerstrike.

It was pushed into the in-
vidious position of indirectlysupporting the Provisionals,therebyconcedinga tremendous
moral advantage to them.

A new approach rose out of
the grave of Bobby Sands MP.
‘An armalite in one hand, and a
ballot paper in the other’, be-
camethe self-definition of the
radical wing of the Republicans,based in the North. This was
the politics that took over the
national organisation at Novem-
ber’s Ard Fheis.

Theradicalisationof Sinn Fein
had many complexities. (Andit
was accompaniedby a turn awayfrom any serious notion of con-
ciliatingthe Protestant workers.
But the abandonment of ‘fed-
eralism’is a big subjectin itself,
and has already been discussed
at some lengthin SO).

Conviction
The Provisional Sinn Fein and

IRA were born in a reaction ag-ainst a one-sided turn to a var-
iant (quasi-Stalinist) of left-wingpolitics. Their leaders were of
the_traditional|Republican
mould, plebeianbut right wing,formed around one-issue poli-
tics and possessing an ideology
in which nationalism wasclose-
ly fused withCatholicism.

One reason why the Republi-
cansin the ’40s and ’50s were sounrelievedly right wing — in
contrast to the ’20s and ’30s,
and earlier — was the thinness
of its ranks. Scattered over the
surface of Irish society, theylacked organic contact, involve-
ment, or concern, as a political
movement, withthe social prob-
lems of either workers or small
farmers.

In the North in the ’70s it was
different. The Catholics of the
cities and towns werethe spec-ially oppressed, in semi-perm-
anent unemployment, sunk in
poverty and often in hopeless-
ness.

In addition, the leaders of the
Republican movement and its
activists saw their own reflec-
tion in movements of the
oppressedthroughouttheworld,just as the Catholicsof Derry in
the late "60s saw themselves as
the counterparts of the Blacks
in the USA.(They called them-
selves ‘white blacks’).

Apart andaside from all ques-tions of political conviction, a
movementlike the Provisionals
in conditions like Northern
Ireland’s has an additional and
imperious reason to be radical
— it needs to attach as manypeople as possible to its nation-
alist cause. Social agitation and
becoming involved in commun-
ity politics has the same recom-
mendations to the Irish-separa-
tist physical-force politician in
Belfast as to the parliamentary
Liberalpolitician in Liverpool —

it builds support, it makes the
politician the champion of the
community.

The political faction of the
Provisionals initially presented
their ideas to the movement as
an essential part of the social
logistics of fighting a prolonged
guerilla war which, they said,
might last for 20 years.

The other strand woven into
“the new approach was the

powerful historical tradition of
left-wing, mainly populist,
Republicanism, which the
Northernersinevitablydrew on.

In the 1960s James Connolly’s
writings began to be widely
circulated and known for the
first time in decades. But the
reservoir of left-wing Republic-
 

presented over many decades
by George Gilmore and Paedar
O’Donnell.

The other source of Republi-
can populism is Stalinism. The
notion of the two-stage revolu-
tion — first complete-the ‘bour-
geois revolution’,and only then
fight for socialism — was trans-
lated into ‘Irish’as the idea that
nationalindependence had to be
‘completed’ as a first stage to-
wardssocialism.

The native strand of left
Republicanism,moving logicallytowards working-class politics,
metup withthe Stalinists in the
’30s, and hadall its nationalist

‘Irish workerswho really want to fight for a socialist
Ireland willhave to go beyond thepopulism of Sinn
Fein,and take their stand on working-classMarxist
socialism’.
 

.

‘Saoirse’ — ‘Freedom’
— ontheflag  

anism is only indirectly linked
to Connolly. It has two distinct
sources, both

_
post-datingConnolly.

Oneis a development of Rep-ublicanismtowards involvementwith ‘the men of no property’in the aftermathof the defeat of
the Republicans andthesetting
up of theFree State at thebegin-ning of the 1920s. This is a gen-uine populism, with typicalpopulist lack of clear distinc-
tion between workers and farm-
ers who make up ‘the people’.Real concern for the people -is
combinedwith the hard-headed
nationalist belief that national-
ism needs them (rather than
themneedingnationalism).

We must turn to the men of
no property, said Wolfe Tone in
the 1790s, and his words weredeliberately picked up and re-
peatedbythesocialist Republic-
an Liam Mellowes, writing from
Mountjoy jail in 1922 about the
deal that the southern Irish
bourgeoisie had made with the
British Empire to subvert and
overthrow the Irish Republic.(Mellowes was later shot by the
Free State government).

This Republicanism was re-

  
limits reinforced and strength-
ened. ‘First win the broad com-
mon demandfor the independ-
ent national Republic — and
then go for the Workers’ Re-
public’ was the slogan of the
majority of the left-wing Repub-
lican Congress, which included
the Stalinists, in 1934.

These ideas gained influence
in the ’70s becausetheyseemed
to offer a_ reconciliation of
socialist and radical goals with
an immediate focus on the nat-ionalist war in the Six Counties
— begun by the Provisionals in
theirright-wingphase.

Force
So where is Sinn Fein at afterthe Ard Fheis? It is where sec-tions of the Republican move-ment have often been before.Gerry Adams’ speech was the

measureofit.
Adamsmade it plain that the

organisation under the newleadership will continue the warin theNorth.
There is no reason to questionthe sincerity of this declaration.

The question is: are those

 
right who see the change in the
Provisionals as the beginningof
a journey that leads away from
physicalforce on principle?

That road has already been
travelled by the ex-Republican
Free Staters in the 20s; by the
ex-Republican Fianna Fail in
the 30s; and by the ex-Republi-
can Clann na Poblachta in the
403. In all of these cases,
sectionsof Sinn Fein,stripped of
the commitment to physical
force on principle, became more
or less radical bourgeois parlia-
mentary parties.

On thequestion of abstention-
ism, the Ard Fheis was, as we
saw in part 1, somewhat self-
contradictory. Nevertheless
there was a tremendous depart-
ure from the bedrock principles
of the movement whenit decid-
ed to take seats (should it win
them)in theEEC Parliament.

This makes a bizarre situa-
tion. In the Six Counties, a
radical organisation mightchoose asa tactic (on grounds of
the artificial nature of the state)
what Sinn Fein arrives at from
tradition andfirst principles.In the 26 Counties, Sinn
Fein’s abstentionism is utter-
ly absurd. The 26 Countyparlia-
ment has operated for 60 years
as a stable bourgeois demo-

“ eracy whose legitimacy is sup-ported by the vast majority of
the population. Any move be-
yond this system is a matter of
persuasion andpoliticalprocess-
es. In practice the Republicans
accept this: since the ’40s, de-
spite incidents like the recentkidnapping of the millionaire
Don Tidey, it has been an art-
icle of faith that there is nopolitical basis for war on the 26Countystate.

The massive reaction to the
killingof one policeman and one
soldier in the 26 Counties —

thereis still talk of banning Sinn
Fein — should remind the Re-
publicanswhy theyadopted that
policy backin the ’40s.

Yet while in practice accept-ing it has to work within the
26 County framework,Sinn Fein
refuses to participate in parlia-
ment:it is just ‘a stone to troub-ie the living stream’of political
ife.

Why? Because the Republi-
can movementis a single-issue
movement. Onto the stem of
that single issue, radical social
politics have been grafted, orhave sprouted,at different times
over the decades, but absten-
tionism has remained funda-
mental. It has been the guar-
antee against being distracted,
the way to ensure that social
questions cut channels to the
national question and do notdisplaceit.

Meanwhile, Sinn Fein willparticipate in the much lesssolidly-established EEC Parlia-
ment.

Inevitably,the approach deci-ded by the Ard Fheiswillgener-ate pressure to break fromabstentionism.
If electoral results are even apart of your objective, then itmakessensenotto give yourselfthehandicapof additionallyhav-

ing to convince people to votefor a non-practisingparliament-
ary representative.

The Ard Fheis’s approach hasalso generated suspicion, even
in those (like Rory O’Brady)who are not opposed to usingelections selectively and judi-
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ciously.
They have good reasons for

suspicion. The Republicans,
even right-wing Republicans,
are intransigent revolutionaries.
Their revolutionism consists
in a stark rejection of existing
political and state structures,
and the pursuit of other, ideal, ©

alternative structures, which do
not exist.

Physical force is the only
practicalaction that is recognis-
ed as directly having a bearing
on the work of substituting the
desired ideal for what exists
now. The fetishes of physical
force on principle and abstent-
ionism complement and rein-
force eachother.

Andit is a fact, as we have
seen, that time after time Rep-
ublican groups that have aban-
doned abstentionism have be-
come enmeshed in the existing
establishment.

The true explanation for the
fate of these ex-abstentionist
groups, however, is in their
class composition and their
social politics, which were
petty bourgeois and not revolu-
tionary.

A Marxist working-class org-
anisation can use tactics and
techniques in a varied way,
working in a bourgeois parlia-
ment or through armed street-
fighting, and remain all the
whiletrueto itself. But once the
tactical fetish that separated
these ex-Republican groups
from the existing order was

,
cleared away, there was nothing
solid to maintain their revolu-
tionary stance.

Abstentionist and physical-
force-on-principle Irish Republi-
canism has manythingsin com-
monwithSpanish anarchism.Its
fate in relation to governmentis
similar to that of those anarch-
ists who ‘denied’ politicsand the
state for decades, and then dur-
ing the Spanish civil war joined
thePopular Front governmentof
the Republic (which repressed
rank andfileanarchists).

The anarchists denied the
state: but the state is necessary.
It cannot be abolished at this
stage of social development. It
must be either the bourgeois
state or theworkers’state.

The Spanishcivilwar convinc-
ed someof the*anarchistleaders
that the state was necessary.
But then they could only relate
to it by betraying themselves.
Having no programme capable
of dealing with reality, they
accepted the existing state
and becameits prisoners.

For these reasons the 1983
Ard Fheis opened an incipient
split in the Republican move-
ment.

Significantly,Martin McGuin-
ness, one of the new leaders,

 

 

 

argued for participation in the
EECparliamentthus:

“To fight the EEC election on
an abstentionist basis would be -

madness when it provides the
bestopportunity ever to beat the
SDLP’’.

The way Martin McGuinness
argued the case for abandoning
abstention from the EEC
parliament has more than equalapplication for the South. Even
if thereis no intention by Adams
and his co-thinkers to manipu-
late the movement towards
abandoning militarism, the
combination of armalite and
ballot box is an uneasyene.

The effects of the recent Lon-
don bombingsshowthatclearly.
Insufficient evidence is avail-
able for a hard assessment. It
is possible that the bombings
were an expression of the
Adams faction’s determination
to really combinegun and ballot
box, and to head off division bydoing so. But that is the least
probable explanation.

The bombings in London are
too pointedly destructive of 
  GerryAdams

Adams’ work with the Labour
Left in Britain. In an interview
with the Irish Times, Adams’
attitude was subtly conveyed,
and it was plain that he saw
what happened in London as
counterposed to the demands of
a ‘political’ approach, and in -

no way a fair political/military
exchange forit.

Whethertheyare a deliberate
widening of the incipient split
which plainly existed at the Ard
Fheis, or no more than an
inevitableelement of incoheren-
ce produced by the attempt to
bond togetherconflictingstrate-
gies in the present Sinn Fein,
the bombings almost certainly
represent an increasing diverg-
ence between Adamsand other
currents in themovement.

The final question is how to
evaluate the new socialist Sinn
Fein.

Sinn Fein defines itself as

based on the 1916 declaration of
the Irish Republic and on the
1919 ‘Democratic Programme’
of the Irish parliament, Dail
Eireann.

Both of these documents had
a certain radical social edge to
them in their own time (though
they were never anything more
than documents). The 1919
document was drafted by the
Irish labour leaders, and adap-
ted by Dail Eireann in return for
the labour movement subordina-
ting itself to the nationalists
during the struggle with Britain
for independence.

Vaguely
They are not documents of

social radicalismtoday. They do
no more than talk vaguely ab-
out the state having social re-
sponsibilities,treating ‘the chil-
dren of the nation’ equally, and
so on. Before the welfare state,
thatwas radical, but today even
the Tory party of Margaret
Thatcher would at least pay lip-
service to such principles.

Despitethis,it is indisputable
that the Republican movement
has moved left, and thatmost of
its members wantit to bealeft-
wing and socialist movement
based upon and championing
the working class and working .

farmers.
The Sinn Fein/IRA remains

a loose populist party which
cannot in its present form
function as a serious force for
socialism in Ireland. Indeed, be-
causeof its attitude to the Prot-
estant workers in Northern Ire-
land, it is bound, despite good
intentions, to work against
working-classsocialism.

It remains the military lead-
ership and militia of the
oppressed Catholics, and for
thatreasondeserves the support
of British socialists against the
British state in Northern Ire-
land. But there should be no
illusions about its socialist
pretensions.

Traditionallypopulism is, as
we have seen, a movement with
socialist aspirations but confus-
ed ideas. The Social Revolu-
tionariesin Russia, for example,
refused to distinguish between
workers and peasants. All were
‘thepeople’.

They had neither a stable,
coherent class analysis of soc-
iety, nor, aS a consequence,
any adequate conception of
how socialismwas to be brought
about. They failedto identify the
industrial working class as the
force that can bring about soc-
ialism.

Such organisations are inevi-
tably the tool of non-working-
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class social forces.
Howis the ProvisionalRepub-

lican movement populist? Its
composition in the North is
mainly working class. Despite
this, the typical populist confus-
ion about classes is expressed,
not so much onthelevel of con-
fused ideas about the definition
of class, but in their attitude to
theProtestants.

Since the Protestants include
the big majority of the working
class in Northern Ireland,
an attitude to the Protestants
also implies an attitude to the
working class, and has decisive
implication for the identification
and definition of the force that
willbring socialism.

The Provisionals’ populism
is expressed in their always
implicit and sometimes explicit
Catholic _communalism. For
there will be no socialist revolu-
tion in Ireland without the
decisive core of the Protestant
workingclass.

The idea of socialism created
by a military elite, no matter
how much support it has in the
Catholic community and no
matter how good the back-up
services theycreate by commun-
ity politics, is inconsistent with
working class politics. Yet this
is implied in the Provisionals’
nation and their practice of
proceeding by wayof a military
struggle for socialism irrespec-
tive of the (Protestant majority
of) theworkingclass.

It is this central, immutable
commitment to military strugg-
le, on principle,now — provided
only that there is sufficient
support in the Catholic com-
munity.to makeit practicable —

which shapes and moulds what
the Provisionals can and can-
not do withthe Protestant work-
ing class.

Coherent

It is derived not from any
sort of coherent Marxist or work-
ing-class conception of social-
ism, nor even from the fashion-
able Third-Worldist and Stalin-
ist stages theoriesabout fighting
imperialism first and ‘then soc-
ialism’. It is rooted in the tradi-
tion which is common to Repub-
licans of Left and of Right.

This tradition implies com-
munalism in Northern Ireland,
and linked with socialist objec-
tives it is Catholic communalist
populism, not socialism. That
is what it would be evenif it got
mass support in the South, and
yet still failed to win the North-
ern Protestant workers (or a
large chunkof them).

The Provisionals’ populist
confusion on the class defini-

 

or populism?
tion and identity of the revolu-
tionaries is also expressed
by their elevation of the nation
and nationalism above class,
They have counterposed a
narrowconcern withnationalism
to the sine qua non of socialist
advance — workingclassunity.

It has fallen to the Sinn Fein
|radicals to spell out the logic

implied in the Provisionals’
-approach to the Northern Ire-
land situation. Here the tradi-
tional Republican fetish of phys-
ical force shapes what they do
and don’t do — and what they
could hopeto do — in relation to
the Protestants. Commitment to
socialism has no visible effect
on these limitations, and is
seen as primarilyaimed to help
create support for the military
struggle.

/For all these reasons thepoli-
tics of Sinn Fein are the
opposite of what the Irish work-
ing class, North and South,
needs. Even a mass growth of
Sinn Fein among the Southern
working class on these politics
would have no possibility of
creating a united working class

‘The IRA is
themilitiaof the
oppressed
Catholics.It
deservesthe
support of
British socialists
against the
British state.
But there
should be no
illusionabout
its socialist
pretensions’.

 
  

 
 

Outoftheirgraves
springs a new Sinn Fein

movement for socialism, North
and South.

Moreover, the nationalism of
Sinn Fein is a mystified and
confused nationalism which is
used to obscure the actual
problems.Central to Ireland and
Irish nationalismis the fact that
between a quarter and a fifth
of the people of Ireland are the
main obstaclesto Irish unity.

But in Sinn Fein politics, the
history of British crimes against
Ireland,and therealityof British
army control in Northern Ire-
land now, is used to obscure
and muddle this — to present
the problem of the Protestants
as merely a sub-section of the
problemof British occupation.

This means evading the
nature of the basic problem
which any organisation which
wantsto forge Irish unity — let
alone Irish working class unity
— must face andsolve.

Irish workers who really want
to fight for a socialist Irelandwill
haveto reject and go beyondthe
populism of Sinn Fein, and take
their stand on working-class
Marxist socialism.

 



Socialist Organiser no. 160 January 5 1984 Page 12allsSnSSUSocialist
ORGANISER
Where we stand
“Organise the left to beat back the Tories’ attacks!No .to attacks on union rights; defend the picketline; no state interference in our unions! No to any
wage curbs, Labour must supportall struggles forbetter living standards and conditions.“Wage rises should at the very least keep up withprice. increases. For a price index calculated byworking class organisations, as the basis for clauses
in all wage agreements to provide automatic
monthly rises in Jine with the true cost of living forthe working class. The same inflatidn-proofing.should apply to state benefits,grants and pensions.*Fight for improvements in the social services, andagainst cuts. Protection for thase services againstinflation by automatic inflation-proofingof expen-diture. For occupations and supporting strike action
to defend jobs andservices.
“End unemployment.Cut hours, not jobs. Fight for
a 35 hour week and an end to overtime. Demandwork-sharing without loss of pay. Organise theunemployed— campaign for a programmeofuseful
public works to create new jobs for the unem-ployed.
“Defend all jobs! Open the books of those firmsthat threaten closure or redundancies, along with
those of their suppliers and bankers, to elected trade
union committees. For occupation and blacking.action to halt the closures. For nationalisation
without compensation under workers’ management.*Make the bosses pay, not the working class.Millions for hospitals, not a penny for ‘defence’!Nationalise the banks and financial institutions,without compensation. End the interest burden oncouncil housing and other public services.*Freeze rent andrates.
*Scrap all immigration controls. Race is not aproblem: racism is. The tabeur movement must“mobilise to drive the fascists off the streets. Purge

..
facists frompositions in the labour movement.Organise full support for black self-defence. Build

‘workers’ defence squads. ‘

« “The capitalist polige are an enemy for the workingclass. Support alk demands to weaken them as a“ybosses’ striking forge: 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
2,extend free state nutsary.and childcare provision."Against attacks dp-gays by the state: abolish allfaws which discrimiriate against lesbians and gaylen; for the right Qf thegay community to organise~<dind affirm their stafithpublicly.“The trish people as a whole — should have theSapight to determine tfigir own future. Get the British‘troops out now! Repeal the Prevention of Terrorism

+ sAct. Political statusfor trish Republican prisoners as
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PENG SHU-TSE, a founder of
Chinese communism and a
Trotskyist since 1927, died of a
heart attackon November28.

Burn into a peasant family in
Hunan province in 1895, P’engjoined the first communist org-anisation in China in 1920 and
studied at the University of the
Toilers of the East in Moscow
from 1921 to 1924.

During the Chinese revolution
of 1925-27, P’eng was a member
of the Communist Party’s Polit-
buro, and chief editor of the
party’s main newspaperandits
theoreticalmagazine.

After Stalin’s policy of colla-boration with Chiang Kai-Shek
led to the defeat and slaughterof the Chinese workers and
peasants jn 1927, P’eng, togeth-
er with the CCP’s founder,Ch’en Tu-hsiu, formed aTrotskyist faction in the Chinese
Communist Party. They wereexpelled:in 1929,

P’eng was forced into exileby the victory of Mao’s peasant

armies in 1949, because the
undemocratic Mao regime
repressedtheTrotskyist savage-ly. Symbolically,the new Stalin-
ist regime destroyed the grave-
stone markingtheburialplaceofCh’en Tu-hsiu.

P’eng wasfor long associated
with the Socialist Workers’Party of the USA, and for the
last two decades was a member
of the ‘United Secretariat of the
Fourth International’.

He was, however, highlycriti-cal of the SWP’s and the USFI’s
uncritical attitude to govern-mentslikeCuba.

Ina recent document; he
wrote: ‘‘One can say that the

 
bullets (above). 

dictatorship in Cuba is lessharsh than that in China orEastern Europe.True,it is poss-ible that the Cuban bureau-
crats are less arbitrary andbrutal.

“However, the officials arenominated by the government,they are not elected directly bythe workerand peasant masses.Castro is the party. There is nodemocratic centralism in theCuban Communist Party,because it is copied from theSoviet Union. What Castro says,oes.
‘In this respect the. Cuban

regimeis of no different nature
than Mao Zedong’s in China.

 
  
  
   
 

 
 
  
 
   
 
  In 1926-7 the Chinese Communist Partywas misled by Stalin into blind confidencein the middle-classnationalistKuomintang — and rewarded with

Theonlydifferenceis the follow-ing: the Cuban regimeis young-
er and more vigilant, the Chin-
ese was more confused andbrutal...

‘‘... Disappointed by the Trot-skyist movement in Latin Amer-
ica [the SWP] only wants toconsider countries like Cuba,Nicaragua and Grenada. It has
no vision or overall project forthe countries of Latin America.
However,it is conceivable that astrong section built by us inMexico or Argentina, etc.,would be more useful than
several Nicaraguan revo-lutions’.

iddle Lane. 25p each, £2 a

LABOUR Committee on“treland day school. Satur-
day January 28, 10.30 to 5
at County-Hall, London
SE1. Send £1 for ticket and
papers to LCE, Box 42, 136
Kingswood High Road,Lendon E8. Creche should
be bookedin advance.
MANCHESTER SocialistOrganiser day school:‘Questions of Leadership’.

SCOTLAND

Edinburgh.
Contact: Dave, 229.4591.
SO is sold at Muirhouse
(Sat. 10.30-12.30) andatthe First-of-May bookshop,CandlemakerRow.
Glasgow. Contact StanCrooke, 63 Dixon Ave

:G42. Paper sales: Fridaylunchtime, Springburnshopping arcade; Saturdaymorning, Coatbridge shop-ping arcade; Tuesdaymorning, Maryhill unem-
ployment benefit office.
Also West End bookshop.

NORTH WEST

Hyndbern, —

Contact: Accrington395753Liverpoot,
.Contact: 733 6663. SO issold at News-from-Nowhere,Whitechapel andat Progressive Books, Berryit.

weeManchestér.
Contaet: Tony, 273 5691.SO is sold at Grags RootsBooks, Newton St... Picea-dilly.273. ~

Rochdale.
Contaet: w/o 28 MiddleLane, London N8..Stoke. eeContact: Paul ‘Barnett,328198.

Stochnearé
Cornvac:: 46 Fox St Bale.
Pror 6 oeSi-t

 
Sr jay January 15, 11 to 5
at UMIST Student Union,Barnes Wallis_building.Registration £1.50 (75p un-waged) from Tony Dale,

~ 60.Acomb St, Manchester
M15 6FQ.
BASINGSTOKE_Socialist
Organiser day school:

Saturday January.21, 10
to 4.45 at Chute “House.
Registration £1 (50p un-' waged)from 75 Freemantle

| Close, Basingstoke.
' BROAD Left OrganisingCommittee conference:Octagon Centre, Western

Bank, Sheffield 10, Satur-
day March 24; from 10am.

’ Up to 5 delegates per trade
union body: credentials £2

Whereto find
Socialist Organiser —

Wirral).
Contact: Lol Duffy, 3 St.
James Court, Victoria
Rd., New Brighton, Mer-
seyside.
YORKSHIREAND NORTH
EAST
Durham.
Contact: Andy, 64988. SO
is sold at CommunityCo-op, New Elvet.
Halifax. .

Contact: 52156. SO is sol
at Hebden Bridge Books.
Harrogate

_

.

Contact: Dan, 69640. SO
is sold at Harrogate Market
(Wednesday,
Saturday lunchtimes).
Huddersfield.

.Contact: Alan Brooke, .59
Magdale, Honley,HD7 2LX
Fiall.
Contact: c/o 28 Middle
Lane, London N8.
Leeds
Contact: Garth, 623322.$6
is sold at Books and Cornér.
Books, Woodhouse Lane.
Sheffield.
Conract Rob, 589307. SO‘is
sold at Boots in Fargate”‘Saturday, 12 to 1) and at
incependent Bookshop,

is

Friday

Glossop Rd.
Sunderland.
Contact:c/o Durham.
York.
Contact: 414118. SO is sold
at the University (Fridaymornings), Coney St. (Sat-urday mornings), the dole
office (most mornings) and
at Community Bookshop.
WALES AND WEST
Bristol.
Contact: c/o 28 Middle
Lane, London N8.
Cardiff.
Contact: 492988.

* Taunton.
Contact: c/o 28 Middle
Lane, London N8.

MIDLANDS

Birmingham. :

Contact: Godfrey Webster,169 Barclay Rd., ° Bears-
- wood, Smethwick. SO

>
issold at theOtherBookshop.Coventry. Contact: Keith,.75623. SO is sold at theWedge 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

4Centre, (Saturday, 11 to 1)
and at Mushroom Boox-shop, HeathcoteSt.

SOUTH

Basingstoke.
Contact: ¢/o 28 Middle
Lane, LondonN8.
SO is sold at Good NewsBookshop, London Road.Oxford. "8°:
Contact ¢/g¢#28 Middle
Lane, LondggN8. SO is

Téggos, CowleyRd., (Fridags 5 to 7),
ornmarket*»+:(Saturdays,

11 to 1) andEQA Books’CowleyRoady
LONDON

 
  

  Brent [andRYContact:
Camden. zContact: Mi ‘7 4806.Hackney, °° 237°
Contact: “igen or 802

 

O77.

from George Williamson,11 Sutton Place, LondonE9 6EH.

LONDON — Labour Cam-paign for Gay Rights meets
on the second Sunday of
every monthat 39 Chippen-ham Rd, W9 2AH. Bad
access, help available,creche if requested. Time:6pm. Phone: 286 9692,Tuesday-Thursday.

Hounslow.
Contact:Chris, 898 6961.
Islington. :

Contact: Nik, 278 1341.
Orpington.ContactSiu Ming,691 1141Putney.
Contact:Tom, 789 7587,
Richmond
Contact: Nick, 8766715.
SE London.
ContactSiu Ming, 691 1141Southwark Lambeth.
Contact: Jeff, 635 8468.
Tower Hamlets.
Contact: Susan, 377 1328.

London Educationals:
State and Revolution; TheRussian Revolution; TheUSSR and Stalinism;Ireland; Why is the Leftdivided? The above are aseries taking place on Fri-days, 7pm at the LSE, EastBuilding, first floor, roomE196.

Discussions on ‘imperial-ism’: Thursdays, 7pm, atat Sickert Court, LondonNl.

SO is sold at the following
|bookshops: Central Books, *:

Colletts, The Other Book
shop, Bookmarks, Book
place, [Peckham Rd., SE15} «

KilburnBooks and Reading
Matters [Wood Gree
Shopping Centre]. .
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to Britain
Andrew Hornung looksat the life of Alexis Korner

NEW Year’s Day was the last
day in the life of Alexis Korner,
who, at the age of 55, died of
lung cancer in a London hos-
pital.

Alexis Korner’s _rasping
upper class voice introduced
millionsof British radio listeners
and television viewers to
American black music — to the
blues, to gospel and soul music,
to cajun and rhythmandblues.

But while this was the staple
of his regular radio show and the
area he was best acquainted
with, he included in the 58
minutes a week the BBCallotted
to the totality of trends that
formed thefoundationof current
popular music a wide range of
other sounds: music of the
Seychelles, from Tahiti, Hawaii,
Ethiopia,black South Africaand
the new bandsof East and West
Africa. .

Populariser
His role as a populariser of

thesemusical forms followed his
earlier role as the formative
influence in the developmentof
British rhythmand blues.

In 1928 Victor Sylvester, the
son of the Vicar of Wembley,
producedhisfirst edition of his
text book of ballroom dancing.
The book wasproduced as part
of a campaign by the Imperial
Society of Dance Teachers and
its explicit aim wasto tamejazz.

What this meant was remov-
ing its musical forms of all
connection with black music,
eliminating improvisation,
reducing rhythms to the squeak
andslide of patent leatherdance
shoes keepingstrict time to the
baton, and removing any raw-
ness or other trace of feeling,
funk or fever. This music for a
glandless generation fell like a
pall over the British pop scene

for nearlythirtyyears.
Alexis Korner never fought a

duel with Victor Sylvester. Nor
was he alone responsible for
bringing black American music
to Britain. Chris Barber had
begunthatprocess in 1953 when
he left Ken Colyer’s Band with
Monty Sunshine and Terry
Donnegan (Lonnie Donegan)
and began to tour with such
great American artists as Sonny
Terry and Brownie McGhee,
Big Bill Broonzy, Sister Rosetta
Tharpe, Louis Jordan and —

in 1957, playing (horror of
horrors!) an electric guitar —

MuddyWaters.
British r’n’b

Korner who, incidentally,
had played withboth Barber and
Colyer, soon became the small
cog that allowed the giant wheel
of black American music to
turn the big wheel of British
rock.

For a few years the music of
Barber, Ball and Bilkcarried on
the jrad trend. Juke Box Jury
continued to deliver its patron-
ising verdicts with all the raw
energy of an umpire replacing
the bails, before it had to pull
up its own stumps in the late
sixties.

Baldry
By this time, Alexis Korner,

the son of parents who had
settled in Britain in 1940 after
spells in France, Switzerland,
and North Africa, found himself
at the hub of the emerging
British rhythmand blues scene.

Actually British r’n’b was
very different from. American
r’n’b, it was Britain’s equivalent
to Chicago bar blues — the elec-
tric blues of Muddy Waters, of

 
Howlin’ Wolf and Sonny Boy
Williamson — with an admix-
ture of Louisiana pop blues like
Slim Harpo and sundry other
blues misfits — John Lee
Hooker, Jimmy Reed, Bo
Diddley and Chuck Berry —

with the last two making the
connectionwithrock and roll.

In 1957 guitarist Korner and
harmonica player Cyril Davis
formed Blues Incorporated.
They played at the Roundhouse
pubandlater at the Ealing Club.
This group was, over the years,
a forcing house for manyof the
greatest namesof British rock.

In 1961, Long John Baldry
wasplaying with Korner as was
drummer Charlie Watts. Eric
Clapton wassitting in occasion-
ally and Mick Jagger and Keith
Richard played with the group
when they performed at the
Marquee. Korner’s band
included on saxophone Graham
Bond,wholaterleft to found his
own group (in which he played
mainly organ) with drummer
Ginger Baker. When Davis and
Korner split, Baldry briefly
went with Davis before setting
up another group, the Hoochie
Coochie Men, withRod Stewart.

Baldry later teamed up with
Brian Auger and Julie Driscoll
and, following that, with Reg
Dwight (Elton John). It was
Korner, too, who schooled
John Mayall who, in 1962,
formed the Bluesbreakers
which had included Jack Bruce
and in 1965 formed the Yard-
birds with Eric Clapton. Clap-
ton, Bruce (who was briefly
also with Manfred Mann) and
Baker went on to form Cream.

Blues Incorporated was
followed by Alexis Korner’s
All Stars (which included Art
Theman on tenor) and the All

SPOTLIGHT 

 
—  

Stars by Snape {with Petef
Thorup, Ian Wallace and
Stevie Marriott who went on
to be the song-writing back-
bone. of The SmallFaces).

Despise
Alexis Korner, unlike the

figures central to British jazz at
the time, did not despise music
as soon as it became commer-
cially successful. He remained
an advocate of the music of
those who had served an
apprenticeship with him, the
Rolling Stones, Eric Clapton,
Cream and manyothers.

But — in this respect he
resembles John Mayall — while
he wasaninterpreter and cham-
pion of black American music,
his own performancesnever had
the sexual strut, the sass or
soul that his erstwhile appren-
tices managedto develop.

If Korner did not despise
commercially successful music,
he also did not suffer from that

‘ other deadly disease of blues
devotees — like Paul Butter-
field — or jazz devotees — like
Ken Colyer — whose eyes are
fixed firmlyon thepast.

Soca music
" Alexis Korner wasone of the
first in Britain to champion
Soca music, to play hi-life
recordings and to play blues-
funk. His contribution as a
player, organiser, teacher and
populariser was perhaps greater
than any other single person in
the British rock music
‘industry’. No point saying it
will not be forgotten: it will be!
But even forgotten, it will leave
an indeliblemark. Korner was an advocateof theRolling Stones

 

  
   No smoking ministers moved

on
THE RECENT report of the
Royal College of Physicians
(RCP) on smoking and health
not only updates informationon
the ill-health of smokers. It
also identifies several new
areas of concern and issues a
strong warming to the Third
World not to allow the same fate
to befall its people as has
befallen the victims of the
‘“‘cancerette’’, both smokers
and non-smokers, in Britain,
birthplaceof the cigarette and
of smokingdiseases.

Breathe smoke
*Passive smoking.
This takes place when a non-

smoker has to: breathe smoke
from other people’s cigarettes,
e.g. in a smoke-filledroom, pub,
railwaycarriage,etc.

Smouldering,fags are espec-
iallyharmful. The tobacco burns
less completely,producing more
nicotine, carbon monoxide and
benzo-a-pyrene that is inhaled
by theactual smoker.

The majority of non-smoking
city-dwellers have nicotine in
their bodies. Benzo-a-pyrene
and dimethyl-nitrosamine,
both powerful carcinogens,
present in smoke-filledpubs and
restaurants

Carbon monoxide,
a deadly poison in larger

SCIENCE
By Les Hearn

amounts, causes changes in
the blood of non-smokers in
smoky rooms. Physiological
effects have been demon-
strated, includingimpairment of
driving skills.

A Japanese study showed an
increasedrate of lung cancer in
non-smoking women with
smokingpartners, while passivesmoking worsens the condition
of people with lung or heart
disease.

Irritation
Many non-smokers(including

me) suffer irritation of eyes and
throat and headaches in smoky
rooms. Psychological irritation
can also be intense. In 1981 an
Eastern Airlines pilot in
America had to make an emer-
gency landing when passengers
rioted when someone started
smoking in a

_
non-smoking

section.
The report concludes ‘‘Non-

smokers at work and play, in

transport and public places
should have the right to choose
not to be so exposed.”’

Dubiousgains
*Lowtar cigarettes.
The report believesthathalv-

ing tar content has contributed
to the 15% reduction in death
rates from cancer

_
among

smokers. However, this may be
dueto a fall in air pollution over
the same period.

On the debit side, it is easier
to start smoking on low-tar
cigarettes; smokers often find
low-tarbrands weakin taste and
increase their smoking rates to
compensate; and carbon monox-
ide, thought to be responsible
for smokers’. heart disease, is
produced at the same rate as
in high-tar brands.

Womenatrisk
*Womenandchildren.
Deaths of women from lung

cancer have risen by 70% in ten
years (dueto the rise in smoking
in the 1950s). Particularly, the
report notes the differing
reasons for smoking. Women
tend to smoke when under
stress, men to combat boredom
or fatigue. Women find it more
difficult to give up smoking.
Women. smokers taking a
contraceptivepillrun a ten times
greater risk of death from heart
disease than women who do
neither. They are more likely to
be infertile, take longer to con-
ceive and have earlier meno-
pauses. During pregnancy,they
have a greater risk of spon-
taneous aboriton, bleeding and
abnormalities of the placenta
{through which the foetus gets
its nourishment). Smokers
babies are lighter and more
likely to die around birth. By
the age of 11, smokers’ children
are said to be some six months
behind others in ‘‘intellectual
perfourmance’’. However,

_
it

is not clear whether these ill-
effects are the result of smoking
or the result of other factors
such as stress that may cause
smokingaswell.

Finally, the sadly believable
statistic that over half of boys
and 40% of girls have had at
least a few puffs of a cigarette
by ll years.

Deaths
*TheThird World
While in low-tar Britain,

15-20% of deaths are caused by
smoking, the major tobacco
companies, far from accepting
this, are busy pushing high-
tar cigarettes at the Third
World.

The highest tar-content in
Britain is 19 milligrams (mg) per
cigarette while the average in
Thailand is 30mg. One Philip-
pines brand produces 171mg!
Smokingis catching on fast and
lung cancer rates are soaring.
Meanwhile, the British govern-
ment is encouraging the three
major tobacco firms based in
Britain in their export drive.
Rothmans recently got a
Queen’s Award for Exports.

The Royal College of Phys-
icians is ‘‘angered and depres-
sed’’ by the government’s
failure to halt this ‘‘vast toll of
entirely unnecessary disease
and earlydeath’.

The tobacco industry spends
£100 million promoting cancer,
muchofit by some obscenelogic
in sponsoring sport. Thus they
are able to circumvent the ban
on TV advertising, as I found
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while watching motor racing
recently. As thecamera followed
thecars roundthecircut, theeye
was assaulted by a colossal
Marlboro ad covering the roof of
a low building. -

The Royal College of Phys-
icians notes the removal of
health ministers who favoured
prevention programmesto other
government departments,following tough negotiations
with tobacco firms over sales
promotions.

Indeed,on the day of publica-
tion of the report, the health
minitser met a representative of
FOREST, the ““smokers’
rights’ organisation, that justhappens to be funded by the
tobaccoindustry!

Info: New Scientist.

  

7



 

 
{
I

Socialist Organiser no. 160 January 5 1984 Page 14

THE GREATPolish-GermanMarxist Rosa Luxemburgwaskidnap-
ped and murdered,andher body dumped in a Berlin canal, in
January 1919. Her comrades Karl Liebknecht and Leo Jogiches also
were murderedby theGerman counter-revolution,in theaftermath
of the Spartacist ‘uprising’of January 1919, in which many German
workershad perished at thehandsof the Social Democraticgovern-
ment and its German Armyallies.

Afterbeingthemodelparty of internationalworkingclass
socialismfor four decades, theGerman Social DemocraticParty.
(‘Social Democracy’was thepre-war nameoftheMarxistparties)
broke dramaticallywithits past at thebeginningof World War 1. It
supported theGerman government. Luxemburgand Liebknecht
wereleadersof thesmallminority who remainedfaithfulto social-
ism, opposing boththewar andthetraitorous party leaders.

Luxemburg, who had long beena leaderof the left wing of the
party, was oneofthefew people in the socialist world who had
understood beforeit collapsed thatGerman Social Democracywas
rotten to thecore. By contrast, Lenin atfirst refused to believethat
theGerman ‘socialists’ had gone over to thegovernment,insisting
thatthenewspapers which reported it were forgeries!

Theanti-warleftwing created the ‘SpartacusLeague’, which
agitated against thewar. Rosa Luxemburgand Karl Liebknecht
spent most ofthewar in jail,until the revolutionreleased themin
November1918.

Germany’s war endedin a revolutionwhich overthrewthe Kaiser
(Emperor) and set up a German Republic. But it was led by the
traitor-socialists, who bore responsibility,withtheruling class, for
themassslaughterof workersin thetrenches. They controlled the
workers’ councilswhich spread across Germany,and theyset the
limits to therevolution’sdevelopment. They created thebourgeois

.“WeimarRepublic’,which soon spawnedHitler’sThird Reich.
At theendof the wartherevolutionarieswerestillisolated. The

Spartacus League, which declareditself theGerman Communist
Party at theend of 1918, had only a few thousandmembers.The
forces which wereto create themass German CommunistParty of
the ’20s and early ’30s did not come until 1921, from thevacillating
IndependentSocial Democrats who hadsplit from the Party’s hard
right wing during thewar.

Againstthe(internal) opposition of Luxemburgand Liebknecht,
theparty allowed itself to be drawn into premature armedclashes
withthegovernmentin earlyJanuary 1919. Luxemburg and Lieb-
knechtlost their lives in thecourseof this.

Lenin, who disagreed withLuxemburgon manyissues and-who
had himself beensubjected to laceratingcriticismby her over two
decades (thecommenton violencein section 3 is probably a veiled
criticismof theBolsheviks’ ‘Red Terror’),said thisof Rosa Luxem-
burg in 1922. ‘‘She was — and remainsfor us — an eagle. And not
onlywillcommunistsall over theworld cherish her memory,buther
biographyand her complete works...willserve as useful manuals for
trainingmany generationsof communistsall over theworld’’.

Luxemburg’sis a distinct strand withintheheritage of revolution-
ary Marxismwhich has come down to us.It is an extremelyvaluable
one.

The conceptionofself-liberatingworkingclass socialismis,
centrally,what divides Socialist Organiser from sections of the*
LabourLeft like the Labour CoordinatingCommittee and theCam-
paign for Labour Party Democracy.

For us, thechoice which Rosa Luxemburgexpressed as thechoice
between ‘Socialismor barbarism’has now becomethechoice
betweensocialismor nuclear annihilation.

eeTTTHEclass.rule of the bourgeois-
ie is the real criminal respon-
sible for the World War, in
Germanyasin France,in Russia
as in England, in Europe as in
America. The capitalists of all
nations are the real instigators
of the mass murder. Interna-
tional capital is the insatiable
god Baal, into whose bloody
maw millions upon millions of
steaming human sacrifices are
thrown.

The World War confronts
society with the choice: either
continuation of capitalism, new
wars, and imminentdecline into
chaos and anarchy,or abolition
ofcapitalist exploitation.

With the conclusion of world
war. the class rule of the bour-
geoisie has forfeited its right to
existence. k is no longer capable
ec? eacing society out of the
32ers economic collapse which
the operialis orgy has left in
Ts wees
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teeac fcr al. can end the reci-
poms ughter of the peoples,
rat re peace. freedom,

wo this martyredwoe :

zumac=y. Down with the wage
syxem’ That is the slogan of there " Esead of wage labour
aoc <class ruie there must be
ccuscxrve iadour. The meansof
prwcucIn must cease to be the
mecopc.y of a single class; they
mus become the common
poczperty cf all. No more exploit-
@rs anc exploned! Planned pro-cucuer and distribution of the
procuct in the commoninterest.
A>olition not only of the con-
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temporary mode of production,
mere exploitation and robbery,
but equally of contemporary
commerce, merefraud.

In place of the employers_and their wage slaves, free
working comrades! Labour asnobody’s torture, because
everybody’s duty! A human and
honourable life for all who do
their social duty. Hunger no
longer the curse of labour, but
the scourgeofidleness!

Only in such a society are
national hatred and servitude
uprooted. Only when such a
society has becomea reality will
the earth no morebestained by
murder. Only then can it be
said: This war was thelast.

In this hour. socialism is the
only salvation for humanity.
The words of the ‘Communist
Manifesto’ flare

.. .
above thecrumbling bastions ofcapitalist

society:
Socialismor barbarism!

eeeese

The establishment of the
socialist order of society is the
mightiest task which has ever
fallen to a class and to a revolu-
tion in the history of the world.
This task requires a complete
transformationofthestate and a
complete overthrowof the econ-
omic and social foundations of
society.

This transformation and this
overthrowcannot be decreed by
any bureau, committeeorparlia-
ment. It can be begun and
carried out only by the masses
of people themselves.

In all previous revolutions a
small minority of the people
led the revolutionary struggle,
gave it aim and_ direction,
and used the mass only as an
instrumentto carry its interests,

}the revolution.

|

must  the interests of the minority,
through to victory. The socialist
revolution is the first which is
in the interests of the great
majority and can be brought to
victory only by the great major-
ity of the working people them-
selves.

The mass of the proletariat
must do more than stake out
clearlythe aims and direction of

It must also
personally, by its own activity,
bring socialism step by step into
life.

The essence of socialist
society consists in the fact that
the great labouring mass ceases
to be a dominated mass, but
rather,makestheentirepolitical
and economic life its own life
and gives that life a conscious,
free, and autonomous direc-
tion.

From the uppermost summit
of the state down to thetiniest
parish, the proletarian mass

therefore replace the
inherited organs of bourgeois
class rule — the assemblies,
parliaments andcity councils —

withits own class organs — with
workers’ andsoldiers’councils.

It must occupy all the posts,
supervise all functions,measure
all official needs by the standard
of its own class interests and the
tasksof socialism. Only through
constant, vital, reciprocal
contact between the masses of
the people andtheirorgans, the
workers’ and soldiers’ councils,
can the activity of the people

: fill the state with a socialist
‘spirit.

The economic overturn, like-
| wise, can be accomplished only
if the process is carried out by
proletarian mass action. The
naked decreesof socialisationby
the highest revolutionary
authorities are by themselves
empty phrases.

Only the working class,
through its own activity, can
make theword flesh. The
workerscan achievecontrol over
production, and ultimately real
power, by means of tenacious
struggle with capital, hand-to-
hand,in every shop, with direct
masspressure, with strikes and
with the creation of its own
permanent representative
organs.

From dead machinesassigned
their place in production by
capital, the proletarian masses
must learn to transform them-
selvesinto thefree and indepen-
dent directors of this process.They have to acquire the feeling
of responsibilityproperto active

 
Excerpt from Rosa Lux-
emburg’s introduction to
the programmeofthe
Spartacus League, ‘What
Does Spartacus Want?’
(1918)
members of the collectivity
which alone possesses owner-
ship ofall wealth.

They have to develop indus-
triousness without the capitalist
whip, the highest productivity
without slavedrivers, discipline
without the yoke, order without
authority.The highest idealism
in the interest of the collec-
tivity, the. strictest self-disci-
pline, the truest public spirit of
the masses are the moral foun-
dations of socialist society, just
as stupidity, egotism, and cor-
ruption are the moral founda-
tionsof capitalist society.

All these socialist civic
virtues, togetherwith the know-
ledge and skills necessary to
direct socialist enterprises, can
be won by the mass of workers
only through their own activity,
theirown experience.

The socialisation of society
can be achieved only through
tenacious, tireless struggle by
the working mass along its
entire front, on all points where

 

labour and capital, people and |

bourgeois class rule, can see the
whites of one another’s eyes.
The emancipationof theworking
class must be the work of the
workingclassitself.

ReERKE

During the bourgeois revolu-
tions, bloodshed, terror, and
political murder were an indis-
pensable weapon in the hand of
the rising classes.

The proletarian revolution
requires no terror for its aims; it
hates and despises killing. It
does not need these weaponsbecauseit dves not combatindi-
viduals but institutions, because
it does not enter the arena with
naive illusions whose disap-
pointment it would seek to
revenge.It is not the desperate
attempt of a minority to mold the
world forcibly according to its
ideal, but the action of the great
massive millions of the people,
destined to fulfill a historic
mission and to transform histor-
ical necessity into reality.

But the proletarian revolution
is at the same time the death
knell for all servitude and
oppression. That is why all
capitalists, Junkers (landlords),
petty bourgeois, officers, all

 opportunists and parasites of
exploitation and class rule rise
up to a man to wage mortal
combat against the proletarian
revolution.

It is sheer insanity to believe
that capitalists would good-humouredly obey the socialist
verdict of a parliament or of a
naional assembly, that they
would calmly renounce proper-ty,profit, theright to exploit.

All ruling classes fought to the
end, with tenacious energy, to
preserve their privileges. The
Roman patricians and_the
medieval feudal barons alike,
the English cavaliers and the
American  slavedealers, the
Walachian boyars and the
Lyonnais silk manufacturers —

they all shed streams of blood,they all marched over corpses,murder, and arson, instigated
civilwar and treason,in order to
defendtheirprivilegesand their
power.

The imperialist capitalistclass, at last offspring of the
caste of exploiters, outdoes all
its predecessors in brutality, in
open cynicism and treachery.Itdefendsits holiest of holies,itsprofit andits privilegeof exploi-
tation, with tooth and nail,with the methods of cold evil
which it demonstrated to the
world in the entire history of
colonialpoliticsand in therecent
World War.

It will mobilise heaven and
hell against the proletariat.It will mobilise the peasantsagainst the cities, the backward
strata of the working class
against the socialist vanguard;itwill use officers to instigate
atrocities; it will try to paralyse
every socialist measure with athousand methods of passiveresistance; .. . it will turn the
country into a smoking heap of
rubble ‘rather than voluntarilygive up wageslavery.

All this resistance must be
broken step by step, with aniron fist and ruthless energy.The violence of the bourgeois
counter-revolutionmust be con-
fronted with the revolutionary
violenceof theproletariat.

Against the attacks, insinua-
tions and rumoursof the bour-

' geoisie must stand the inflexible
clarityof purpose, vigilance,and
ever ready activity of the prol-
etarian mass. Against the
threatened dangers of the
counter-revolution, the arming
of the people and disarming of
the ruling classes. Against the
parliamentary obstructionist
manoeuvres of the bourgeoisie,

Rosa Luxemburgat a mass meeting in 19]8 
 

 
the active organisation of the
mass of workers and soldiers.
Against the omnipresence, the
thousands means of power ofbourgeois society, the concen-
trated, compact, and fullydeveloped power of the workingclass. Only a solid front of the
entire German proletariat,the south German togetherwith
the north German, the urban
and the rural, the workers with
the soldiers, the living spiritedidentification of the German
Revolution with the Internation-
al, the extension of the German
Revolution into a world revolu-
tion of the proletariat can create
thegranite foundationson which
the edifice of the future can be
constructed.

The fight for socialism is the
mightiest civil war in worldhistory, and the proletarianrevolution must procure the
necessary tools for thiscivil war;it must learn to use them — tostruggle and to win.

Such armingof the solid massof labouring people with allpolitical power for the tasks of
the revolution — that is the dic-tatorship of the proletariat and
thereforetrue democracy.

Not where the wage slavesits
next to the capitalist, the ruralproletarian next to the Junker infraudulent equality to engagein parliamentary debate overquestions of life or death, but
where the  million-headed
proletarian mass seizes the
entire power of the state in itscalloused fist, like the godThor his hammer, using it to
smash the head of the rulingclasses — that alone is demo-
cracy, that alone is not abetrayalof thepeople.

Newissue now out!
Heffer and Kinnock on
the Middle East.
Thefight in Fatah.
10p plus postage from
LMCPP, 28 Carlton
Mansions, Holmleigh
Rd., LondonN16.
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Residential social
workers sold out
Ann Crowderreports on the ending of the residential social workers action and draws out some of the lessons

 wens: Te Yreitt

 “To the most militant residential workers this was a sell-out’”’

THE ACTION takeh by residen-
tial workers in pursuit of a claim
for enhanced payment for
unsocial hours working has been
suspended. :

In a national secret postal
ballot, there was a majority
against escalation by implement-
ing 9-5 working. Normal working
will be resumed in homes for the
elderly, children and mentally and
physically handicapped by Janu-
ary 9, following a majority vote
in favour of suspending all action
at a national delegates meeting on
December 22.

It was also agreed to accept an
ACAS deal, which calls for a
national review.ofresidential care.

To the most militant residen-
tial workers this was a sell-out.

A motion supported by a
number of branches, calling for a

continuation of previous action,
with further escalation in the
future, was defeated at that
meeting.

NALGO’s” National Local
Government Committee (NLGC)
are going into this with a watered
downversion of our claim, almost
saying they will accept anything.

The employers are a lot clear-
er about where they stand, noth-
ing will be forthcoming unless
considered in the context of the
changing face of social service
provision and a reduction in local
government funding, (i.e. cut-
backs, closures, job losses).

NALGO’s NLGC did verylittle to build for the ‘9-5 workingonly’ ballot. It had donevirtually
nothing to publicise the claim,
nor had it done anything to build
support amongst the rest of its

Industrial Digest
A THREE week-old strike by
post office staff in the Shep-
herd’s Bush area of London
ended last month after three
weeks.

About sixty members of the
Union of Communications
Workers walked out at the
beginning of the month after
management withdrew produc-
tivity bonuses because of an
unofficialovertime ban.

The strikers went back to
work after the union had agreed
with managementto add to the
workers’ wetkly bonus them
selves.

The strike had been made
official by the UCW,thefirst
time the union had made any
strike official since the 1971°
nationalstrike.

KR KEK
THE government has

_
put

pressure on the NHSto dropall
specification of minimum wage
rates for staff employed by
companies on cleaning. and
cateringcontracts, in an effort to
cut the NHS wagebill.

Conflicting reports on the
success of a half-day banking
strike just before Xmas have
emerged from employers and
theunion involved. The Banking
Insurance and Finance Union
called the national stoppage
over the loss of the traditional
half-day givento staff on the last
tradingday beforeXmas.

Employers claimed that only
110 bank branches wereaffected
out of a possible 11,000. BIFU
claimed that 2,500 branches
were affected, with support
from 60-70% of the union’s
membership.

eR RK

There are fears tht the govern-
ment is preparing the way. for
the privatisation of the power
industry. The Electrical Power
Engineers Association believe
that the government’s decision
to impose a 3% tariff on the
industry this year is a clear
move to make the industry
attractiveto private investors.

 
 

membership in local government.
Although authorisation was

given for strike action on Decem-
ber 7 in support of residential
workers and whilst there was a
good turnout on a 10,000-strong
demonstration, it needed more
strike action by more local
government workers to win the
claim.

It was no doubt held back by
the fact that NALGO had done
nothing to publicise this author-
isation, no national leaflet, nor
did they do anything to build for
future days of action which
would have been necessary had
we won the ‘9-5 working only’
ballot.

This fight has never been just
about ourclaim. NALGO pays
lip service to fighting the Tory
government’s plans to abolish the
Metropolitan Authorities, the
GLC and so on. It speaks about
the fight against cutbacks, and the
improvement of public services,
yet it was almost relieved to sell

.

us out and stop industrial action.
Even delegates who were in

favour of accepting the ACAS
deal (amongst them Militant
supporters) were highly critical of
the national leadership.

It appeared theywanted this
dispute over and done with as
soon as possible, and have put
their energies into ensuring that,
rather than winning our claim
which obviously would have been
a victory for all local government
workers against the Tory
employers.

Local victimisations, docking
of pay, sackings should have been
met by national action, not left
to individual branches to take
action and become isolated. in
many cases with no chance of
winning.

No defence
Nationally NALGO haveheld :

back decisions on ballots for local
escalation of the action. In
Nottinghamshire it had held back
strike money for strike action
that had been authorised.

There was no defence of those
who were arrested on December
7. no public statement was issued.

“NALGO
militants
must
fight for
the accoun-
tabilityof
their so-
called
leadership.
We must
stop them
from seeing
disputes as
isolated
incon-
veniences.””

PHOTO: ANDREW WIARD, REPORT

The post-mortem of_this
dispute needs a longer analysis.
But a few more points are impor-
tant to note.

Firstly, secret postal ballots
not only hamper but are destruc-
tive to action. The programme
Sixty Minutes hada severely dis-
abled person urging people to
vote ‘no’ in the ballot. NALGO
did nothing to counteract this or
build fora ‘yes’ vote.

The ‘no’ vote meant a calling
off of our action when there was
enough militancy amongst resi-
dential workers and a growing
support amongst local govern-
ment workers to win our dispute.

We need to campaign against
postal ballots being established in
unions and to get rid of them at
NALGO’s next annual confer-
ence.

Accountability
Secondly, the role of Labour

authorities.
Class collaboration against

workers is certainly no way to
protect services, jobs, or workers.
We need to highlight the accoun-
tability of councillors when it
comes round to reselection time
and take these sell-outs as a clear
indication of their class treachery.

NALGO militants must fight
for the accountability of its so
called leadership. We must stop
them from seeing disputes as
isolated inconveniences. Our
fight was a fight for all local
government workers and_ local
government services, and any
fight by other sections will be a
fight for us.

Residential workers should use
their experiences to win these
demands. It needs to be started
straight away. Support must be
built for the January 24 day of.
authorised strike action to defend
the GLC and the Metropolitan
Authorities.

No doubt demozsalisation has
set in amongst. residential
workers. We must see it merely as
a postponement of the need for
industrial action. We must be
prepared to fight now for the
accountability of

—
the

—
labour

movement leadership.

 SupportforNGA
IN Sheffield on 14 December,
what started out as a rally for the
rail, steel and coal unions, ended
as an attack on the TUC General
Council in denying support to the
NGA.

News of the vote was public
when the meeting started. Calls
for an NGA speaker by the 1.000
people present was soft-soaped
by the chair. Former ASLEF
President Bill Ronksley had this
to say: ‘‘Todayis a black dayfor
trade unionism. We in ASLEF
were also let down by the TUC so
we know how the NGA members
are feeling tonight. But that let-
down did not weaken the resolve
of ASLEF members. It becomes
clearer and clearer that a new
kind ofleadership is necessary.

“When a Congress is held to
decide on a policy, no trade union
leadership should be allowed to
back down on that policy, and
instead talk about not breaking
the law.”

These comments were met by
rapturous applause.

Arthur Scargill also had some
pertinent comments. “It’s not just
our class enemy but collaboration
in our own ranks. I believe the
TUC decision today represents
the biggest sell-out since 1926.
Faced with sequestration of their
funds, the NGAshould strike, not

for a day but permanently.” A
member of the audience at that
shouted out: “How long do you
think the (NUM) overtime ban
should last?” Scargill replied,
“PIL tell you how long it should
last — permanently.”

At this point Bill Sirs walked
in to cries from the crowd of
‘Scab’ and ‘Put up the gallows’.

Bill Sirs said, “We are trying
to create unity within the triple
alliance. We’re fighting a govern-
ment with a 140 seat majority.
That is what you should’ not
forget.”

The audience shouted back
“Vv > fighting the TUC!”.

A stow handclap started and
people began to leave. Sirs did
not say anythingelse.

Jimmy Knapp pledged the
.

support of the NUR. ‘We must
work hard to shake off what
has happened today. We need to
work for unity. We need to make
sure that in future, the Tory
government is faced by a union
movement, standing shoulder to
shoulder. The NUR supports the
NGA. We will continue to argue
for justice for the NGA despite
the decision today.”

What was said at this rally
gives hope for a much stronger
assault on the anti-union laws.
If the NGAasksthetriple alliance
will answer.
 Carousel arrests
SIX so-called secondary pickets
werearrested at themasspicket
of 20 December outside the
Carousel factory in Glasgow’s
East End, scene of the long-
running dispute for union recog-
nition, re-instatementand better
workingconditions.

The arrests occurred when
police waded in as_pickets
stoppeda carcarrying scabsinto
the factory. Badly dented, the
car managedto getin, whilst the
six pickets arrested during the
clash were charged with breach
of thepeace and vandalism.

The masspicket, attended by
about 100 trade unionists and
unemployed, had been called by
the East End Support Commit-
tee (consisting of the strikers,
local trade unionists and Labour
Party members). In the weeks
leadingupto the picket, strikers
visited over 30 workplaces
around Glasgow to appeal for
support for thepicket.

The low turnout for this mass
picket is the result of the local
TGWUofficials’ attitude to it:
they did not openly oppose it,
but theycertainly did nothingto
help build it. And not a single
TGWUfull-timer turned up to
picket Carousel.

The appealfor support for the
masspicket foundonly a limited
response — only one union
banner (NALGO) was on the
picketline.

The failureof the local TOWU
officials to work to mobilise
support for the mass picket was
only the logical extension of
their overall attitude to the dis-
pute: ditch it, as soon as this
can be done with the minimum

of recriminations. .

The TGWUhas‘already with-
drawn the vacant shop used by
the strikers as their headquar-
ters, on the grounds that it
cost too much (£17 a week) to
run.

Another reflection of the
scandalous indifference—of
TGWUofficialdomto the fate of
this dispute is to be found in the
current issue of TGWU Record,
the union’s monthlynewspaper.
It carries a mere 27-wordarticle
on the strike, which does noth-
ing to enlighten the reader as to
the background and develop-
mentofthestrike.

The East End Support Com-
mittee is following up its work
for themasspicketby calling for
a West of Scotland shop stew-
ards conference to be convened
by theTGWU.

All trade unionists (not just
those in theTGWU)and Labour
Party members in the West of
Scotland should be moving
resolutions in their branches
pledging them to support any
such conference, convened by
the TGWUand/orthe Carousel
strikers themselves.

If, as is 99% certain, the
TGWUfailsto call such a confer-
ence, the way would then be
open for the strikers them-
selves to immediatelycall such a
conference, knowing__that
branches which had passed a
motion along the above lines
would support it.

Donations and copies of any
resolutions passed by union or
Labour Party branches should
be sent ot: Carol Rodger,
47 CuthaltonTerrace,Parkhead,
Glasgow.
 Brent goes Tory
AMIDST stormy scenes, Brent
Council went Tory on December
15. The meeting had

_
been

adjournedfrom the previous week
when a large demonstration occu-
pied the council meeting demand-
ing the resignation of Ambrozine
Neil.

Neil had -defected to the
Tories over a_ difference on
education policy. Her policy
included more discipline in
schools, and for black private
schools.

From the outset, the meeting
was heavily policed and members
of the public faced great difficul-
ty in gaining admittance.

The demonstration started
off peacefully. Carols were

sung with anti-Tory lyrics. The
meeting hotted up by 9 p.m.
when some people went through
the security guards into the
middie to confront Ambrozine
Neil demanding her resignation.

After the disruption was over

the. Mayor ordered the ‘hall
cleared. Most people refused to
leave. Many were dragged out
by the police.

Outside, away from

_
the

cameras, the police engaged in
their more traditional pursuits,
especially against blackwomen.

Four Labour Party members
were arrested, three of them hav-
ing earlier been fingered to plain
clothes police by a Tory council-
lor.

Witch-hunt
In the following days the left

had to fight off a witch-hunt
attempt at the Local Government
Committee. One Councillor
resigned in protest at the so-
called violence oftheleft.

The first hearing for the four
arrested will be at Waltham
Magistrates Court, St. Mary’sRoad, NW10 at 9.45 on January
5. A picketis planned. .



eeeET

 
 
 

THE PLANput forward byBritish Shipbuilders to
‘save theindustry’ is a plan
to break every bone in the
body of shipyard trade
unionism.

Tens of thousands would
lose theirjobs, pay and con-
ditions would worsen for
thefew survivors, and man-
agement would rule with
the blackjack of total
power,

By Rob Dawber

THE annual -demonstra-
tion to commemorateBloody Sunday takes placein Sheffield thisyear.Bloody Sunday was the
day in 1972 when the
Second Parachute Regi-
ment of the British Armyshot down and killed 14
demonstrators on a pro-
test against internment
withoutchargeortrial.

The Bloody Sunday demon-
stration is also more generally,of course, a protest against thewhole of British policy and pres-
encein Ireland.

We knew that as soon as thelocal media got hoid ofit, theywould trv and do the same as
was done in Mansfield when the
LCI demonstrated there againstthe then Labour spokesperson onIreland, Don Concannon.

Mansfield
Whe population of Mansfieid

were told instead that bombers
were on their way and localbuilders offered reduced rates forbuilding work after the IRA hadbeen through. Not surprisingly alot of people, including a largeLabour Party contingent, turned
out to defend their MP..

Just before Chrisumas. all ofthis started here. The occasion todegin it was prowided by theHarrods bomb. But a godsend forthe media was provided by onelocal Sinn Fein (Britain) memberTony Kelly who went to the radioand press claiming to speak forthe Bloody Sunday MobilisingCommittee (of which he issecretary.
He informed the mediathathesupported the bombing atHarrods, as an act of war, but ofcourse heregretted civilian casual-ties.

Butthefear, the insecur-
ity and the powerlessness
thathas infected many sec-tions of the working class
in. Thatcher’s Britain has
not demoralised the men
and women of the shipyards.

Their militancy has
pushed their union leaders
into calling a national strike
from January 6.

 
 
 

 

 
                   

 

     
    
 

 The press tocauy 1s reiauvelyrestrained in its attacks on leftissues because of the strength of
support for Labour, and has gotits circulation figures to worryabout.

No such problem with Irish
questions, though. The labour
movement is as bad here on thisquestion as anywhere. Straight
away, City Council leader DavidBlunkett moved to get the cityhall withdrawn as the venue forthe rally, stating that he had,“consulted colleagues and decided
it was unacceptable to permit thehire of city council premises toorganisations that advocated
violence and bombing.”

He said, “‘The council did notlike to place restrictions on the
use of its premises because itcould be accused of censorship.

community

Tyneside workers have
decided to occupy their
yards. At Cammell Lairds a
committee has been set upto organise non-shipyard

.workersin the fight to savejobs.
These are the key tactics

to a successful struggleinvolving all the strikers
and drawing in the wider

and other

But that ss not the case wherepeople are advocating violence
and talking about being at warwith people in the streets of

_
Sheffield or London.”

Of course, the press is nowhowling for the march itself tobe banned.

Blunkett
Even

_
before Tony Kelly’sstatements, however, Blunketthad tried to get postponed ameeting organised by the LabourCommittee on Ireland and theTroops Out Movementon the useof show trials and paid perjurersin Northern Ireland under thetitle of “British Justice on Trialin Ireland’ This nonethelessgoesahead on January 13.

sections ofworkers.
Last September’s ship-yard strikes and occupa-tions in West Germany

succeeded infuelling thefighting spirit of other
heavyindustries, above all
steel. Solidarity from steel
and coal workers who face
similar attacks could turn
the trade union struggleinto a political battle ag-ainst theTories.

 
treland branci: is trying iis best tosalvage what we can. We have putout a letter to all Labour Partyand trade union branches, inform-ing them of the real Purpose ofthe march (i.e: that its purpose isnot and never has been to supportthe tactics of the IRA), trying toexplain some of the backgroundto the division of Ireland, the

nature of the sectarian state, whythe waris going on and whyit hasspread to Britain; how the finalTesponsibility for all this restswith British governments Past andpresent.
Weare calling for a maximumattendance on the march withbanners.
Assemble 12.30pm, CarlisleStreet, off Spitalhill, Sheffield.Sunday January 29.

 

FUND
Donations over the Christmas/New Year period include:Sally Page (Manchester) £5, Pete Keenlyside (Manchest-er) £5, J.Wells (Birmingham) £3, Mick Ferris (Notting-ham) £1, Cardiff SO £20, Bev Wood (Brackley) £2, Man-chester SO(raffleand social) £18.50, Stan Crooke £5, JohnMcIlroy £20, Wirral SO (social) £25.32, Alex Simpson(Cambridge) £5, York SO £8, Harrogate SO £5, JennyFisher £60,London supporter £80, Rob Dawber £6 — atotal of £273.82.

Manythankstoall those, and it’s a better total thanwe’ve hadfor several issues.
But thatmakes only £744.57 so far in our three-monthdrive to raise £3000 by January 31. £2255.43 in fourweeks!It willtake a lot of doing.Mostencouragingis the fact that a far greater numberof local groups are actually.organising fund-raising events

— jumblesales, socials, raffles, ete. — and going out toask readers for donations. A number set plans beforeChristmasfor activities in January— now’s the time tomakesurethatthoseplansgo aheadfull‘speed.Sheffield has raised 120% ofits target, Brent 107%,Tower Hamlets:70%, and Cardiff 54% — but every othergroup has a long way to go. Chelmsford stands at 33%,Harrogate at 30%, Southwarkat 29%, Islington at 26%,

‘recommended

Nottingham 16%, Hull 12%
and Coventry 1%.
moneyatall.

Remember: that £3000 isn’t for luxuries

, S.E.London8%, Halifax8%,Other groups have yet to send any
Nasor extras,it isfor basicweek-by-weekfunctioning.Send contributions to: 214

2SY. Sickert Court, London N1

Left gains at.
car factory |

ByBillPeters
BOB Fryer, who has been the,
TGWU convenor of the BLCowley Assembly Plant since1959, with a three-year breakwhen the right wing were in
power from 1974-77, has beendefeated in this year’s electionby a challenge from theleft.

The new TGWU convenor is
Ivor Braggins, who has been aprincipled and militant shopsteward in the plant for many
years,

This election was the first
time that Fryer had lost the
support of the left in the plantsince he was first elected 24. years ago.Opposing him was not an
easy decision for the left totake. Bob Fryer has a long historyof struggle and was one of thepeople responsible-for the build-ing of the shop stewards move-
ment in the plant in the 1950sand the early 1960s.

In recent years, however, hehas faded seriously and had
reached the point where he was
no longer able to provideadequate leadership in the face of
a ruthless and determined man-
agement.

The extent of this was reflec-
ted in the unity of the left inopposing Fryer and supportingIvor Braggins, which was more orless complete.

This gave Braggins a 250Majority in the shop floor ballotheld recently. Ivor Braggins polled745 against Fryer’s 495 andFrank Corti, the right wingcandidate’s 59 in a 40% poll.Corti’s vote. reflects: the crisisthe right wing faced in the elec-
tion. Their candidate capable ofpolling the most votes, JimBarson, was beaten for the shopsteward’s position in his ownsection, the paint shop, and wasconsequently noteligible to standfor convenor.

Frank Corti, who was the
unsuccessful right wing candidate
in the previouselection, had justbeen found guilty in a TGWUdisciplinary hearing, of threaten-

.

ing physical violence to AlanThornett during a shop stewardsmeeting at the works, eighteenmonthsago.
As a result of this it has been

to the GeneralExecutive- Council of the TGWU.by the Midlands Regional Com-mittee, that he be banned fromholding all offices in the union.This factor undoubtedly reduced

further the small vote he waslikely teget.Che low poll (40%), is partlyproduced by the strict votingprocedures in the plant wherebyworkers have to attend thepolling station at a given timeand be in possession of theirmembership card, and partly bythe current conditions in’ theplant.
As a result of the manage-ment offensive, and betrayals bythe trade union leaders over thelast four years, shop floor tradeunion structures have beenseriously broken down and therehas been a very serious loss ofshop stewards and activists. TheSouth Works, where the Maestrois assembled by a largely newlabour force, has been the worstaffected. For the past year therehave been virtually no shopstewards in that area and tradeunion influence is very weak,although of course they are all

membersof the union.
This situation resulted in ahigh poll in the North Works

amongst the older labour forcebut a tiny percentage poll in theSouth Works.
This is one of the problemswhich Bob Fryer had failed totackle and one to which the newleadership must give a highpriority. .

it is going to be a difficultPeriod over the next year in theplant. The managementoffensivecontinues and will intensify withthe introduction of the LM 11shortly, and after that the. newHonda model, theXX.
The result of this ballot andthe recent ballot in the BodyPlant next door, where left-winger Tony Richardson polled942 votes against the right wingcandidate’s 1224 in a ballot con-trolled by the right wing, whoused very unsatisfactory andbiased procedures, show thatworkers are looking for militantleaders.

The new leadership in theAssembly Plant therefore facesthe contradictory situation with alabour force willing to fight, asthey demonstrated in the so-called hand-washing strike last
year, but with trade union struc-
tures seriously dismantled.

The new leadership will there-fore have to fight managementatthe same timeasit is rebuildingthe union. There is no doubt,however, that a leadership underIvor Braggins offers the bestopportunity to tacklethis task. 


