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Two more print unions in the firing lineTORY LAWS

TWO unions in the printing
industry could come into
sharp collision with the Tory
anti-union laws again this
week.

SOGAT 82’s leaders buckled
under pressure before Christmas,
and capitulated to a court injunc-
tion obtained by the union-
busting ‘socialist’ millionaire
Robert Maxwell. This week they
have declared their refusal to
comply with a further, more drac-
onian, court ruling, which came
into force last Wednesday,11th.

Judges instructed SOGAT
members in other plants of Max-
well’s company BPCC to do the
work of their striking colleagues
at the Park Royal plant, by print-
ing an extended run of the Radio
Times. They also reiterated the
previous injunction against the
trade union boycott of Radio
Times distribution in London,
since in fact it had never been
lifted.

SOGAT 82 has received a
court order instructing them to
scab on members in dispute at
Robert Maxwell’s BPCC print
worksat Park Royal, London.

The union has refused to scab.
It has refused to withdrawits in-
struction to members not to print
copies of the Radio Times norm-
ally produced at Park Royal.

But the Tory law is: Scab —

or else. So if the SOGATleaders
stand firm. they will be hauled up
within the next few days for
‘contempt ofcourt’.

Before Christmas they buckled
underpressure and capitulated to
another court injunction connect-
ed to the same dispute. But this
week they have declared their
refusal to comply with the furth-
er, more draconian. court ruling

 

By Alan Gordon
obtained by union-busting ‘soc-
ialist’ millionaire Robert Maxwell,
which came into force last Wed-
nesday, 11th.

The judges also reiterated the
previous injunction against the
trade union boycott of Radio
Times distribution in London,
since in fact the London memb-
ers of SOGAT have -neverlifted
it.

 

The next legal stage is puni-
tive fines or damages, like against
the NGA. And the next stage in
the struggle is an escalation, if
SOGATtakes steps to defend it-
self against Maxwell and the
courts by boycotting the print-
ing and distribution of other
publications from BPCC.

Meanwhile, on Saturday 21st,
a Special Delegate Meeting of the
National Union of Journalists will
vote on whetherto flout an injun-
ction and reinstate the union’s
principled stand of defying the
anti-union legislation. The vote
will be on whether to reimpose
an official instruction: for strike
action against Dimbleby News-
papers in Richmond.

The union’s six-person Emerg-
ency Committee intervencd in the
dispute on December 15 by vot-
ing four. to two to reverse an
unanimous decision taken a few
days earlier by the full National
Executive, and to withdraw offi-
cial support for the Dimbleby
chapel members. pending a ruling
by the High Court on the union’s
appeal against an injunction.

This switch ofline, which not
climbed down to the courts but
also stripped the Richmondstrik-
ers of £1000 per weekin strike
benefit and other support, pro-
yoked anger among many NUJ
activists. And it caught the

SAY: SCAB
OR ELSE!

union’s right wing unawares.
At the National Executive

Committee meetings, right wing-
ers — supported by a number on
the Left — had carried a proposal
for a Special Delegate Meeting.
Some evidently hoped that this
might offer an escape route from
further confrontation with the
courts.

But then the emergency com-
mittee called off the official
strike. The right wing immediate-
ly recognised that the SDM could
nowprovide the basis for the rank
and file membership to reinstate
the action, and began to campaign
for the SDM to becalled off.

Last Wednesday, 11th, a recal-
led NEC meeting voted by a maj-
ority of one to proceed with the
SDM. There is a good chance that
the union policy will at the week-
end revert once again to defiance
and confrontation.

At the centre of the agenda
for the SDM is a declaration of
principles tabled by the NEC
when it was unanimously for
defiance: this. policy statement
will now certainly be opposed by
a number of NEC members who
originally voted forit.

Amendments range from right
wing appeals to remain ‘within
the law’ through to attempts to
toughen up the statement, speci-
fying the need to prepare indus-
trial action by the NUJ and other
unions in the event of further
legal attacks or sequestration of
funds, and condemning the TUC’s
betrayal of the NGA.

Oxford branch has tabled an
amendment which calls on ‘the
full TUC — or those TUC unions
prepared to stand in defence of
union rights — to lend the NUJ
and NGA

_
unqualified

-
political,

financial and industrial support in
defence ofbasic union rights’:

Also from Oxford comes a
further resolution, committing
the NUJ to campaign fora recall
TUC congress, to reverse the
General Council’s decision on the
NGA.

A numberof branches, togeth-
er with the Provincial Newspapers
Industrial Council, condemn the
lifting of the strike instruction at
Richmond,and urge that the NEC
should give ‘full official support
and strike pay to our memberson
Dimbleby Newspapers immediate-
ly following the House of Lords
decision, irrespective of what that
decision may be’.

Despite the confusion created
by the right wing manoeuvres.in
the last month, the NUJ’s confer-
ence of rank and file delegates
gives the best chance of reversing
a damaging decision, and re-laun-
ching the ‘struggle against the
Tebbit Act which the TUC Gen-
eral Council did its best to scuttle
last month.

For SOGAT members,the fate
of the battle against Maxwell is
in the much less safe hands of
general secretary Bill Keys.

There is no doubt, however,
that if SOGAT does stand its
ground and fight back against this
attack, it is in a vastly more
powerful position to win than was
the NGA against Eddie Shah’s
largely non-union operation in
Warrington. Full-scale SOGAT
boycotts of Maxwell’s publica-
tions, and of any alternative
printer to Radio Times, could be
a powerful lever to force Maxwell
to reopen the Park Royal plant
and abandon the use of Thatch-
er’s laws.

Keys sat on the fence
throughout the NGAstruggle at
Warrington, and mobilised no
significant solidarity action, thus
weakening SOGAT’s case for
industrial support from ‘other
unions now.

But it’s not too late for Keys
to come out publicly campaigning
against the Tebbit Act, and to
withdraw from the backroom
talks in which he and Len Murray
are engaged with the Tory union-
buster Tom King.

The NGA leaders may be
quietly. moving to ditch their
dispute: with Eddie Shah: but this
is not an issue which can begrace-
fully dropped.

The courts and injunction-
wielding employers are coming
after the unions moreaggressively
than ever. The Tory laws will
shred union strength unless they
are stopped soon.

By this weekend we will know
whether SOGAT and the NUJ
will take up the Tory gauntlet and
fight back.

The. fight can and must be
resumed to reverse the General
Council’s decision to scab on the
NGA,and for those unions who
voted against capitulation to
pledge full industrial andpolitical
support to SOGAT and the NUJ
in any stand they may take
against the courts. :
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The Tories’
other onslaught
IF THE government tomorrow proposed an across-the-board
wage cut, affecting every worker in Britain and their families,
but with special penalties for the old, the sick, children, disab-
led people and ali those already on the poverty line, then there
would. be massive outrage.

(f, on top of this, they decreed thatworkers were no longer guaran-
teed the right to vote, and the business-classwould be given two or
more votes, then this outrage would be organised into a concerted
movement to drive them from office.

What the Tories are proposing, in their pincer movement on local
authorities,does notfall far short of that.

Under the Rates Bill, the government proposes to set maximum
levels of spending and rates for individual councils, and also to take
reserve powers to limit all councils’ rates. Under the existing penalties
system, muchharsher in 1984-5, councils !ose central government fund-
ing at a rapid rate if they exceed government spending targets. With the
abolition of the Greater London Council and the metropolitan author-
ities, thousands of jobs will be chopped, and many functions removed
from any democratic control. —

It all adds up to a phenomenalslashing of workingclass living stand-
ards and a fundamentalslicing off of democratic rights.

The major users of local authorityservices are the poor,theelderly,
families with children and other disadvantaged groups. The horrific cuts
which will ensue if these proposals become law will fall disproportion-
ately on those already worst-hit.

The abolition of the metropolitan authorities (all Labour-control-
led) is part of the same package as anti-union laws. Councils have, to
one degree or another, shown their potential as focuses of resistance to
the Tory onslaught. The opposition mounted to the Tories’ civil
defence policy by some Labour councils is an example of why the Tor-
ies are so desperate to clip their wings. Local authoritiesremain one of
the areas of trade union organisation still relatively untouched by
slumps and industrial decline.

The Tories hope to rule by dividing: ratepayers against council
unions, the industrial workforce against public sector workers; the
employed against the dependent poor (unemployed, elderly, single
parents, disabled and chronically sick people); white collar against
manual unions; owner-occupiers against tenants...

The powers that the Tories propose to take upon themselves are
so all-embracing that many of their own ranks, especially in local
authorities,are alarmed that they too will be slashed by the scythes.

Their proclamations on ‘Tory traditions’ notwithstanding, their
main concern is with their own necks. They do notreject the strategy,
merely the form of its implementation. They wil! make unreliable allies
for the labour movement.

Yet much of the energy, especially of Labour councils, has gone
into winning such friends and influencing them: Tory businessmen,
councillors and Lords are all wooed, while the real heart of the move-
ment, workers, both employed by the authorities and users of their
services, are left to draw their own conclusions.

There is no labour movement strategy to counter the Tories’ closely
worked-out one. In part this is due to the miserable history of Labour
councils’ opposition to the cuts: all sound and fury, andrate rises in the
meantimeto stave off the evil day.

Well, the evil day has come. The labour movementis unprepared,
but must gear up quickly for action. Industrial action by council work-
forces must be tied in with mobilisation of tenants and of users of
council services. Labour councils must come down from the clouds and
throw their hand in with those they employ and those whoelected
them. They must refuse to push through cutting budgets.

Working class communities must be united around demands which
defend their interests as workers, users, rent-and-rate-payers, and not
split up as previously.

We should demand cancellation of the councils’ debt burden, which
can absorba third of their budget or more. Interest-free loans from cen-
tral government, and nationalisation without compensation of the
banks and financial institutions.

Instead of using the rates system — which can bear most heavily on
some of the poorest — to pass on Tory cuts, we should denounceit. '

Defend existing tocal democracy: demand increased powers for local
authorities to levy whatever taxes they decide on. Put the burden of
taxation onto the wealthy.

Public provision of housing and education is starved of resources,
while the wealthy waste millions. The labour movement should under-
take to bring the whole building industry into public ownership, with-
Out compensation and under workers’ and community control; to
launch a crash house-building and repair programme; to introduce
workers and community control of housing and education.

Councillors should stop regarding themselves as townhall dignitaries
trying to find the most benevolent and socialist forms of municipal
administration with which to bless their constituents. Trade unionists
should recognise clearly that they need a political strategy. All should
becomearmsof a single labour movement which declares: We will not
tolerate the Tory cuts. We will not implement them or cooperate with
them. We will refuse collaboration with the Tories. The Tories are
strong only so long as we are weak-willedand divided.
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lew Women’s Fightback nowout. 10p plus 16p po
age from 10b Landseer Road, London N19.
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To
By Alan Clinton (chief

whip,IslingtonCouncil)
THE LATEST Tory attack
on public service provision
and local democracy was
bludgeoned through the
House of Commons on
Tuesday 17th with a major-_
ity of 100

___
well below the

normalTory muster.
The Rates Bill has achieved

virtually universal condemna-
tion from local councillors, inclu-
ding Tories who regard it as a
threat to whatever perks they
have and as aimedat any servic-
es theymaybeableto provide in
theircommunities.

Even before the Commons
vote, Tory desperation was
shown by Thatcher’s refusal to
meet Tory local authority lead-
ers in public. The list of Tory
supporters of the Bill circulated
by Conservative Central Office
proved to be largely from coun-
cil minority groups, who. would
havelittle need to deal with the
legislation in practice.

The fact that it is Tories.who
are talking about threatsto local
democracy should not blind us
to the fact that there is some
truthin what they say. The care-

    Se EE. 4

Heath — “carefully timed revolt”
fully timed revolt by ex Prime
Minister Edward Heath and
other Tory has-beens was des-
ignedto give thema base among
large and disaffected sections

 

In Glasgow
GLASGOWDistrict Council has
decidedto freeze rents. This is a
significant step forward.

It is expected that it will be
followed by a decision not to
increaserates, thus bringingthe
council into line with the policy
of the District Labour Party.Delegates to the District
Party, and councillors, were
influencedby the imminence of
the District elections in May.
They know that because of the
increasing powers being taken
by the Tory government this
could be the last occasion on
which Labour will independ-
ently determine the levels of
rents andrates.

Overthepast four years rents
have increased 81% in Glas-
gow. The new housing benefit
scheme will mean that many
tenants face rent increases
again, of as much as £25 per
month. Tenants’ organisations
had lobbiedthe council, deman-
ding a rent freeze.

Opponents of the decision
argued that it could provoke

By Ian McCalman
Scottish Secretary GeorgeYounger to a further cut in the
capital allocation, already redu-
ced thisyear from £72 million to
£52 million.Better, theyargued,
to agree to increase rents by
BY.

But it is highly unlikely that
Younger would be persuaded byGlasgow’s ‘moderation’ not to
makefurther cuts in the capital
allocation thisyear. A campaignbeginning now and goingthrough the Mayelections and
beyond can be used to rally
support for the council’s stahd

_and place in a better positionpolitically to resist any come-
back from Younger. ,

It certainly means that theDistrict Council elections will be
of an. unprecedented intensity,focusing the energies of Partymembers,’tradeunions,and ten-
ants’ organisations in a cam-paign of resistance to the Toryonslaught.

 
 

-of theTory Party.
The old-fashioned Tories

know that the traditions of capi-
taliSt rule are maintained by the
diffusion of political authority,

burn Labour Party. On the re-
commendation of the Executive
Committee, the GC voted two to
oneto expel.

The six have been expelled
mainly on the say-so of Michael
Gregory, whosaysheis a former
supporter of Militant. His melo-
dramatic allegations of a Mili-
tant conspiracy in the constitu-
ency werecirculated by the local
Party machine to everyone on
the GC.

The accused were denied the
same facilities to answer the
charges. They were refused the
right to circulate a written
answerto the charges on which
theyhave beenexpelled. :

Nowtheball is at the feet of
the National Executive Com-

; mittee, who will either confirm
or reject theexpulsions.

If these expulsions are allow-
ed to stand, then a precedent
will have been set. Any intoler-

given a charter to go ahead and
burn alleged local witches.

|Local Labour Parties should
demandthat the NECrefuse‘to

 
ant local group will have been °

  ries inrevolt
and fear’ that the Thatcherite
policy might in the end be a
threatto themall.

Socialists in local govern-
ment can have no confidence
whatever that the Tories will
combineto defeat the attack on
democracyandservices.

It seems possible that the
difficult passage of the legis-lation may bring concessions,
perhapsthedroppingof thegen-eral powers to cap all rates
(rather than just to ‘cap’ the
spending of selected councils).

But even then the legislation
will still hit all those authorities,like Islington, who have fought
to defend the housing and
social services. Selective powerswill still diminish substantially
the powerof local authoritiesto
provide services; in precisely
those areas wheretheyare will-
iag to provide them.

Only the labour and working
class movement can defeat the
series of threats now beingpos-
ed by the Tories to local demo-
cracy and services. The Day of
Action in defence of the Greater
London Council on January 24
should bethefirst of many such
activities.Resistance to the Tory
schemesandrefusal to coopera-
te with them by trade unionists
and councillorswill also play an
important role in efforts to
defeat them.

‘Militants expelled
SIX Militant supporters have

.

been expelled from the Black--
endorse the expulsions, and in-
instead insists on the six being
reinstated in Blackburn Labour
Party. ,

‘Brent
BRENTEast Labour Party Gen-
eral Committee has voted by a
very large majority to ‘support
those whodisrupted meetings of
the local council’ recently, and
to pay any fines imposed on the
four Labour Party members
arrested during the protests in
thecouncilchamber.

The protests were against a
Tory takeover made possible by
the defection of former Labour
councillorAmbrozineNeil.

The GC voted to condemn
MayorPeter Pondsayfor calling
thepolice.

In response to the call by
Brent East’s Labour MP, RegFreeson, for an inquiry into the
disturbances in the council
chamber, the GC voted to con-
demnFreeson‘for asking for yetanother investigation and for
once again attackingothermem-
bersof the party in the capitalistpress’.
 ThosefilthyFrench!
MON DIEU! Those French
pirates have gone too far this.
time. -

The farmers who kidnapped
our gallant English lorry drivers
and burned their fine imperial
New Zealand lamb have insulted
our nation and thrown detente
— a nasty froggy word — back in
our teeth.

How long will Mrs Thatcher
stand this calculated insult to our
sovereignty? Even now a_ task
force of juggernauts should be
prepared to drive into France and
declare war on the French farmer,
liberate our lamb, and declare a
200-mile exclusion zone around
our lorries.

We joined the Common Mark-
et so we could trade in freedom
with our partners. But what do
the inept French police do when
our way of life is under attack?
They stand by as in a pissoir and °

wash their hands.
How long will we put up with

this do-nothing policy? Armed
guards should be posted on every
lorry. French farmers should be
shot on sight. Our lorries must
drive on the Iett — and to hell

Daily Press
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 By PatrickSpilling
with French habits.
AT THEsametimeas ourBritish
yeomen are being gunned down
on the autoroutes of France, our
gallant airmen are wasting moneysaving French fishermen from
rough seas.

As an island race, we depend
on French invaders perishing off
our shores to stay free. We saythrow them back!
THE OUTRAGEoffilthyFrench
food in our shops continues.

After French apples, now we
have to put up with rabid French
milk. The apples — called golden
delicious but tasting of wood pulp

— undercut real English applesand con housewives and other
weak people in our society intobuyingforeign muck.

But the apples are thefoodof
the gods comparedto this filthyVHF milk polluting our fridges.This milk, from French cowsthrough French udders, is to beswallowed by English children.

We applaud the customsoffi-
cials who impoundedthisnoxious
liquid and demandedit remain in
quarantine for six months to
makesure it is free from disease.
The French may claim this
renders their milk too old to be
of use. We say: tant pis.

ogg

SO THElunatic Left have captur-
ed Chesterfield and foisted Tony
Benn on a reluctant LabourParty.

They will find Benn will hand
the seat to the Tories or the SDP
on a plate.

The. British people are too
wise to vote for such a way-outloony.

Despite. his apparent support
- for the Labour leadership, Benn

still espouses the loony policies
which lost Labour. the last elec-
tion. Like withdrawing from the
EEC.

He must think the voters of
Chesterfield have lost more marb-
les than Neil Kinnock wants to
handbackto the Greeks.

Does he notrealise that inter
national cooperation‘is the key to
long-term peace in Europe?

Were it not for the EEC, nat-
ion would be set against nation.
Europe would be prey to the
nationalist forces which havedivi-
ded it twice this century.

We have always stood for
international cooperation, and aslong as the British people do so

.too they will reject lunatic poli- °

cies that want to revert to
isolationism.
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IT IS an idea deeply rooted in
the’British nationalist con-
sciousness that while foreign-
ers may bribe and corrupt,
abuse, misuse and buy and
sell political influence, British
democracy stands above such
things. .

The press greets with ill-
concéaled glee the downfall of
presidents, cabinet ministers,
princes and potentates. Repub-
lics, monarchies, left or right
(though preferably left), it
matters not, so long as they
are foreign.

Even the disgrace of erstwhile
political allies can be crowed
about — after all they’veoutliv-
ed their usefulness. Politicians
may comeandgo, nationalismis
an ever-present theme.

Besides, everyone loves a
scandal, and for the ‘popular’
pressit’s the breathof life. ‘Let
us all rejoice in our righteous-
ness and see the unjust cast
down. Democracy and decency
really do exist’.

:It ought to be salutary, there-
fore, to observe the reaction of
the said pillars of decency when -

the dung-heap is on their own
doorstep. What will they say
when the dirt starts accumula-
ting around our own pristine
prime minister, she of the shop-
keeper’s morals? Well, now we
have thechance.

In 1981 the prime minister, on
a tour of the Middle East, used
herofficial influence to gain the
building contract for the new
university of Oman for a British
company, Cementation Internat-
ional Ltd. At the time, she was
hailed by the Daily Express as
‘super saleswoman’.

The contract was described as
‘one of the largest overseas
orders to be won by a single
building contractor’. There had
been no competitive tendering,
no budget was fixed, there had
been no design competition,
and no outside architects had
been appointed by the Omani
government.

The deal, originally costed at
£215 million, eventually became
worth £300 million. Well batted,
Maggie!

Later, coincidentally,the pro-
posedcut in the Overseas Deve-
lopment Administration’s aid
programme to Oman wasalter-
ed to maintain a higher level of
technical cooperation.

Now another extraordinary
coincidence has been revealed:
MarkThatcher, thebeloved son,
wasactingon behalfof Cement-
ation in a consultant capacity.
He just happened to fly into
Oman at the same time as his
motherwaspracticallylobbying
for the contract. Curiouser and
curiouser...

So how have the ‘popular’
press reported this potentially
meaty scandal? With a deafen-
ing silence.

The story was splashed in the
Observer, and has had some
coveragein the ‘quality’ papers, 

 

New issue of. Socialist Student, paper of Socialist
Students in NOLS, now out, 10p plus postage from

By Gerry Byrne

but not a squeak from most of
themass-circulationpapers.

This may not be unconnected
with another curious coincid-
ence: Trafalgar House, the par-
ent company of Cementation,
also owns the Daily Express
(who at the time of the deal
showed no such reticence) and
the Daily Star, a very ‘popular’
paper not generally keen to
pass up the opportunity for
muck-raking.

And how have Her Majesty’s
Loyal Opposition usedthisgold-
en opportunity to reveal the
close connections and unscrup-
ulous dealings of the ruling

Such a quiet little

class?
By baying about other British

firms who may have beencut out
of the deal — asif corruption is
OK provided it is doing down
foreigners. .

Hardly a radical break from
the prevailing:consciousness of
Thatcher’s class, which is ped-
dled by thepopular press.

MrsCleanherselfjustifiesher
actions by claiming that she was
‘batting for Britain’.

Batting for Britain, jogging
for Jecas, the same people who
attempt to criminalise trade un-
ions as ‘mafias’ can alwaysfall
back on suchjustificationswhen
theirown mafias are exposed.

Samuel Johnson hadthe last
word onit 200 years ago:
Patriotism — the last refuge of
the scoundrel.
 

Tax workers revolt
THERE are now 420 Inland
Revenue Staff Federation
members under suspension in
the West Midlands for refus-
ing to -work visual display
units.

The action is taking place at
14 pilot offices for the COP (com-
puterisation of Pay-As-You-Earn)
project, and involves staff in
Dudley, Oswestry, Solihull, Staf-
ford, Telford, Walsall, and Wolv-
erhampton.

A court case brought by the
IRSF against the Board of Inland
Revenue seeking an injunction to
prevent further suspensions was
adjourned last week and will be
heard in full from ednesday
January 18.

The union’s case is, briefly,
that our members’ normal condi-
tions of employment do not
include the VDUs.

Behind alf this lies the Board’s
failure to reach a new technology
agreement, and in particular to
accept a ‘no compulsory redund-
ancies’ clause.

The court caseitself is without
precedent, as it had previously
been thought that the Board was
exempt from such actions under
the 1947 Crown Proceedings Act.

The Board’s stance has been
most aggressive. When the VDUs
were switched on, on January 3,
just before the mass meeting
which decided on the action. a
Happy New Year message was
followed on the screen by warn-
ings of the consequencesof voting
for non-cooperation.

In contrast, the IRSF hastried
to keep a low profile. Its tactics
have been dominated by the court
roomactivities.

Members were told that they
were not taking part in industrial
action, and in fact were encourag-
ed to work harder than normal!
After the mass meeting, where the
vote was three to one for non-
cooperation, members were left
to their own devices as to whether
they took part in the boycott.

There was no attempt even to
build a campaign within the offic-
es involved. let alone among the
wider membership of the union.==

 
Andy Bennet, DSU, Dunelm House, New Elvet,
Durham.Take a bulk orderto sell! Fla

 
 

By a West Midlands IRSF
member
Newssheets, normally plentiful,
have been sparse and uninforma-
tive, with even membersin other
West Midlands offices having to
rely on the media for news.

IRSF activists must put every
possible pressure on general secre-
tary Tony Christopher and the
national leadership. We must de-
mand a serious campaign among
the membership to build for soli-
darity action throughout the
country. | Thatcher — ‘‘Battingfor Britain”
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Skating around the issues
WHATperspectives does
CND have as it goes into
1984?

CND executive member Jam-
es Hinton (a well-known histor-
ian and former memberof IS/
SWP)has drawn upa paper for
the CND Council outlining two
basic options for the .disarma-
ment movement.

‘‘On the one hand... it is now
realistic for CNDto set itself the
goal of winning majority sup-
port, by the time of the next
General Election,for thepropos-
itions:

¢ Nuclear weapons are no
defence,

* Britain can be defended
withoutnuclear weapons.

“The goal would beto consti-
tute a broad consensusin favour
of an incoming government
moving towards a non-nuclear,
non-aggressive defence policy,
even whilethetwo super-powers
continued to have nuclear weap-
ons(on theirown territories)’’.

The other perspectives on
offer, according to Hinton, are
these:

‘‘Modest medium-term goals
— the cancellation of particular
weapons systems, consolida-
tion of public support for an
endto theescalation. We should
promote education work around
our long-term aims without ex-
pecting to win the whole argu-
ment before we have achieved
any significant interim victories.

‘It would be those victories
themselves thatopened the way
for a major shift of public opin-
ion away from reliance on nuc-
lear weapons’’.

Interestingly, though both
these options are constructed
‘within’ CND conference policy
— thatis, they incorporate some
conference decisions — they are
sharped in such a way asto ig-
nore a large part of what confer-
ence hadto say.

In particular, no mention is
made of the two main fronts of
activity against the missiles:

 

By Tom Rigby
Greenham. and the labour
movement. Yet CND confer-
ence passedresolutionssupport-
ing such action with massive
majorities.

Thenewstress withinCND on
‘alternative defence’, although
having the merit of being ad-
dressed to probably the most
commonobjection to CND: ‘You
would leave.us defenceless’, has

within it a dangerous political
dynamic.

First, ‘defence’ is seen as an
ideaall on its own,withno refer-
ence to what is to be defended
or why.

Secondly, formulations like
‘moving towards a non-nuclear
defence policy’ fit in with the
fudging now going in the Lab-
our Party on the question of
unilateralism.

And thirdly, slogans like
‘Nuclear weapons are no de-
fence’ are meant to replace
CND’s basic demandslike uni-
lateralism and withdrawal from
NATO which are considered
‘unpopular’.

So the CND leadership do
have an overall perspective for
the coming years and intend to
shape the campaign actively
aroundit. :

CND Council plans action
LAST WEEKENDthenew
CND council decided on
CND campaign themes and
actionsfrom now to June.

But the decisions madewere
often not really decisions to
implementthepriorities decided
at the CND annual conference
last month.

First, Council had to decide
what type of action to organise
for Easter. The.conference had
bound CND to hold a major
demonstration before Easter,
and to back Christian CND in a
major Easteraction.

The debate polarised between
advocatesof a nationally-backed
action at all nuclear bases, vers-
us those proposing a nationally
coordinated action at American
bases.

The debate also reflected at-
tempts by some to evade the
issue of ‘Britain out of NATO’
and to substitute advocacy of.
‘non-nuclear defence’ without
challengingNATO.

Roger Spiller, CND vice-chair
and a leader of the right wing,
summed up his opposition to
demonstrating at all nuclear
bases: ‘‘We don’t need to bring
in the British bases. We are not
concerned as a campaign with
demonstrating against all nuc-
lear weaponsall of the time’’.

In this way certain CND lead-
ers tend to let the British state
off the hook and try to remain

JudithBonner, a newly
elected memberofthe.
Councilof theCampaign
for NuclearDisarmament,
reports onits first meeting
following CND’s December
conference
‘patriotic’ and popular by way of
cheap anti-Americanism.

General secretary Bruce Kent
proposed a compromise — to
demonstration at NATO bases,
which was accepted. We also
decided that Trident would be a
theme of the action, as well as
Cruise.

Conference also decided that
CND should hold a major dem-
onstration around the Euro-
elections in June, but left the
details to Council.

Communist Party member
Jon Bloomfield proposed that
we focus activity at either
Greenham or Molesworth base.
But such a limited attitude to-
wards a national event around
the Euro-elections would in
effect just continue the passive
position CNDheld at the Gener-
al Election last June.

An alternative proposal was
for a European-wide co-ordinat-
ed demonstration, preferably on

’ June 3, directed against Reag-
an’s war drive.

Political opposition to this
came from the same people
who wanted oniy to demonstrate

against US basesherein Britain.
One Council member cbserved
that if CND wereto hold such a
demonstration, ‘‘We’d have a
hundred and one organisations
who would oppose Reagan,
groups in the Middle East,
whatever...’”. The argument
was that CND should have no-
thingto do withsuchissues.

I tried to point out that CND
should have quite a lot to do with
them. Conference had agreed
that ‘Britain out of NATO’
should be a theme of CND’s
election work. NATO is heavily
involvedin the Middle East.

The ‘flexible response strat-
egy’, whereby nuclear weapons
are carried by and can be used
by the Rapid DeploymentForce,
is heavily concerned with the
Middle East. The missiles at
Comiso,in Sicily,are pointing at
the Gulf!

But commitment to not alien-
ating the ‘freeze’ movement
(which argues for nuclear
arsenals to be held at their pre-
sent level, not for them to be
scrapped) means that CND lead-
ers don’t want to challenge
NATO.

In the end Council opted for
anotheractionsimilarto the pre-
Easter one. It also voted for
national support to the West
Midlands CNDinitiative to call
an international demonstration
in Coventry in June.
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In the middle
of the road?

The Campaign for Labour Party Democracymeets over the
coming weekendforits three-partAnnual General Meet-
ing: January 21 in London, January 28 in Birmingham,
andFebruary 4 in Glasgow.John 0’Mahonylooksat the
issues.
THE CHOICE before the
left wing of the Labour
Party nowisthis.

Eitherto continuethefight for
a Labour Party which has really
broken with its recent past

__

with the record and politics of
Wilson, Healey, Callaghan and
Foot.

Or, in response to setbacks
like the June election, to run
scared and settle for a Labour
Party which has ‘credibility’in
the polls under ‘Nice Mr
Kinnock’.

It is claimed for the second
course that it can bring unity.
But it would be unity on the
basis of Kinnock’s fudging, in
essence around right-wing poli-
tics. It would mean a Labour
Party which remains politically
hollow, and therefore carries
with its ‘unity’ and ‘credibility’
the certainty that the next Lab-
our governmentwill be like the
last.

Most of the Left has chosen to
run scared, advocating theaban-
donment of attempts to reform
the Labour Party, or even aban-
doning the attempt to work the
reforms decided by Labour Party
conferencein 1980-1.

The Labour millennium has
come,and Kinnockis ridingon a
cloud of glory towards Downing
Street in four years time!

The Labour Cooordinating
Committee, which was formed
to spearhead the Left in 1979,
has turned itself into a self-
appointed NCO corps for Kin-
nock and Kinnockism.

The CLPD, whose 1984 AGM
takes place over three week-
ends from January 21 to Febru-
ary 4. occupies an ambiguous
ani ambivalentposition.

(re the one hanc ms leadership
ts cuerty pessimisic and defear-
ss. Ther thickthey view reality
wrt cold-eved. unsentimental
reaksm isome of them would
say. Marxist realism||.
i fact they exaggerate and

ciagtify everything negative
gxc regressive in the labour
movement now.After their vic-
sory over the CLPDleft at last
years AGM,they have gone a
fair way towards equipping the
CLPD with muchof the psycho-
logy and manyof the structures
of the ‘ultra-left sects’ which
Viadimir Derer insistently
Genounces.

On the other handtheleaders
of the CLPDarenot fools. They
fought a long fight for democra-

§To joi: cr affiliate,write to Chris Richardson, 21
Devonshire Promenade, Lenton, Nottingham NG7

;2DS. £5 for individuals, orfor affiliated organisa-
tions, per 1,000 members.£2 for low-wagedindivi-

gaduals. £1 for unwaged. Add 50p if you want the
a ‘cial issue of Gay Socialist.
Lu Tses2neee

 

 

tic reform, and they know very
well that that fight is not finish-
ed yet. They know thatthe gains
of 1980-1-can be reversed or
co-opted to serve the present
Kinnock-faced version of Lab-

se ee

innock
our’s ‘Old Corruption’ against
which theyfoughtfor so long.

They know that we have not
gained even our immediate goal
in the fight that convulsed the
Labour Party after the 1979 elec-
tion — rank and file control over
the next Labour government. so
that ‘never again’ will we have
to stomach a Wilson/Callaghan
style Labour government dis-
gracing the nameof the labour
movement.

Unlike the student-broad-left-
trained small-souled lads and
lasses of the Labour Coordina-
ting Committee, they are not
pixilated by personal hopes and
fantasies about the career pro-
spects which could reward fer-
vent Kinnockism. :

The result is that the CLPD
leaders stand in the middle of
the road. For example, the LCC
says: Make peace in the Labour
Party under Kinnock and on

 

ee
ee
ee
ee
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Kinnock’s terms.
The CLPD executive says:make peace, compromise, re-

treat. Theynow haverelationsoffriendly cooperation unknown
since the LCC broke from the
united-left Rank and File Mobi-lising Committee in 1981. Yet
theagreementis onlyapparent.The LCC hassettled for theKinnockite status quo as theirultimate objective — it is the
.

 
immediate annexe to their Nir-
vana, whose doors will open.they think, after the
election.

The CLPD leaders, in con-
trast. sincerely think that they
are waxing clever andtactical in
the interests of finally making it
possible to go beyond Kinnock-
ism.

Formally cordial, the CLPD-
LCC relationship is therefore
uneasy. The ‘Draft Executive
statement to the AGM’contains
thefollowing,wrapped upin the
Executive’s pessimism and wil-
lingness (they think ‘for now’
only) to retreat and preach
unity under Kinnock.

‘‘Whilst the Party is in oppos-ition, priorities must shift to
make the defeat of the present
governmentourprimeobjective.
Nevertheless a continuation of
efforts to make accountability
a reality, albeit under new and
more difficult conditions, re-
mains as importantas ever.

There are some who claim
that ‘many of CLPD’s original
aims have been won’.This is not
only factually wrong because
mandatory reselection and the
electora! college have yet to be-
comepart of the Party’s routine
procedure, butit also fails to re-
cognise how precarious are
thesegains.

Werethestruggle for accoun-
tability to be now abandoned,
what has so far been achieved
would overnight be turned into
another meaningless ‘democra-
tic’ ornamient with which the
Labour Party from time to time

next

 
 

 

adornsitself. The consequence
of such a course for the future of
the Party would be
strophic...

CLPDfaces an uphill strugg-
le. Nearly all its sometimeallies
have abandoned the efforts to
ensure the commitment of fut-
ure Labour governments to
Party policies.

They argue that the Party
shouldturn its attention solelyto
(the magic formula) ‘campaign-
ing’. The various reasons given
for this — that the much-needed
constitutional reforms have now
been achieved, that policiesare
more important, that Party Un-

- ity is possible only if constitu-
tional reforms are given up —

these reasons among to little
more thanan attemptto justify a
virtual capitulation to the status
quo.

The CLPD Executive accepts
that unity must be the Labour
Party’s first priority. It recognis-
es theimportant of Labour going
to thecountry witha programme
of economic_reconstruction
which will break with the past
policieswhich amountedto litt-
le more than managingthecapi-
talist status quo, but CLPD Exe-
cutive also recognises that a
programme embodyinga radical
alternative economic strategy
will remain a deadletter so long
as the Party is not in a position
to ensurethatit is carriedout’’.

Most ofthisis true and should
be central in determining the
attitude ofsocialists right now.

Whatis lacking is an under-
standing that the real logic of
accepting unity under Kinnock
serves, and must serve, the pur-
pose of the LCC.It cannot serve
the purpose Vladimir Derer
thinkshe serves.

It took the bitter experience
of the Labour governments of
the 1960s and ’70s to generate
the anger, disillusionment and
determination which exploded
after the 1979 general election.
If a refurbished (Kinnockite)
version of the old Wilson-
Callaghan Labour Party estab-
lishment — armed now with
more abundantleft phrases and
possessing a formally more
democratic set of rules — con-
solidates itself now, then the
situation may not ‘open’ again
for a very long time.

Perhaps not until after the
bitterexperienceof anotherLab-
our governmentlike those of the
past.

Knuckle
It is not necessary for the ser-

ious Left to knuckle underto the
new Labour status quo in the
interests of fighting the Tories.
On the contrary: to knuckle
underis the worst way of mob-
ilising the labour movement to
fight theTories.

Kinnock and his supporters
are as incapable of starting a
serious fight against the Tories
as they would be of providing a
serious governmental alterna-
tive to the Tories. Yet the CLPD
executive goes along with the
LCC’s unity propaganda.

Of course we need unity
against the Tories and we
should, when appropriate, seek
it even with Dennis Healey. But
more than that, we need a
regenerated labour movement
able to offer a real alternative to
the Tories — and we can’t hope
to get that in ‘unity’ with Kin-

a
‘A favourable opportunity has occurred Seize it and the wholeworld will belong to the workers. If youlet it pass, there may not be
a secondfor a century”’.(Gregory Zinoviev,writing to the IndustrialWorkersof theWorld

[USA]in January 1919}

cata-

nock any morethanwe could get
it in unity withDennis Healey.

We mustfight on two fronts
— against the Tories, even
under the leadership of Neil
Kinnock; and against the right
and Kinnockites, in unity with.
all serious socialists in the Lab-
our Party and trade unions.

The logic of defeatism and
pessimism pushesDererandhis
friends towards the. dishonest
unity-mongering of the Labour

   Campaign for
LabourParty

|
Democracy
secretary
Vladimir
Derer

CoordinatingCommittee.
Thelogic of theircommitment

to the goal of a better Labour
Party pushes them into disguis-
ed polemic with everything the
LCC and Kinnock nowstandfor.

As a result they stagger about
in the middle of the road, with
their faceto the right, where the
LCCis nowrooted.

The CLPD should return to its
proper place — on theleft hand
side of the road.
 SO discusses
the councils

DESPITEthebad weather,
delegates from 13 local Soc-
ialist Organiser groups
attended last Saturday’s
delegate meeting.

It was the first meeting since
last October’s AGM decided to
schedule delegate meetings on athree-monthlybasis to ensurebetter attendance and prepara-tion through the local groups,and it was an improvement on
past meetings.

The main discussions dealt
with itemsfirst introduced at the
AGM,especially the Tory attack
on local government and Social-
ist Organiser supporters’ council
work.

Martin Thomas’s paper(ser-
ialised in Socialist Organiserlast
December) provided the focus
for the councils discussion. All
comrades agreed with his basic
analysis, but differences emerg-ed about the conclusions to be
drawn about the work of revolu-
tionary socialists on councils.

Yes, Socialist Organiser sup-porters need to be cautious and
aware of the needfor a politicalbase and integration into aSO group. But many comrades
felt that Martin Thomas’s docu-
ment was too negative and
sectarian.

Each area of workstillhad to
be dealtwith specifically. Coun-
cil positions had to be recognis-ed as very important for ourwork to remove the right wing
~— and could also be of tremen-
dous help in mobilising local
workers against the Tory gov-
ernment.

The meeting agreed at the
end to continue the discussion
at the next delegate meetingand to circulate papers writtenby Arthur Bough and Garth
Frankland. A meeting for Soc-
ialist Organiser councillors will

beorganised.
.

The other discussion was on
the Middle East. A slightly am-
endedversion of the resolution
submitted to the AGM by the
Stockport group was agreed un-
animously. An addition under-
lined the importance of working
with the Palestine SolidarityCommittee, as well as building
the Labour Movement Cam-
paign for Palestine.

That socialists need a pro-
gramme to unite Jewish and
Arab workers was accepted by
everyone. The central problemfor such a programme — how?
— cameupin a discussion about
whetherweshould use the name
‘Israel’ or talk only about
‘occupied Palestine’.

An amendment supportingthe latter view fell on a tied vote.
It was agreed that discussion
should continuein thegroups.The meeting heard reports on
thepaper and on SO’s campaign
to recall the TUC. There werealso disturbing reports of witch-
hunts against SO in both the
Union of Communication Work-
ers and Stoke-on-Trent Labour
Party.

One of the most importantitems on the agenda was SOfinance. Delegates agreed that
an immediate stepping-up ofefforts to raise funds for SO was
a life-or-death matter for the
paper and its activities. Themaking of T-shirts in Basing-stoke was reported as an exam-ple of what could be done.

One comraderaised the pos-sibilityof increasingthe price ofSocialist Organiser and/or rais-ing supporters’ contributions. It
was agreed that any such pro-posals should be put to local
groupsfirst.

The next meeting will be onSaturday April 14, in Notting- -

am.
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 Workingina

 

‘freetrade zone’
ONEhundredwomen work-
ers were interviewed. 80
were from garment factor-
ies (31 from large factor-
ies, 32 from medium size
ones, and 17 from small
ones). The other twenty
women workers were from
non-garmentfactories.

Of these, 14 were from ‘low
prestige’ factories,so character-
ised due to the ‘dirty’ nature of
the material processed or used
in manufacturingthe final pro-
duct, i.e. cashew and rubber
processing.

The other six were from non-
garment factorieswhich did not
have such associations.

Seventeen women were also
interviewed from outside the
Free Trade Zone, mainly from
garment factories in the south-
ern suburbs of Greater
Colombo.

-

.

The labour in the FTz fac-
tories included basic assembling
or tailoring and at most semi-
skilled machine-minding. It
did not really take more than a
few weeks for a workers to
acquire the ‘skills’.

In the non-garmentfactories,
other than ‘low prestige’ ones,
70% of the women workers we
interviewed 'were in a fishing
gear factory. Here women work-
ers performed a monotonous
and very labour-intensive task of
attaching fishing hooks to a
fishing line at regular inter-
vals or small steel weights to
fishingnets.

The agonising dullness en-
countered by the womenin this
workis clear from theirwords:

“We find this work very
tiring; we feel as ifour hands are
paralysed. We get corns on our
hands.

Some of us who handle the
cuttings of steel shavings that
have to fixed on to hooks find
thatour hands andfeet are full
of blisters and eyes water with
dust frém theshavings.

Weare given petrol to wash
dust from our hands, but no
soap to wash the petrol away.
The nature of the material we
handle, the agony of work and
ite dulling effect, is such thatwe
cannot even take our meals.It is
only at the weekends that we
enjoy a meal...”’

 
WE JOINED this factory
for employment, in order to
have a means of livelihood
and relief for some of our
problems.

But on the contrary, the
only relief we have gained
is the loss of physical
energy,day by day.

We are being made to work
both day and night. like buffa-
loes tethered to trees. Not a

single moment of the day is
therefor rest...

In the other non-garmenttac-
tories theworkwasnotas labour
intensive as in the fishing gear
factory. Yet they were basically
assembly line or semi-skilled
machine-mindingjobs. There is
hardly a change or rotation of
work.

In Sri Lanka,like other Asian
countries, there is a social and
cultural conditioning that this
type of monotonousand repeti-
tive work is fit only for women.
This is neatly expressed by the
reference to the Free Trade
Zone as ‘Isthripura’. (Though
thiscan beliterallytranslated as
women’s town, the subtle con-
notation is a town of women of
easyvirtue).

Productivity targets*as set by
investors had been met in 75%
of the women labour force. In
thefactorythatproduced fishing
gear, the Sri Lankan labour pro-
ductivity was the best in Asia;
in a garment factory which pro-
duced knitted gloves, the pro-
ductivity was 90 pairs per girl
per day, compared to 65 in
Pakistan.

Although the incomes of the
women workers of the Free
Trade Zone were better than of
those outside the FTZ, the pace
of work in the garment factories
outside the FTZ as well as other
conditions were more relaxed,
and stresses less than in the
FTZ.

Although major accidents
were minimal there were minor
accidents, themost frequent be-
ing injuries to fingers” with
machineneedles. Many workers

The managementis only con-
cerned about its own benefit.
The more production they ex-
tort, the greater the increase in
theirmoathlyincomes. The poor
female workers do mot get one
cent’s increase in their wages,
however much the production
increases.

The managerial staff draw
about Rs 5,000 to 6,000 monthly
as salaries. [10 rupees = £1
approximately]. The female

“THEY ARE LIKE THE DEVIL’S WORKSHOP”

 
Conditionsfor (mostly Tamil) women workers on the tea plantationsin
Sri Lanka are even worse than in the Free Trade Zone.

imverviewea mentioned as
recurring ailments: chest pain;
pain in the joints, knees, shoul-
ders and spine; and strain in
theeyes.

Many workers at garment
factoriesin the Free Trade Zone
suffer from laryngitis, being
exposed to tiny textile particles
and dust while cutting layers of
cloth with. a fast guillotine
machine.

All the workers interviewed
from cashew andrubberproces-
sing factories suffer burns on
their faces and hands by hand-
ling certain commodities. Some-
times materials splashed into
their eyes and many developed
problemsin their eyesight. They

The Pay.
Averagemonthlywage
manufacturing,1980 (US

 

  

dollars)
Sri Lanka 35
Indonesia 40
India 55

‘China 57
Thailand 64
Malaysia 100
Philippines 100
Taiwan 100
SouthKorea 130
Singapore 165
Hong Kong 240

Rs.20/- per day. Out of this,
fines are recovered in case of
short production, absence due to
petty illness, and also for var-
ious otherpetty things...

The female workers is thus
not in a position to have any
savings or meet her obligations
towards ner parents, brothers
andsisters. All we have to anti-
cipate in the long run is to
possess a debilitatedand emac-

 
 

  
  
  
    
  
    
    

were also very unhappy about
the unpleasant odour about
them consequent to them
handlingtheraw materials.

83% of workers in the large
garment factoriescomplained of
their health having deteriorated
since joining the FTZ, 82% in
the small garments factories,
and 100% in non-garments
factories. A very high percent-
age of workers complain of
fatigue, especially in large
garmentfactories.

In some tactories, workers
were allowed to use the toilet
only during tea and meal
breaks. There have been inci-
dents of high fever and urinary
infection, due to stagnation of
urine.

Certain young women work-
ers, specially those coming from
out-stations, fall easy ‘ victims
to sexual exploitation by their
superiors. The incidence of
venereal diseases among the
Free Trade Zone workers has
also been observed by medical
professionals.

In the garment factories out-
side the FTZ, work conditions
appear to have had a less
adverse effect on health than in
the FTZ. Only 53% complained
of health having deteriorated
after joiningthefactory.

72% of the women workers in
the Free Trade Zone are below
25 years of age, and 88% are
single.

So the labour recruited is that
part of the female population
whose health conditions are
best. Medical examinations
appear to have been conducted
prior to recruitment to ensure
that those who are not in good
health are not selected. It also
appears thatthe system ensures
that they are retained only as
long as they remain in that con-
dition of good health.

Most women workers looked
upon their jobs as something
which theywould do perhapsfor
the next five to ten years at
most, after which they either
hope to cease to work or aspire
to somewhite collartype of job.

Sri Lanka’s national charac-
teristics of high literacy, high
secondary school attendance,
etc. were reflected among these
workers. 28% had done the
GCEO Level, and nearly 70% of
the workers had completed
secondary school education.

  

granted leave even if she falls
ill. A little medicine or a cup of
coffee is not available to us,
evenifwe faint whileat work.

The female workers here eu-
joy nofacilitiesat all in the night
shift. Onlyhalf an hour break for
meals is allowed. How are we to
work in the same posture for 12
hours?

Many femaleworkers employ-
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ACROSS the world, and especially in South East Asia, there
are about 350 to 400 ‘free trade zones’. These zones are areas,
usually physically fenced off, near docks and airports, where
multinationals can use local cheap labour to produce for
export free from taxes, duties, and restrictions on imports, on

foreign ownership of enterprise, or on remittance of profits.
They began in the mid-’60s, and boomedin the ’70s. Now

the Tories plan to set up free trade zones in Britain, and the
Stalinist rulers of Hungary plan a FTZ there.

Throughout South East Asia, 70% or more of the work-
force in free trade zones are young women,aged 14 to 25. The
extract from a letter by free trade zone workers (bottom of
page), and report of a survey (left and below),are taken from
the Sri Lankan feminist magazine ‘Voice of Women’. 

Union activistsare refused entry into the Free TradeZone

Unions banned
WHILST there is no legal
provision which prohibits
the formation of trade un-
ions and similar organisa-
tions in Free Trade Zone
factories, the Greater Col-
ombo Economic Commis-
sion Authority does not
conceal the fact that they
would not permit the fun-
ctioning of such organisa-
tions withintheFTZ.

Trade unions can be prevent-
ed:

a) by refusing entry into the
Free Trade Zone to any official
or activistof a union, and

 b)by withdrawing the entry
permits of any worker or work-
ers who have joined the trade
unionsorsimilarorganisations.

All of the 1vu women inter-
viewed werecategorical in say-
ing that the ‘climate’ in the
FTZin their opinion just does
not even permit the mentioning
of thetwo words, ‘tradeunion’.

In four of the 18 factories
studied, there have however
been spontaneous, unorganised
workstoppages.

The frequency of the female
workers seeking medical atten-
tion for ailments such as chest
pains, pain in the legs, fatigue,
etc., is also very high, and is an
expression of protest, of an
inabilityto cope withthe oppres-
sive workingconditions. 

ed in the Katunayake Free
Trade Zone are from villages
far away from the FTZ. The
suffering they undergo without
proper residential facilities is
immense.

In manyof the boardings each
room has two beds and onecot,
where two female workers have

to share each bed, and one is
made to occupy the cot. These
five persons perhaps are
employees of five different fac-
tories. Their workinghours may
bein five different times.

So can you imagise whether
there is any peace in thisboard-
ing house? One revurns from
work to enjoy rest, but often the
boardings are like the devil's
workshop...
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The August 1980 agreement

POLAND’SSolidarnosc is so far the only independent labour move-
ment which has grown upin a Stalinist state. It is the tip of the greaticeberg of vast millions of workers submerged under the Stalinist

police-statesystems in Eastern Europe, theSoviet Union, China,
etc. Its discussions and debatesare thereforeof great importance to
theinternationallabour movement.

HowSolidarnosc andits leaders saw theworld and analysed their
own specific oppression; what theyproposed to do aboutit, and what
they would putin place of Stalinism — these vital issues were and
are being tackledby Solidarnosc militants who have no ready-made
answers, operating in conditions where they have felt they had to
tailor their ideas to therealityof Poland’sdominationby theUSSR.

That ‘self-limitation’was central: Solidarnosc could have smashed
Polish Stalinismafter August 1980, in the great days of the Gdansk
soviet. It was the certainty of a Russian invasion in thatevent which
deflected the Polish workers into trying to coexist with the Polish
clients of the USSR who imposed martial law in December1981.

The following speech was delivered by Lech Walesa in Gdansk,
speaking from the base of the monumenterected. at the shipyard
gates in memory ofthestriking workers shot down by the regime in
1970.

It is a clear statementof a reformist perspective. Overshadowingitis the all-pervading awareness thatPoland is not master of its owndestiny, and does not possess self-determination.
To us thelesson of the 18 monthsbetweenthemass strikes of 1980

and martiul law in 1981 seems to bethatreform of thissystem is
not possible; that any form of independent labour movement is
incompatiblewith Stalinist rule; thatan anti-bureaucraticrevolution
is thereforenecessary, and thatthe anti-bureaucraticworkers’ revo-
lution in eachand every country of Eastern Europe must take as one
of its central programmatic goals the overthrow of USSR overlord-
shipin thisarea.

 
The monument dedicated to

December 1970 is not only a
symbol to the workers’ strugglefor bread and freedom.It is also
a reminderoftheneed for future
work so thatworkers’ efforts are
not destroyed. Today, three
years after a glimmerof hope —

the dedication of the monu- :
ment — we are forced to state
thattheexistence of our families
is endangered. Problemsof food
and of health have become a
part of our dailyexistence.

The ruling teams have
changed during the decades;
the way of speaking to the
people has also changed. In
1956, theycondemnedthe delin-
quency of the workers. Todaythey are asking for forgiveness
for the butter (rationed since
early November). What will
they tell us after they
increase food prices (increases
of between ten and fifty
per cent announced for early1984)? We will not have much
more butter or more bread justbecausetheyaskfor our forgive-
ness.

The most disturbing situation
is that confronting underpriv-ilegedgroups; familyallowances
are diminishing.It is unjust and
false to speak of the large
income of farmers in order to
justify the increase in food
prices. This is aimed at splittingthe farmers and the workers.
Aid to agricultureis still needed
for the entire economy,for all
of us.

Of course, it is possible to
blame everything on Western
sanctions. It is clear, however,
thattheir removal will not solve
all the economic problems,though it will help the auth-
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Organiser Alliance — groupsare establi-
shed in most large towns. Weask £1.50 a
monthminimum (20p unwaged).contri-
bution fromsupporters.

1 want to become a Socialist Organ-
iser supporter/ | want more inform-
ation.

Address-........
ousenecenedesnsaveccenseceneaaines

eanecevaccuscercsssccaurenasesousecesnncccanscascce .‘Send to Socialist Organiser, 28
:

. Middle Lane,LondomN8SPL.0 Oeas
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orities.
At this difficult time for our

country, the following aspects
must be taken into account so
that we do not experience one
crisis after another. It is surpri-sing that those who govern our
country have learned nothing
andthatafter periods of relative
liberalisation, they have now
reverted. to the old methods of
governing.

Nameofsocialism
The past two years have dem-

onstrated the authorities’
capacity to destroy all indep-endent associations and, in
contrast, their inabilityfor con-
structive action. Not a singlesocio-politicalproblem has been
resolved. There have been no
improvements in the economy.In politics, only the names have
changed. Andall ofthisis takingplace in the name of the recon-
struction of socialism.
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The fundamental question is
the following: can socialism be
built without the workers and
against them?

Today the free trade union
movement andall independent
movements are beingstrangled.This is not to say that ‘Solid-
arnosc’ has absndoned_itsideals. They mustberecalled.

First, 1 would like to speak of
the problems of public life.
The point of departure for our
country’s rebirth must be the
social accords of August 1980,
ers. These accords embody the
essential elements of renewal.
Monopolies in the social and
economic spheres are blocking
our existence, they are causing
thepoor functioningof the state
administration.

‘Ihe accords of August 1980
were based onrealistic princip-les. They respected the leading
role of theparty and ofthestate
linkedto a broader international
political system which cannot be
modified given the state’s inter-

 
a ests. However, the social agree-

ments brought respect for the
principle of pluralism in
workers’ representation. This
gave an important weapon to
theworkers.

_ Monopoly over labour
But the Party refused co

‘accept this — it defended its
interests. It was decided thatits
monopoly over the labour move-
ment would be re-established by
force.

The results are visible to the
naked eye, and everyone knows
that the re-establishment of
trade union pluralism is the
most important problem facing
oursocio-politicalsystem.

Wecannot agree to the poli-
tical monopoly of each govern-ing group. Too often have we
had to deal with mistakes and
deviations. A system of controls
must be established. Undernormal conditions, the control

a great constitution of the work-

mechanismwould be assured by
the parliamentary system. It is
not myrole to draw uplegisla-
tion although a national agree-
ment should lead to a resolution
of thisproblem.

The socio-economic monopoly
precludes the implementationof
an economic reform. I cannot
imagine the economy function-
ing efficiently without three
conditions:

© Separating the administra-
.

tion of the economy from the
state and political administra-
tion,

* The establishmentof strongindependent social organisa-
tions and trade unions to
counterbalance the admin-
istration, and

¢ Finally, competition be-
tween enterprises.

With respect to trade unions,
we cannot relinquish the August
agreements. Indeed,it is a poli-
tical manoeuvre to claim that
theyhave beenimplemented.
Opportunity for rebirth
It was not the government,but the striking workers who

wontheright to form their free
and independent trade unions,
and they will therefore formu-
late theirprogrammesof action.

However,theauthoritiespre-vented us from doing this, in
violation of the August 1980
agreements and of the internat-
ional conventions, just like the
19th century capitalists did.
Tradeunionsare a social force in
all developed countries. ‘Soli-
darnosc’ represents an opport-unity for therebirthof our coun-
try. Without it, we face many .

yearsofpoliticalstagnation.
Weare not guilt-free. Howev-

er, Solidarnosc never sought to
.

Monopolise trade union activ-
ities. We need the branch and
autonomous unions (previouslyofficial,now banned) as compet-tion,‘as a meansofcontrol.

Agreement with them is still
possible. Concrete evidence of
this is our joint appeal for trade
union pluralismaddressed to the
Sejm (Parliament)on May6.

Those who join the new trade
unions today, must answer the
‘following questions: do they
have the right to belong to
monopolistic unions without
giving other unions the right to

: speak out? Do they. have the
right to benefit from privileg-
es at the expense of their
colleagues? Do they have the
right to break the front of work-
ers’ solidarity?

Onthisoccasion, I would like
to express my thanks and my‘admiration to al of those who
remainedfaithfulto the ideals of
Solidarnosc, in liberty and in
prison.

 
Workers’self-governmentis a

 
  
The Polish socialist Edmufid Baluka (above, with his wife Francoise

 
and son Mikail)has been on hungerstrike, togetherwith eight other

| prisoners at Barczewojail,since early December. Baluka is demand-
ing therights ofa politicalprisoner, refusing to wear prison uniform,and demandingthe rightto receive a visit from his wife and his son.5|

| complex problem. There are
| enterprises where self-govern-

ment functions well and fights
for workers’ rights; but thereare
those where workers allow
themselves to be manipulated.
There are also many enterpris-
es where workers, devoid of
hope, do not want to have self-
governmentat all.

However, self-government
must have a place in everyreformed political system. The
workers themselves must de-
cide whether conditions in their
enterprises permit the creation
of self-governmentbodies.

Weall realised thatthe fate of
our familiesandof all Poland de-
pends on our work. Our move-
ment always favoured
work. Weinterrupted work only
to ensurethatit would be honest
and good, and sothatits effectswould not bedestroyed.

Resolution of social conflict
and an independent judiciary:experience showsthat it is not
possible to avert difficult con-
flicts when the system of powerprotects its monopoly. If the in-dependence ofcertain groups is
not respected by the author-
ities, none can play the role of
mediator or arbitrator, a role
which must be played by the
judges.

Independentjudiciary
Experience shows that judg-

es are rarely allowed to take onthis role, and those who haveshown courage have been thevictims of repression. We mustdemand an independent judi-ciary as well as honest judges,with authority and with legis-lative guarantees.
When there was insufficientconvincing proof to convict our11 colleagues whose trial wasannounced with great fanfare,the government proposed a‘humanitarian’ gesture — vol-untary banishment — by-pass-ing thecourts andthelaw.

_We, whom theauthoritiesaretrying to place outside thelaw, must demand respect forthe law — even thoughits handsof iron are aimed at us. The law
must mean justice. And for this
reason we will demand all pos-sible forms of control over the

| judiciaryandthepolice.For an honest dialogueto takeplace, all sides must have theright of equal access to the
media. The sovereignty of citj-
zens is the state’s guarantee.The sovereignty of the state is

  
I Parktube station).

the citizens’ guarantee of their
freedom anddignity.

The monument commemor-
ating December 1970is neithera
symbol of vengeance nor of
hatred, but rather of an agree-
ment betweenthe rulers and the
rules. The whole of the Solidar-
nosc movement always strugg-led peacefully in favour of hum-
an rights in Poland.

We remain faithful to dia-
logue and to agreementand that
is the reason why the Nobel
Prize,which was awarded to me,
was, I believe, awarded to
Solidarnosc. And I am therefore
entitled to say: Fellow Poles,friends, colleagues, I congrat-ulate you for the Nobel Peace
Prize.

These are difficult times. No-
body has ready-made solutions
for the future. We must live
honestly, link courage with
balance and remain faithful to
our ideals. In other words, we
must maintain our solidarity.

In 1984, the fate of Solidar-
nosc willdepend ontheelabora-
tion of four chapters:

* state and party adminj-
stration.

® self-government,
®* trade unions,
® thejudicialsystem.For the time being, we canonly workon smallprogrammes,each one suited to the moment.At the appropriate time, I willspeak out in greaterdetail.
I wodldliketheothertopics tobe better prepared, for myselfand for all of us, for a peacefulvictory of Solidarnosc, based

not on a takeover of power, nor
on a battle with the authorities,but rather on the choice of thebest programme. For better
preparation and better trainingwillmean an easiervictory.
From ‘Voice of Solidarnosc’,January 12 1984. (30p from 314-320 Grays Inn Road, Londonoaean ‘SDP. Phone 01-837

‘The LiberationStruggle
of thePeople of Tamil
Eelam: a Photographic
Exhibition’.Saturday Jan-
uary 21, 6.30 to 10.30pm,
at Hampstead Town Hall,Haverstock Hill,London
NW3(opposite Belsizeoe
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What happened
to theOfficials?

By Paddy Dollard
THE WORKERS’ Party —

formerly Official Sinn Fein —

is a very important organisa-
tion now much neglected by
the British left.

The pro-Republican left dis-
misses it with curses, and the
Communist Party treats it as a
rival with its sister Communist
Party of Ireland.

The Workers Party may de-
serve the curses, but it does not
deserve to be neglected.

It is an increasingly important
party in the 26 Counties, and it
retains a sizeable core of activists
and voters in Northern Ireland.It
has two deputies in Dail Eireann
(the Dublin parliament). Its vote
in Dublin is now respectably close
to that of the LabourParty. It is
an important and maybe growing
force in the trade unions.

And it could scarcely ask for
more favourable conditions in
which to develop and grow than
the present conditions in the 26
Counties. The slump has hit Ire-
land very severely, creating mass
unemployment especially among
youth. The small Labour Party is
in the increasingly unpopular
coalition government which has
the responsibilityof running Irish
capitalism in these conditions.

Important trade unionists al-
ready talk publicly about unions
disaffiliating from the coalitionist
LabourParty.

,Not the least of the Workers
Party’s assets is a core of disciplin-
ed and dedicated memberswho —

like the men and women who
founded De Valera’s Fianna Fail
in the 1920s — carry the disci-
pline and seriousness of former
revolutionariesover into constitu-
tionalpolitics.

Forall these reasons the Work-
ers Party could becomea very big
force in Irish politics.

The Workers Party is also of
great importance in understanding
Republicanism and the discus-
sions now going on in the Provi-
sional organisations.

Those who lead the Workers
Party — Tomas MacGiolla, Sean
Garland, Cathal Goulding, etc. —

tried to turn the Republican
movement away from militarism
and towards politics in the ’60s.
influenced by Stalinism and the
tradition of populist ‘1eft-wing
Republicanism.

They preachedclass unity. But
their efforts to campaign for civil
rights and other immediate
demands, and the Paisleyite reac-
tion to them, only prized open
the chasm thatexists between the
communities in the Six Counties.

The decisive divisions that
opened up were not along the
horizontal lines ofclass, but along
the age-old vertical lines dividing
community from community.
Communal antagonisms re-emerg-
ed in 1969 with a violence un-
knownfor decades.

The horizontal split along class
lines which did occur in the Prot-.
estant community in the early

‘ °70s saw the Protestant workers
being led. by Protestant-commun-
alist bigots like Ian Paisley who
used populist demagogy.

- AndtheProtestant backlashin
1969 threw sections of the Cath-
olic community and of the Rep-
ublican movement back on their
own militant traditions. The IRA
split in December 1969 and a

yearlater theProvisionals’ offens-
ive started to get under way.

The Official Sinn Fein got
‘drawn into the war in response to
British military aggression in
areas like the Falls, fighting the
first big gun battle with the
British Army in the Lower Falls
in July 1970+

In 1972 the Official IRA
declared a ceasefire, which has
held since. The organisation con-
tinued its political evolution in
conditions where much of North-
ern Ireland political life has been
dominated by the Provisionals’
military campaign.

A_ second bloody. split
occurred in 1975, with the Irish
Republican Socialist Party.

Nearly two decades after their
mid-60s turn to politics, the
Workers Party is today a strange
political mixture. Partly from
alarm at whattheysee as the logic

 
of the Provisionals’ campaign, and
in facg of watershed events like
the Orange general strike in mid
°74, and partly from hostility to-
wards the Provisionals, it does not
now support the Catholic revolt
thatit helped to trigger.

It telis the NorthernCatholics
to accept the Six Counties, and
preaches the democratic validity
of the Six Countystate.

It denouncesIrish nationalism
and starkly counterposes to it a
rather narrow workerism. It plays
the parliamentary game in Dail
Eireann, where it supported the
short-lived 1982 coalition.

It is ‘socialist’, with a recogni-
sable Stalinist strain (towards the
Stalinist states, for example). But
in immediate politics it is explic-
itly, even extravagantly,reformist
and ‘responsible’. :

Yet to dismiss them as just
‘selling out’ is to miss some of the
essential points about the Workers
Party and its evolution. It is not
the first Republican group to
develop like this. The most
important previous travellers on
th road were Fianna Fail and
Clann na Poblachta.

Clann na Poblachta was made.
up of 1930s Republicans, led by

_former IRA Chief of Staff Sean
MacBride (later of Amnesty Inter-
national). It got 10 seats in the
Dail in 1948 and was the nub of a
coalition in which themajor part-
ner was Fine Gael — Fine Gael

.
which 15 years earlier had been
the quasi-fascist Blueshirt move-
ment with which the Republicans
traded blows and bullets rather
tan places in the Free State
cabinet.

Reaction against the Provision-
als’ war has shaped the Workers’
Party, andit is bravely explicit ab-
out certain things which Fianna
Fail and Clann na Poblachtamod-
estly left implicit, relying on their
deeds in government to speak for
them.

Nevertheless, the Workers
Party ‘too, like Fianna Fail and ~

Clann na Poblachta before it, em-
bodies the second, hidden, soul of
Irish Republicanism. They are‘the
latest ex-physical-force-on-prin-
ciple revolutionariesto reveal that
they are not revolutionaries
Socially as soon as they abandon
sterile abstention from

_
politics

and try to use tools other than
military hardware.

In fact the Workers Party is
still recognisably Republican —

and. not only because some
remnant: of the Official IRA still
exist (it surfaced briefly last
year). Their coats have been
turned, but the material is
recognisable.

For example, as Stalinist-
influenced populists they talked
of completing the Irish bourgeois
revolution and the Irish national
revolution as the necessary first
stage of the revolution, and then
preparing for the second stage —

socialism. Now they denounce
the Irish bourgeoisie for not
having industrialised the country
and pose as the immediate task,
the prerequisite for socialism, the
‘Irish industrial revolution’ — by
way of reformist pressure ‘and
Parliamentary deals.

 

 

Kissinger (on left in right hand picture) says: if stopp gS
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eninist victory’ means death squads, then so be it

|

Kissinger’s message for Salvador people:
Better dead than red

Henry Kissinger has come
up with the goods yet
again.This dependable
old warmonger brought
the worid the genocidal US
pattern bombingof Cambo-
dia and Vietnam and
the Pinochet junta in Chile
(after the destabilisationof
the reformist Popular
Front government of
1970-3).

~Now,after six monthsdeliber-
‘ation togetherwith a ‘‘bipart-
isan’’ commission set up by
President Reagan to investigate
USpolicies in Central America,
Kissinger has produced a bru-
tally explicit package of propo-
sals for a massive, sustained
and regionwide build-up of
Americanmilitary and economic
aid to its bloodstainedallies.

Kirkland
The commission incorporated

leading Democrat Robert
Strauss and Lane Kirkland,
President of the AFL-CIO
union confederation —

USA’s Len Murray.
On receiving the final report,

Reagan went out of his way to
applaud the ‘‘loyal opposition’’
of Kirkland in particular, and
his acceptance of Kissinger’s
main line of approach.

Kirkland’sname — and thus
-at least in theory the endorse-
ment of most major US trade
unions — is therefore attached
to the main proposals of the
Commission’s report. These
include:
* A sixfold increase of $400

million in military aid to El
Salvador in 1984-5 — compared
to the $64.8 millionappropriated
already for this year. This fits
in well with Reagan’s stated
intentionto seek in any event an
extra $176 million between now
and September and another
$159millionin 1985.
* Continued USbackingto the

murderous gangs of CIA-organ-
ised ‘Contra’ gunmen,currently
conducting cross-border raids
from bases in Honduras into
Nicaragua. Twoof the Commiss-

the -

. By Harry Sloan
ion’s members dissented from
thisrecommendation.
* Increased military aid to the

reactionary Honduras regime
to enable it to ‘‘builda credible

.
deterrent’’. .

* A resumption of direct US
arms sales to the grisly Guate-
malan dictatorship — whose
wholesale slaughter of peasants -

and: political opponents caused
the ban on arms sales by the
Carter administration.
* A lifting of the 1974 ban on

USaid for thetrainingand supp-
ort of foreign police forces.
* A dramatic increase in econ-

omic aid to theregion, bothfrom
the USA and from international
agencies. The commission sugg-
ests a figure of $24 billioncould
bereachedby 1990, of which the
USA should expect to provide
up to half, more than doubling
presentlevelsof economic aid to
theregion.

Much publicity has focussed
on the cosmetic ‘‘conditions’’
attached to the proposals for

‘expanded military aid to the
regime in El Salvador. A care-
fully phrased section suggests
that military aid should be tied
to progress-in human rights
‘through legislation requiring
periodic reports’’.

It specifiesconcern overelect-
ions, land reform, a_ better
justice system and a crackdown
on the slaughter of civilians by
the notorious ‘‘death squads’’,
whose victims in recent years
total as many as 30,000.

At theendof last year Reagan
rejected the previous notion of
compulsory, periodic certifica-
tion of progress on human rights
when he vetoed an aid bill for
El Salvador which incorpor-
ated provisions for such monit-
oring. .

But the Kissinger proposals
need not conflict with Reagan’s
position. One Republican comm-
ission memberinsisted that:

“The language is ambiguous,
and peoplewillbe able to readit
two ways. I do not think it
restores the old certification
process [whereby Reagan had

 
OO

.
Underlyingtheconcern over E! Salvador in Washington and among
Central American states is the weakening position of the armed
forces — despite theirmassive Americanbacking.

A successionof substantialand embarassingdefeats have brought
the destruction of a major bridge and theround of the Fourth Infan-
try Brigade, as guerrillas have shown growing self-confidence and
militaryskill.

“There is little doubt that given full-scalepolitical and material
support, the FMLN guerrillascould defeat the Salvadorean regime.
That support is plainlybeingwithheld.

Socialists in Britain should be actively fighting in the labour
movementfor solidaritywiththeirstruggle.

to declare that progress was
beingmade}

Kissinger however went even

“exclusion’’ notice, declaring
(in thelanguage of theroyal
““we’’!):

“‘We strongly endorse the
objectives of the conditionality
clause. We are also concerned
that the United States extends
military assistance to El Sal-

‘vador above all to serve vital
American political and security
interests. We hope that both
goals can be served simult-
aneously.

‘‘We wishto record our strong
view that neither Congress nor
the executive branch interpret
conditionality in a manner that
leads to a Marxist-Leninist
victory in El Salvador, thereby
damaging vital American inter-
ests and riskinga larger war.’’

In other words, the preser-
‘vation of the present regime in
El Salvador — deathsquads and
all — is preferable in Kiss-
inger’s eyes to a left wing
victory. Or, in more convention-
alparlance, “Better dead than
red.’’

For all Kissinger’s elaborate
caution, the Commission’s
recommendations do not make
an increase in military aid cond-
itional on any ‘human rights’
progressatall.

One view of the Commission
argues that the USA should
unconditionally pledge the full
increase in aid for a two year
period — with any subsequent
extensionbeingmadecondition-
al on human rights progress:
the other proposes a regular
system of ‘‘reports’’ on human
rights issues — but beginning
only after US aid has reached
the recommendedlevel, which
is described as sufficient to
allow the Salvadorean military
to carry out “‘US-stylecounter-
insurgency’’.

Collapse
‘Warning that the recent

stalemate in the guerilla
struggle in El Salvadoris not a
stable situation, and that ‘‘a
suddencollapse [of the regime]
is not inconceivable’’,the whole
Commission concursin theneed
to boost thearmedforces by:

* Increasing the number of
soldiers;

.

* Increasing their mobility in
theair and on theground;

* Providing a larger stock
of equipment and supplies;
* Improvingmedicalback-up;

|* Cash incentives to hold on
to trainedofficers.

The argument.for this enor-
mous US commitment is couch-
ed in thetraditional language of
imperialism:

 further and included a personal ©  
 

“Nicaragua is an indispens-
able stepping stone for the
Cuban and Soviet effort to pro-
mote armed insurgency inCen-
tral America...”

*
;But more important than the

fanciful notions of Yuri
Andropov’s Stalinist_police
regime promoting ‘armed
insurgency’”’ in the most sensit-
ive area of the US ‘sphere of
‘influence’ is the probable
impact.ofa US defeat in El Salv-
ador on other oppressed and
exploitedcountries.

“The triumph of hostile
forces in what the Soviets call
the ‘strategic rear’ of the US
would be read as a sign of US
impotence. It wéuld signify our
inabilityto manage our policy,
or exercise our power,””

—

Eroded
US power to ‘‘influence

events world wide’’ would be
significantlyeroded. On this the
two ‘sides’ of the Kissinger
Commission, the Democrats and
Republicans,were united.

It. seems thatthemost contro-
versial element of the plan,
which might bring its defeat in
Congress, is the vast additional
expenditure involved: ironically
Reagan’s strongest critics will
be notliberalsor leading Demo-
cratic contenders for the Presid-
ency, but arch-conservatives,
determined to curb the enor-
mousUSbudgetdeficit.

Reagan is scarcely likely to
shed any tears if the economic
aid component of the Kissinger
package is whittled down: he
was keen aboveall to secure a
political endorsement of his
general line of approach and
ammunition to back up his
appeal for extra military aid.
Kissinger’s report gives him
both.

_

Pamphlet 50p plus postage from
TurkeySolidarityCampaign,BMBox 5965, London WCIN



  

STOP THE RE'
THIS

**Give an inch and they'lltake a mile’
andhypocrisiesof theTUC’sdeclars
ing theTories havenow turnedinto s
capitulation. Now Len Murray openly
pretenceoffightingtheTories, andi
to promote such marginalchangesin
theycould acceptwithoutchanging|
John Mcllroy looks at how wegother

. fight to rearm thelabour movement s

unioncollaborationwiththeTories.

TUC:police
leading the
long road to

 
1984, Margaret Thatcher
insists, will be a year of
hope andayearofliberty.

Far from losing our way,
she declares, we are just get-
ting into our stride.

She certainly has grounds for
optimism as far as the state of
thetrade unions goes. Less than
four million working days were
lost throughstrikes in 1983.

Apart from 1976, at theheight
of Labour incomespolicy,thisis
the lowest figure since 1967,
when 2.79 millionwere lost.

As recently as 1979 the figure
was 30 million striker-days. The
trendtisdownwards.

Trade union membership is
declining, too. Half a million
members dropped out in 1982,
bringing overallTUC member-
ship below ten million for the
first time since 1971. Four years
of Thatcherismhave wiped more
than two million members out
of labour’s 1979 army of 12.2
milliontroops.

Lost 5 per cent

If the TGWU figures, for ex-
ample, are adjustedfor mergers
thenit has lost around 5 per cent
of its members, falling to 1.42
million. In steel and someother
industries, union membership
has suffered drastically. Even
the public sector unions are in
troublenow.

The town hall workers’ union
NALGO claims to have main-
tained its membership at the
1982 figure of 784,000, but
NUPE(councilmanual workers,
health workers, etc.) lost 8,392
members last year, and the
CPSA (civil service—clerical
workers)has lost 5 per cent.

The decline, however,is limit
ed. Even taking into accountthe
factthatthese figures are on the
optimistic side, half the work-
force is stillinunions. There has
been. no 1920s-style exodus of
those still in work. There is a
drift, not a flood, out of the
unions.

The closed shop, too, has seen
only a limited decline. Almost
five and a half million union
members were covered edclosed shop arrangements when
Thatcher took office. I is still
4.5 milliontoday. This is a trib-
ute to theresilienceof theclosed
shop, for the industries in whick
it had the firmest roots have

Crisis fortheunions
beenblitzed by theslump.

The real attack on the closed
shopis just beginning.We have
seen it ripped up in the water
industry andin British Rail.

The introduction of new and
tighter laws in November this
year will mean employers are
only protected against legal
action by dismissed workers if
theycan show that 80% of those
covered by theclosed shop voted
forit in a secret ballot.

In the aftermath of the NGA
dispute, many employers will
simply suspend closed shops in
practice. A further decline in
trade union membership can be
expected.

The slumpandtheTory offen-
sive have also hit shop stewards’
organisation. A recent estimate
is thatthe numberof shop stew-
ards in certain manufacturing
industries has dropped from
130,000 to 80,000. In metal
manufacture, shipbuilding,mechanical engineering, and
metal goods production, the
numberoffull time stewards has
fallen from 4,000 to 2,000.

‘‘One large engineering com-
pany in the North now holds
meetings with stewards at 4pm
with no overtime availalfe for
the union negotiators if discus-
sions go past clocking-off time.
Previously meetings began at
10am andwent onallday...”

‘One company director said,
‘Past custom and practice was
for shop stewards to deal only
with a relatively senior member
of management, which was
often a sore point with foremen
...

Now I ask if the matter has
been raised with the foreman,
and if the answer is no I show
them the door’.’’ (Financial
Times, January 20 1984).

Managersare more and more
confident.

On defensive
The Left in the unions is on

the defensive. The tide, as 1984
begins, is running strongly not
only against the unions but
against socialists in the unions.
The defeats and sell-outs of the
last few years all contributed to
the General Election defeat,
which in turn gave the right
wing the confidence to root out
the residues of left policies
which embarrassed them in
their attempts to collaborate
withtheTories.

Strike-daysfor all disputes in progress (million)
All industries All manufactaring

, and services industries
1983 (Jan.-Nov.) 3.4
1982 5.3
1981 4.3
1980 12.0
1979 29.5
1978 9.4
1977 10.1
1976 3.3
1975 6.0
1974 14.8
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   THE 1983 TUC represent-

ed, at the level of policy, a
sharp turn to the right —

the ‘newrealism’.
Distancing the TUC from

the Labour Party; voting
downa harderpolicy on the
anti-union legislation;
talkingto theTories; agree-
ing to drop an altemative
economic programme in
favour of requests for mar-.
ginal changesin Tory poli-
cy, wereall carried by size-
able majorities.

These moves were important.
The idea thatthereis an alterna-
tive economic programme — no
matter how shoddy the actual
alternative proposed — rein-
forces class combativity. The
idea thatthelabour movementis
‘a government in exile’, no
matter how timorousits attitude’
to a return from exile, provides
theLeft witha base we can build

- on.
As long as the movement’s

policy is not to talkto theTories,
that brands the government as
the class enemy and focuses
attention on creating an alterna-
tive. If the TUC says (however
hypocritically) that the Labour
Party is our party, and wewill
have notruck withThatcher and
Tebbit,then it helps to educate
workers, and helps socialists in
theLabour Party and unions.

Blackpool 1983 was a stepbackfrom
a

allthat — from every-thing that the rank and file
struggles of the 1970s had
imposed on theTUC.

Of course the TUC had al-
ways acted as a broker with
Capital. But now it was able to
declare itself openly. The NGA
defeat is simply Blackpool in
practice.

The TUC’s Fighting Fund ag-
ainst the anti-union ”of

£1 million,has already evapora-ted. £420,'000 has gone to the
NGA — notto help its struggle,
but to assist with financial prob-
lems caused by sequestration of
its assets — and therest. will
be swallowed up by expensesassociated with the injunctions
against thePOEU and NUJ. :

The Tories and the employers
are well trained in reading sig-
nals. They knew what Blackpool
meant.

But instead of calling in themoderate Methodist and smil-
ing: ‘‘Well done, Len, here are
some concessions’’, what did
theydo?

They put the boot in. In the
offices and the factories theyfelt a surge of renewed
confidence.

In anotherperiod, they might
have made concessions. But
today British industry is ‘a de-
cliningforce in a capitalist world
economy crippled by crises.
British capitalism’srate of profit
is low by international stand-
ards. Its products are not
competitive. The Tories and the
bosses are out to change that
the only way they know how —

to make Britain a low-wage, low-
cost economy.

The Trade Union Bill, dealing i

withthepoliticallevyandballots
in union elections and before

Rebu
AS 1984 dawns,thebiggest
problem for our movement.
is that its leadership is
explicitlyprepated to act as
police for theenemy.
The factthatthey are so blatant
has already opened the eyes of
thousandsof activists. The fact
thattheycannot deliver on their
promise of marginal concessions
willarouse many more.

We have to hammer the

  
“Tories putthebootin”
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defeat
strikes, was not dropped. The
Tories did offer not to legislate
a change from contractingout of
the political levy to contracting
in. But they knewall along that
such a change would raise all
sorts of questions about finan-
cingof politicalparties.

They hope that the ballots on
whetherunions should maintain
political funds will do what they
want anyway, with less trouble,
and lead to many unions dis-
affiliating from the Labour
Party.

So Len Murray got no real
concessions. He gave conces-
sionsto theTories.

Instead of the Tories legis-
lating on contracting-in and the.
TUCfightingthem, Len Murray|
and the Tories together will
draw up a voluntary (!) code.
TheToriesknowtheirman.

The FinancialTimes commer-
ted: ‘‘Whiletheform of the code
‘has not yet been agreed, mini-
sters place more stress on the
personal commitment made to
the new system than on its pre-
cise wording. Mr Murray’s
desire to forge a new relation-
ship with the government and

hig evidentwillingnessto deliver
on agreements is seen as pro-vidingthestrongest grounds forpreferring the voluntary ap-proachto legislation’.
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urray:
The TUC’s
loss-leader

THE NEWLen Murray was
seen last week introducing
the new TUC document,
‘Protectingthosein need’.

This consists of a numberof
limited demands: the govern-
ment should index unemploy-
ment benefit and reverse the
cuts in housing benefit, for
example.

It shows how Murray is de-
railing the movement: ‘‘... He
made clear yesterday that its
approach implied acceptingthat
the broad lines of the govern-
ment’s approach could not. be
changed’’.

He went on to reinforce his
point: ‘‘These measures do not
make up an alternative pro-
gramme. They are changes
which the government could

make without scrapping the
medium-term financial strategy
so belovedof theChancellor’.

’ They are changes that could
be made without touching the
basic strategy ofhigh unemploy-
ment, cuts in the welfare state,
and wage reductions.

Murray can now say openly
thattheTUC’sjobis not fighting
theTories, but advising theTor-
ies on minor adjustments in
their attempts to shackle the
unions and drive down the
workingclass.

But if Len Murray can live
on the hope of a few gentle
breezes“amidst a gale of right
wing policies, the working class-
cannot. The new realism simply
willnot work.

Murray cannot bring it off.
There is not the slightest hope
in his policies of appeasement
andcollaboration.

Id themovement
lessons home. But we have to do
so in thecontext of rebuildingon
theshopfloor.

There is still strength there.
‘In 1983 pay rises kept pace with
inflation. Real living standards
are still not falling. After four
months of the present payround, settlements are running
at double theTories’ 3 per cent.

The attacks on the closed
shop, on shop steward organisa-
tion, and on the links with the
Labour Party, make it possible

and necessary to reconstruct
workplace organisation without
the narrow trade-unionist limit-
ations of post-war industrial
militancy.

We must rebuildon an explic-
itly political basis. Workplace
Labour Party branches are abso-
lutelyessential in this.

The Tories want to transform
the unionsinto a combinationof
US ‘business unions’ and Jap-
anese workplace outfits. We
want to transform them into

organisations geared uptofight |for socialism.
One way or another, the

unions must be transformed.
They cannot continue in the old
way.

Things are tough. But if we
keep going, both at the level of
theworkplaceandat the level of
thebroader labour movement;if
we support thebigstruggles and
small struggles, then we can
ensure that 1984 willbe the year
in which we stoppedtheretreat.

 

    
 

 
   

       

Tanksin the market

How Glasgow fought the state
SIXTY-FIVEyears ago this
month Glasgow was in the
grip of a generalstrike.

Although the strike began
with the limited economic de-
mand for a cut in the working
week, it posed — as general
strikes do by theirvery nature —

thequestion of powerin society.
-

Whilst the strike leaders saw
the strike purely in termsof a
fight for the 40 hour week, the
press treated it as a threat to
the whole capitalist order. And
for once thepress was right.

Thestrike was a continuation
of struggles which had rocked
Glasgow throughout the war.

In January 1919 the militancy
finally fused into an all-out
struggle by the Glasgow labour
movement. Spontaneous revolt
against slum housing, mass un-
employment, long hours, and
rock-bottom wages, had been
given a revolutionary edge. by
the struggle for national inde-
pendence in Ireland (which

‘broke into open war that same
month, January 1919) and by
the overthrow of capitalism in
Russia.

On Saturday January 18 500
delegates attended a meeting
jointly organised by the Clyde
Workers Committee and other
labour organisations. They deci-
ded to call a general strike from
January 27 for the40 hour week.

In the following week work-
place meetings were held
throughout Glasgow. In some
placesthe workers need persua-
sion to wait untilJanuary 27.

On the day all the main fac-
tories were shut down. A mass
meeting of the strikers in StAndrews Hall passed a motion
pledging no return to work until
a 40 hour week with no loss of
pay had beenwon.

After the meeting, at least
10,000 workers marchedthroughthecity centre to a rally
in George Square. As the Glas-
gow Evening Times reported,
“SA few enthusiasts, who had a
red flag in their possession,
hoisted it to the top of the flag-
pole in front of the Municipal
Buildings. The raising of the
flag was greeted with loud out-
bursts of cheering’’.

The hoisting of the workers’
flag over the buildings of the

By Stan Crooke

local authoritieswas more sym-
bolic than perhaps the ‘few
enthusiasts’ realised. The strike
was a challenge to the capitalist
authorities, which couldresult
eitherin utterdeftat or theover-throwof bourgeois rule. -

Tragically,the strike leadersdid notrealise this.
Despite thatthe revolutionary.

logic asserted itself. Mass pick-
ets challenged the state’s mopolyof force bisThe bodies responsib!
ensuring the implementati
the decisions of the sti ur
Joint Committee were the“dig-
trict committees, consistinggpf
ten memberseach plus a déle-
gate to the strike’s central In-
formation Bureau. Each digtfict
committee also had a
speakers’ sub-committee of
three members, an _entertain-
ments sub-committee of three,
and a messengers’ service of
six.

These district committees de-
cided on exemptions from the
strike and special permits

-
for

transport, organised the march-
es, stopped the trams... In
2ssence they were soviets —

embryosof the form of working
class democracywhich had over-
thrown and replaced capitalist
rule in Russia.

Unlike the strike leaders, the
ruling class realised the revolu-
tionary nature of the general
strike and used all the weapons
at their disposal against it. The
methods they adopted demon-
strate the impossibility of a
peaceful, parliamentary road to
socialism.

The government. did hesitate
about sending in the army —

becausethey feared that troops
used against the strikers might
mutiny. But when the strikers
defeated the police in street-

' fighting on January 31, their
hesitation ended. .

Thousands of troops, fully
equipped, pouredinto the city.
Howitzers were positioned in the
City Chambers,thecattle mark-
et was transformed into a tank
depot, machineguns were post-
ed on the top ofhotels and (re-
memberingEaster 1916 in Dub-
lin) the main post office, and

 

armed troops stood sentry out-
side power stations and patrol-
led thestreets.

Newregulationswere introdu-
ced to legitimate any violence
the army might use, and the
Cabinet had a whole series of
further anti-strike decrees in
preparation.

Strike :caders were arrested.
The press backed up the gov-.
ernment’s counter-offensive
witha campaign of red-baiting..

The strike organisers did not
knowhowto respond.Thestrike
endedofficiallyon February 11;
in the days up to then there had
been a gradual return to work,
and the only alternative to an
overall return-to-work decision
would have been to leave the
most. militant workers isolated
andpreyto victimisation.

The national leadership of the
trade unions played a crucial
role in the failure of the strike.
Instead of campaigning for sup-
port, they«had ordered their
membersto work, and in most
cases refused strike pay.

In both its strength: and its
weakness the strike contains a
wealth of lessons for the labour
movementof today. ‘‘Theknow-.
ledge we have gained will not
be wasted. Be ready!’’, the
Strike Bulletin had told its
readers.

Andit is up to the revolution-
- ary socialists of today to draw

the lessons from strug‘gles like
Glasgow 1919, and~ethereby
ensure that they are not wasted
chapters in the history of the
fight for workers’ power.
Preeeas 

 Two pamphlets for 45p,
includingpostage, from Social-
ist Organiser, 28 Middle Lane,:
London N8.

 



 
  
Newham Eight: "The British State has becomemore openly “oppressive. ”

 
Foretasteof the Police Bill

1. REMAND.Threeof us spentbetween six and nine monthsin
prison on remand, awaitingtrial. Cardiffmagistrates reman-ded us week after week on the
say-so of the police, making no
‘attempt to inquire into the
strength of the’ allegationsagainst us; one defendant was
kept in prison for six months on
a charge that was subsequentlydropped! During our period of
prisoncustody, two of us lost ourjobs. Yet in Britain, unlike otherEEC states, we are not auto-
matically entitled to compenssa-tion for this scandalous injus-

ice.
In Scotland, the State prose- °

cutor must bring a caseto trial
within 110 days of arrest and’
charge; under the Englishlegal system, the State could
take more than 400 daysto pre-
pareforour show trial.
2. EVIDENCE.Thecentral and
essential evidence against three
of us was thatwe had supposed-,ly ‘confessed’our part in terror-
ist activities to police officers in
the police station — by word of
mouthonly, having written and
signed nothing.We have alwaysdenied making such incrimina-ting remarks.

This use of ‘verbals’ — un-signed, unsubstantiated police
accounts of alleged: interviews
— has been condemned by
every professionallegal body for
decades. As in some American
states and European countries,‘verbals’ should not be admis-
sable as evidence in court —

unless theycan beconfirmed by
a tape-recording of the inter-
view, or the presence there of asuspect’s solicitor.
3. SEARCHES.Amajor element
in the evidence against. one
defendant was the alleged ‘dis-
covery’ of a chemical at his
house. The defendant has
always claimed that this sub-
stance was ‘planted’ in his
houseby thepolice.

Police searches in serious
cases should take place in the
presence of a solicitor. The
current system, under which
magistrates have scattered
search warrants around like
confetti,must bereformed.
4. POLICE CUSTODY. Most of
our court case boiled down to asingle question for thejury: ‘Do
you believe the police accounts
of what was said and done when.
the defendants were in the
police station, or do you tend to
agree with the ° defendants’
version of events?’

All of us insist that we were“verbalised’, offered deals,and threatened;two of us main-
| tain that we were physically- assaulted; one of us was brutal-

iwed into signing a false confes-
sion. The jury did not accept the
police accounts of supposedimterviews, nor did they acceptthe, Signed confession as true

in future, there must be safe-
guards for people in police

 ‘eriminal activity. They

 
This Saturday, January 21, the National Campaign against the Police Bill is calling a demonstra-
tion — 11.30am from Brockwell Park, South London. The Bill would seriously restrict the
rights of suspects and of citizens,and increase police powers. A foretaste of it has beengiven by
police methods in cases like the Newham Eight — and the four Welsh nationalistsacquitted in
Cardiff Crown Court last Novemberafter a 16 monthtrial, whotell their story in thisarticle.
The four were David Burns, Robert Griffiths,Nicholas Hodges, and AdrianStone.
 
custody. Immediate access to a
solicitor, and the right of (for
example) Police Authoritymem-
bers to inspect police stations
unannounced,would bea start.
5. CONSPIRACY. Conspiracy
charges are notorious for their
use in Britain — especially in
Wales — against political and
trade union dissidents. They are’
a substitute for real evidence of

mit
the prosecution to introd all
sorts of prejudicialmatter into a.
trial — as was an abundant
featureofthistrial.

In his summing-up, JudgeFarquharsontold thejury that if
theyaccepted the Defence case,they the jurors would be agree-ing that numerous — and very
senior — officers from four
different police forces had con-spired to fabricate evidence on a
massive scale. So who con-
spired against whom? Weletthe
jury’s verdicts answerthatques-
tion.
6. TRIAL BY JURY. Had we
been tried in Northern Ireland,
all of us would undoubtedly
have been found guilty in a non-
jury Diplock Court. As it was, we
had the protection of trial by
jury. Even then, considering
how enormous are the powers
and resources of the State,
justice is not certain. We were
fortunate to have twelve cour-
ageous and_independent-
minded people to weigh up the
‘evidence’against us.

But there are moves afoot to
 Ata walking
THROUGHOIUT theworld,
“demand for most types
of heavy equipment [in
1983] was anything from a
third to 60 per cent lower
than at the jate 1970s
peaks...”’, reports the Fin-
ancial Times.

Even in America, -where the
economic upturn has been
strongest, ‘‘Capital spending
in US manufacturing indus-
tries... was probably down 8 per
cent last year... In the UK,fixed
investment in manufacturingindustry was probably unchang-
ed from... 1982’’ — when it was
25% belowthe 1979 level.

Only computer-aided design
and manufacturingsystems and
robots are ing any sort of
sales boom. In machinetools,
“the order book is picking upstrongly in the US, but from a

 ‘abolish trial-by-jury in at least
| some cases in Britain. Indeed,

duringour trial.a Lord Justicein
the Appeal Court delivered a
speech in Cardiff in which he
dwelt upon the alleged ‘bur-
dens’, ‘inadequacies’ and even
‘injustices’of thejury system.
7. AN INQUIRY. Following the
verdicts in our case, an internal

|

police inquiry is taking place ~

into our allegations against the
police. We have no faith that
such an inquiry can be suffic-
iently impartial in its consider-
ations and ruthlessin its conclu-
sions. Our allegationsare.ver
serious ones: we would notin
fairness expect any police officer
— however honest and forth-
right — to find 20 fellow officers
(up to the rank of Chief Super-
intendant) guilty of conspiracy,
fabrication, forgery, perjury,
physical assault, making threats
and inducements,etc., etc.

Those are our charges, which
we are prepared to argue and
substantiate in front of any
inquiry, even a one-sided police
one. But the truth and justice
would be better served by a
more independent inquiry, such
as one established by the Home
Office or the Welsh Council for
Civiland PoliticalLiberties.
8. THE MASS MEDIA.Outside

‘Wales,our trial and tribulations
have received almost no public-
ity whatsoever. Despite the
recent history of police swoops,
massarrests, frequent Special
Branchintimidationand surveil-

 a
<s,‘lance, protests and pickets out-

side police stations in Wales,
culminating in this disgraceful
showtrial, these events and the
issues raised by themhave been
ignored by the London-based

.

‘British’ newspapers, « tele-
vision andradioservices.

Had this police persecution
and show trial occurred in the
Soviet Bloc, the publicity
throughout Britain would have
been enormous. Mrs Thatcher
and Mr Reagan would have
denounced this hounding of
political dissidents, the fabri-
cated evidence, the KGB
methods, the political charges,
imprisonment without trial and
so on. But when it happens
here,all we have in thefreedom-
loving British mass media is
... Silence.

We were arrested — on this
and other occasions — because
of our political views and activ-
ities. Our political and civil
rights have been upheld by a
‘brave jury. We remain what we
have always been — Socialists
and Welshpatriots.

TheBritish State has become
more openly oppressive in its

.
treatmentof political dissidents

: in recent years. The Police and
Criminal EvidenceBillshould be
seen in thiscontext. We urge all
people who treasure democratic
rights to rallyto theirdefence, to
support the political and civil
liberties organisations which
give priority to this crucial
struggie.
 

very depressed base... In Eur-
ope, machine tool builders are
still not certain thatan improve-
mentin orders is occurring’.

In short, thepresent economic
upturn is likelyto beshallow and
short-lived. Although invest-
ment in services is higher than
investment in manufacturing,
there is no sign of a major deve-
lopment of new enterprise such
as would fuel a real boom.

Profits are rising. In Britain,
theshare ofprofits in total value
added has risen- noticeably
since 1981, mainly thanks to abig increase in productivity —

i.e. fewer workers doing more
work.The rate of return on capi-tal has risen, too.

However, increased profitsdo not automaticallymean new
ventures. They can just as well
be directed into bigger divi-
dends or into reducing the bigburden of debt which most com-

pace
panies {in Sritain and else-
whe?e)builtup over the 1970s.

Two major factors restricting
capitalist expansion are the low
level of spending on capital
projects by governments, and
the high level of interest rates.
Both are connected to the ‘tight
money’ policies being pursued
by most capitalist governments.

Those policies are not just
dogma, though. A relaxation
would probably mean somesort
of boom. But the governments
fear that it would also mean
roaring inflation,

|
massive

balance-of-payments gaps and
swings in currency exchange
rates, chaos, and anew slump.

Andon recent experiencethey
are right. The big capitalist
economies today dare not accel-
erate above walking pace for
fear that as soon as they break
into a trot their pulses will start
racing and their hearts com-
plainingat thestrain.

SCIENCE 5
By Les Hearn -

How wegot
clean air
THE LONDONsmogs I
remember from my child-
hood don’t seem to happen
these days. Those smogs,
mixtures of smoke and fog,
were quite exciting to me,
but to many they were
lethal. .

__In the great London Sinog of
1952, some 4000 people, young

’ andold,died..
This was because the tiny

dropletsof water in the fogtrap-ped the dust and gases of air
pollution near ground level,
forcing people to breathe more
pollutionthannormal.

Taller factory chimneys help-
ed get rid of some of this air
pollution, delivering it to the
fastermovinglayers of air, high-
er up. So the ‘pollution was car-
ried away to Scotland and Scan-
dinaviato fall as ‘acidrain’.

But the major factor in abol-
ishing smogs was the 1956 Clean
Air Act, which allowed local
authorities to declare ‘smoke-
less zones’. Thus the open coal
fire, cheery but only 2% effi-
cient, was ushered out and
people .tyrned to smokeless
fuels such as coke and more effi-
cient grates andstoves. \

So: it was very interesting to
look at the history of govern-
ment policy on clean air as re-
vealed in Cabinet papers re-
leased underthe30 year rule.

In December 1952, smog de-
scended on London andin the
worst week, the death raté was
nearly triple that of the same
week in the previots year. The
new Tory government set up a
committee under Sir Hugh

- Beaver to investigate the disas-
ter and make‘recommendations.
Nearly a year later the Cabinet
met to discuss the Beaver re-
port and a memorandum from
Harold Macmillan, minister of
housing andlocal government.‘Supermac’ observed that:
‘Today everybody expects the
‘governmentto solve every prob-
lem. It is a symptom of the Wel-
fare State...

‘*Forsome reason, ‘smog’ has
captured the imagination of the
press and the people... We can-
not do much but we can seem to
be very busy — andthatis half
the battle nowadays’ (myemphasis).

The Cabinetagreed with him. g¢

They discussed‘various ways of
‘seeming to be busy’ whilst de-cidingto do virtuallynothing.

Theypointed out that fog was
a natural phenomenon (though
smog wasn’t), suggested that
old people shouldn’t go out in
the smog, and claimed to be
studying how to extend the use

‘of modern grates and smoke-
less fuels.

The government continued to
drag its feet until] 1956, when a

‘popular private member’s.
bill forced them to introduce
theirown Clean Air Act.

Nowsurvivors ofthatCabinet,including Macmillan,claim that
Act as oneoftheirfinest achiev-
ements!

s22

COT DEATHis a puzzling anddistressing phenomenon in
which apparentlyhealthybabies.
die for no obvious reason.

Many factors dispose a baby
to cot death, including: low
birthweight; smoking in preg-
nancy; temperature, humidity

-nued expo

and ventilationin thebedroom.
Now, some amateur research

|by a New Zealand horticultural-
ist, Jim Tyler, suggests that
a furtherfactorcould help deter-
mine whethera child at risk of
cot deathactuallydies.

’ Tylerobserved that urea in a
sleeping baby’s nappyis broken
down by bacteria in the baby’s
faeces, if present in the same
nappy,to form the pungent and
poisonous gas ammonia. And
during an average sleep quite a
lot of ammoniacan beproduced.

|Ammoniahas a wide range of
dangerous effects including
thefollowing:

© Small dosesirritate the tis-
sues, causing an awakechildto
cry;

© Larger doses cause swelling
of the lung tissues (makingbreathingmore difficult).

Mice given ammonia exper-
ience muscle contraction, rapidbreathing and gasping. Conti-

Ue

' convulsions and death.
“e

Ba,

 

So far, Tyler’s theory seems
‘plausible, but is there any evi-
dence to support it?

e strongest evidenceis that
the amount of ammonia produc-
edgn a nappy can be linkedwith
the baby’s diet. When babies
are switched from breast to
bottle milk, they excrete large
amountsof urea.

The change in diet also
encourages the growth of bac-
teria in babies’ stomachs. This
meansmore bacteriain thefaec-
es and more urea to be decom-
posed to ammonia.

As further support to the’
theory, most cot deaths occur
between three weeks and one
year, when the changeover in
diet is likelyto occur.

' According to an expert in cot
deaths, Tyler’s theory is an
interesting one which would be

.

easy to prove or disprove.
Strangely, though, his findings
have been rejected by medical
journals, and he has been forc-
ed to publish themhimself.

[Information for both articles
from ‘New Scientist’].

New!

Thisnew pamphlet fells
thestory of thevictimis-
ationof SocialistOrganis-
er supporter Alan Fraser
and howthefight to
defendhim was sold out
by theunion officials. 25p
plus postage from 75
FreemantleClose,
-Basingstoke.bee
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Russian helicopter shot down in Afghanistan

Peace through a balance of terror?
TONY Richardson jesuitic-
ally takes me to task for
dealing with Stalinism ‘‘as
an abstraction’’.

But, trapped within his own
idiosyncratic time warp, in
which imperialismhas not chan-
ged since 1916 and Stalinism
not since 1936, Tony Richardson
reduces imperialism and Stalin-
ism. to frozen categories, with
the latter cast as helpless victim
of theformer.

“The aggressive force on a
world scale, are the imperialist
powers despite what
appears sometimes to be the
case, the aggressive forces are
theimperialists,’he tells us.

So the.CommunistParty have
been right all along! Denying
the right to self-determination
to the countries of Eastern
Europe, crushing the East Ber-
lin uprising in 1953, destroying
the Soviets in Hungary in 1956,
invading Czechoslovakia in
1968 and Afghanistan in 1979,
banning Solidarnosc in 1982,
etc., etc — these are not the
actions of an aggressive force.
No, they are merely the Stalin-
ists using ‘‘theirown methods
of defending the nationalised
property relations in those
countries.”’

(And let’s gloss over — for
Tony Richardson certainly does
— the domestic history of the
Soviet Union. The figures for
victims under Stalin’s repres-
sion given by David Caute are
roughly: 12 million dead in
prison camps; two million dead
in the forced removal of entire
nationalities; 14% million dead
through forced collectivisation;
-plusalso thedirectvictimsof the
purges. Anything aggressive
aboutall this? Of course not —

even if it sometimes appears to
bethecase

.
. .)

“Unilateral nuclear disarm-
ament in Russia,’’ Tony
Richardson then warns us,
“would lay it open to nuclear
attack.’’ (Andropov made a
similar statement not that long
ago).

But this endorses the argu-
ments of the reactionary Cold
Warriors and multilateralists —

namely, that the existence of
nuclear weaponsis not a threat
to peace but a guaranteeofit.
As long as the balance of terror
exists, so too does peace!

To support the right of East
Germans to be conscientious
objectors ;‘means’’, says Tony
Richardson, ‘‘disarming East
Germany altogether’. He can
be assured of full support for

|

such sentiments from the un-
ashamedly Stalinist paper
‘Straight Left’’, which claims
that supporting independent
peace, movements in East
Germany ‘‘means campaigning
here for the right. of people in
the German Democratic Repub-
lic to refuse to defend social-
ism’’. The sentiments expressed
are exactlythesame.

But my cardinal sin seems to

be that I ‘‘even oppose war
toys’. Childhood obviously
just wouldn’t be complete with-
out your own model Korean
Jumbo jet to shoot down, being
able to invade Afghanistan in
the comfort of your own bed-
room,or genuine imitation guns
thatdon’t work to send to Span-
ish anarchists.

Tony Richardson concludes by
denouncing as ‘‘reactionary’’
the demand by the unofficial
 

Making the natives restfu
When Beatrice Webb was a

young woman in the 1870s she
had a choice of two careers
before her: either an anthro-
pologist in a far fleng corner of
the Empire, or a sympathetic
academic studying the indigen-
ous habitat of the English
worker.

In the event she chose the
latter, espousing both ‘gas and
water socialism’ and founding
theFabianSociety in 1883.

Nowadaysthe New Fabiansof
the GLC’s Economic Policy
Groupcontinuehertradition.

The policy being applied by
the Labour Metropolitan coun-
cils in Sheffield, London and the
West Midlands was the product
of an earth-shattering sociol-
ogical discovery made in the
mid-1970s. .Academic resear-
chers looking into the Lucas
Aerospace company made a
stunning and quite shocking
discovery.

‘Capitalism produces weap-
onsof destruction like tanks and
missiles rather than socially
useful goods like ambulances
and lungmachines.”’

Apparently, andthisstill has
to be fully confirmed, they do
this because they can make
more money out of guns than
out of butter.

Moreover, the intellectual
ramifications of this advance in
human knowledgeare stillbeing
felt, particularly around the
more backwardLabour councils.

Yes, primitive thinkers in the
past like Marx and Engels had
blindly groped towards these
truths with their limited mental
apparatuses — but we had to
wait till the publication of the
Lucas Acrogpace CombinePlan
revealed. Like Galileo’s disco.
ery that the earth revolved
around the sun, like Fleming’s
discovery of
advent of the Lucas plan
breathed a whole new lease of
life into flagging careers and
aspirations.

The Plan’s_ solution to
society’s dilemmawas daring in
its simplicity. Why not harness
the skills and technology that
produces bombsto produce hos-
pital equipment instead. Then,
we'llhave crackedit!

So the GLC set up the Greater
London Enterprise Board and
the Popular Planning nit to

penicillin, the ©

(i.e. genuine, though he stud-
iously avoids theword; given his
politics, the only Eastern Euro-
pean peace movements hecould
endorse are the official, fake,
Stalinist ones) peace movements
for unilateral nuclear disarm-
amentby the Soviet Union.

Such a demand portrays an
infinitely more progressive
outlook than that of Tony
Richardson. It shows that those
who advance it recognise that

translate these revelations into
reality.

Hence, from the days of
municipalising the drains and
the dust carts we have moved to
the higher plane of the Altern-
ative Workers’ Plan. New tedms
of anthropologists were recruit-
ed who would to out into the
hinterlands, rather like their
forefathers,RadcliffeBrown and
the Webbs had done,andinter-
viewthenatives.

More amazing new insights
were culled from these explora-
tions.

No, theworkingclass was not,
as had previously been though,
a homogeneous social blob.
They were divided into distinct
clans and kinship networks —

there was the AUEWtribe, the
GMBATU clan and the NUPE
peoples of SouthEast London.

In collecting information for
the Plan, Wendy Wheelwright
wrote in the seminal ‘‘Custom
and culture amongst the
AUEW”:‘I nervously clutched
my Sony recorderas I approach-
ed theircollective watering hole,
“The Duffy Arms’’. Unlike the
polygamousDinka tribesmenof
the southern Sudan, the AUEW
people are monogamous and
consume a strange malt and
barley liquid which they call
““bitter’’.

:They celebrate by placing
a large forefinger into their
proboscis and moving it about
and by emitting noxious fumes
from their hind-quarters. Even
more, they tell each other folk-
lore tales of epic events from the
past. Quite fascinating. Appar-
ently cannibals from the Laur-
ence Scott tribe in the north
once ate one of their leaders,
Ken Cure,by roasting him alive
overa braziercn a picketline.

‘Absolutely amazing’, I
said. ‘‘Could they not have
solved the dispute through bar-
gaining rather than being
ghastly to Mr Cuyre?’’ I pro-
ferred tentatively. ‘‘He negotia-
ted withthegaffers withoutcon-
sulting the lads,’’ they said.
“Really! That’s incredible!’’
I answered. One could only
marvel at the novelty of their
ways.

But should the researcher in
collecting facts for the Workers’
Plan, take sides in the battles

“the enemy is in the home
camp’’ and steers them in the
direcuon of overthrowing the
Stalinist bureaucracy.

Tony Richardson’s arguments,
on the other hand, excuse the
crimes of the Stalinist bureau-
cracy in the nameof a nominal
‘anti-imperialism’ which sub-
ordinates class struggle to
powerbloc politics.

STAN CROOKE,
Glasgow.

between chiefs and_tribes-
people? Absolutelynot, the GLC
ethnographerstell us.

No. They support the per-
spective of the TUC Education
Department called ‘Tribal
Centred Learning’’. In other
words the AUEW learn from
NALGO who learn from NUPE
and soon. .

Our GLC academic always
respects the totality of the kin-
ship system he has discovered.
Taking his cue from Dr Who’s
visit to the planet of the Cyber-
men,our intrepid explorer must
not support either Len Murray
and the TUCGeneral Council or
the NGA peoples of Stockport
and Bedford.

We must all recognise that it
is part of an evolving natural
world in which every actor has
his/her role. To do otherwise
would be the equivalent of
Charles Darwin advocating sup-
port for weaker strains of organ-
isms against stronger strains in
“The Origin of Species’’.

Furthermore, struggle and
conflict between different
sections of the kinship system
is thoroughly bad for everyone
concerned, particularly for the
researcher, as he may get
defined as a left wing trouble-
maker and Ken may dock his
salary. This is what happened
to TUCtutors in the North West
who hadthetemerity and insen-
sitivity to raise politics on shop
stewards courses.

It is wrong for people from a
higher culture to impose their
values on people from an
inferior cultural system. This is
the Economic Policy Group
approach.

Hence,this is why the EPC
Alternative Workers Plan is
important. It means theycan go
beyondconflict. .

For example, I hear that the
Greater London Enterprise
Board are now considering
buyingthe Stockport Messenger
Group and they are drawing up
a workers plan whereby the
printing press would produce
socially useful goods, in this
case toilet paper under contract |

to theTUCGeneral Council.
Whosaid the British middle

class wasnot philanthropic?
NOEL LUTON,

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

 
Can import curbs
be‘internationalist:

DAVE Edwards’ interview in
Socialist Organiser last week
showed, I think, how insidious
theargumentfor import controls
can be.

The Talbot internationalcom-
bine committee, he reported,
has decided to press for legis-
lation in each country so that
Peugeot-Talbot cannot sell a
model there unless it builds it
there.
 

l Atlantic
war shook
the world
THE Argentine military was nov
simply brought down asa result
of Thatcher’s victory in the
South Atlantic war, as Martin
Thomasclaimsin his ‘‘personal
view’’ in SO 161. The military
regime was in reality disinte-
grating before Galtieri invaded
the Malvinasislandsin 1982.

Nor is Martin Thomas’s
general view of the war valid.
He says ‘‘just as a defeat for

_

Thatcher’s bloodthirsty buccan-
eering would have massively
improved the situation for the
British working class, so the
defeat of Galtieri’s desperate
‘“‘mini-imperialism’’ has bene-
fitted the Argentineworkers.”’

The first is very true, the
second is not. The South Atlan-
tic war was not a little anachro-
nistic affair between two essen-
tiallysimilarpowers — withone
simply bigger and more power-
ful than the other. It was
between a major imperialist
powerand a Third World coun-
try dominated economically and
politically by imperialism. It
was a major world event.

The fact that Brita won
strengthened imperialism all
ov@r the world. It was a major
factorcreating the cqnditions for
Reagan to invade Grenada. It
has brought the invasion of
Nicaragua. closer. It has given
-the green light for increased US
intervention in El Salvador,
increased imperialist interven-
tion in the Middle East and
strengthenedthe hand of South
Africain SouthernAfrica.

It cannot therefore be judged
on the basis of its conjunctural
effects on the British or Argen-
tine working class. Military
regimes in Third World coun-
tries in Central and Southern
America or in Africa are the
creatures of imperialism. When
imperialism is strengthened,
they are strengthened. When
imperialism is weakened, they
are weakened.

This is not to say that the
military are about to take over
again in Argentina, but the
events must be seen against this
background.

.

:

ALAN THORNETT

 
 
 

The policy would seem
give Talbot workers in ea
country the security of a wi
range of models being built.
also seems free from the ust
objections to import controls.
is not a joint campaign with t
bosses. And it seemsnotto ¢
across international worke
unity: on the contrary, it is
coordinatedinternationalpolic

The fact that the policy w
expressed during the Poi:
strikeby Ryton TGWUconver
Pat Fox calling for Peugeot 3
production, currently concent
ted at Poissy, to be broughti
Ryton, does indicate howe"
thatthereare problems.

- Consider the basic arithme
first. The policy cannot lead
more Talbot cars being sold.
other things being equal,
raisingTalbot’sproduction co
it willreduce sales. So thepol
cannot increase the ove
amount of work for all Tal

’ workers. Any extra work
Talbot workers in one coun
has to be at the expense
Talbotworkers somewhereel:

« A law to forbid imports
foreign-built Talbot cars wo
certainly cover other makes
probablyotherproducts too.
. The endresult of such imp
control laws can only be a ¢
back in world trade, therefor
cutback in production and jo
and also higher prices. (si
more expensive home-ms
goods substitute for cheai
imports).

In underdeveloped co
tries there can be a case
import controls to protect inf
industries. But not in West
Europe.

-However harmlesstheimr
controls demand may look
first, it can only lead eventu:
to workersin different count
competing with each other
shares of a static or declin
total amountofwork.

The alternative is not
idealise capitalist free trade,
to fight for demands like we
sharing with no loss of p

’ workers’ control, and pul
ownership on an internatio
scale

JOHN LEAGRAV
Islingte

ganas

BADGES 25por £2 for 10
9B 16p postage) from ‘Mole Bad:
i 165, Liverpool Rd., London N
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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 support all struagles for
better living standards and conditions.*Wage rises should at the very least keep up with
price, increases. For a price index calculated byworking‘class organisations, as the basis for clauses
in all wage agreements to provide automatic
monthlyrises in line with the true cost ofliving for
the working class.. The same inflation-proofingshould apply to state benefits,grants and pensions.*Fight for improvements in the social services, and
against cuts. Protection for thase services against:inflation by automatic inflation-proofingof expen-diture. For occupations and supporting strike action.
to defend jobs andservices.
“End unemplayment. Cut hours, not jobs. Fight for
a 35 hour week and an end to overtime. Demand
work-sharing without loss of pay. Organise the
uremployed:— campaign for a programmeofuseful
public works to create new jobs for the unem-
ployed.

:"Defend all jobs! Open the books of those, firms:that threaten closure or redundancies, along with
those oftheirsuppliers and bankers, to elected. tradeunion: committees: For occupation and

. blackingaction to halt the closures. For nationalisation
withoutcompensation under workers’ management.“Make the bosses pay, not the working class.
Millions: for hospitals, not a penny. for ‘defence’!
Nationalise ‘the banks and financial institutions,
without compensation. End the interest burden on
council housing and other public services.*Freeze rent and:rates.
“Scrap -all_ immigration controls. Race\ is not aproblem: racism is. ‘The tabeur’ movement must .mobilise to drive the fascists Off the streets, Purgeracists. from positions in’ the labour movement.Organise fult support for black self-defence. Buildworkers’ defence squads.

 
Waiting for the ‘next phase’

THEcountryside, declared Lin
Piao, will surround the towns.
Maoist politics based on that
perspective of socialist revolu-
tion have declined dramatically
since theearly ’70s, but the idea
lives on among some would-be
Trotskyists.

In the centre-pages of last
week’s Socialist Action John
Ross restates it. And more: he
declares that it is a universal
rule that every social system is
first overthrownat the ‘edges’.

This is not just eccentric
historical philosophising. This
ridiculous ‘argument is concoc-
ted to justify theviewof Socialist
Action and its international co-
thinkersthat Central America is
the centre of the world socialist
revolutiontoday, and thatthere-
fore the Cuban government’s
(very limited) support for the
Central American_struggles
definesit as a proletarian revol-
utionary force.

The Cuban government’s
support for the ruling party in
Mexico (where there is a much
more powerful working class),
and its support for the Polish
state against Solidarnosc, are
minorerrors by comparison.

Ross’s central argument is
that the ruling class is weaker
in peripheral states. There is of
course a grain of truth in that.
Certainly revolutionaries in less
developed states need not ‘wait’
until socialism has triumphed in
theadvancedcountries.

But the reason whythefirst
' victorious socialist revolution

took place in Russia wasnot just
that the ruling class were

 
By Martin Thomas
 

weakerthere.It was thata weakrulingclasswas combinedwitharelatively strong and concen-
trated working class, organised:by a Marxist party.

Withoutthatstrong organisedworking class, the weakness of
the ruling class may well lead to
frequentpoliticalupheavals. But
not every political upheaval is a
socialist revolution.

In China, Vietnam,etc. weak
‘capitalist classes were over-
thrown — but replaced byStalinist forces, linked to the
degenerated USSR, which
expropriated capitalism but
constructed police states againstthe working class. In Central
America at present bourgeois
revolutions are in progress
 LEFT

#
against the oligarchies and
against US domination.

It is possible for the workingclass to take the lead in thesestruggles and thus fuse them
with a socialist revolution —

but no historical inevitability
guaranteesthat.

The working class scarcely
features in Ross’s whole argu-
ment. Cataloguing revolutionary
openings in the Third World, he.
never mentions the two coun-
tires where independent work-
ing class organisation has made

the greatest advancesin recent
years, SouthAfricaand Brazil.

In his sweeping panorama of
world history, the Stalinist
states likewise escape mention
— except as successful exam-
ples of socialist revolution!

The role of the struggle of
Solidarnosc and similar move-
ments in the world prospectsfor socialismis passed over.

Revolutions, for Ross, happenthroughtheanonymousforces of
world history and general crisis
beating down the weaker or
stronger resistance of ruling
classes. If the working class
should be able to lend a hand to
world history, then that-is all to
thegood. Butit is not essential.

The same concept must

PRESS 
 

explain his peculiar assertions
about feudalism: ‘‘Feudalism
wasfirst overthrown in Holand
and England — states which had
been on the periphery of the
great feudal regions.”’

In no way did Holland andEngland stand to feudalism asElSalvador doesto world capit-alism today! They were the
countries in which the risingclass, the bourgeoisie, wasstrongest. Holland was one of
the busiest centres of trade.England,after the defeat of the

Spanish Armada in 1588, had
establisheditself as thegreatest :

.Sea poweroftheday.
His argument about ancient

slave economyis no less pecul-
iar. It was overthrown, he says,
not by forces at its centre, the
Mediterranean, but by German-

_ic invasions.
The relevance is difficult to-

see: is he:envisaging the over-
throwof capitalism by invasions
from those areas whichstillhave
pre-capitalist modes of produc-
tion, and a new DarkAges?

In any case,it is misleading: -

slavery had substantially disin-.tegrated through its internal
contradictions. in the western
centre of the Roman Empire,before the Germanic invasions,whereas the ‘peripheral’
eastern Empire, which was
possibly richer than the west,
but where slave production was
never really dominant, survived
for centuries. Then the new
mode of production, feudalism,
arosefirst in the ‘centre’ — the
west.

Behindthebizarrehistory is a
conception which neatly inverts
pre-1917 ‘orthodox’ Marxism.
The idea then was that socialist
revolution in the-underdevelop-
ed countries mustfollow a whole
historical ‘stage’ behind the
advanced areas. Ross’s idea now
is thatthe biggest, most organ-ised working classes must wait
for the Process of World Revo-
lution to make its way through
theperiphery. :

It will reach the more indus-
trialised states in, to use his own
words, ‘‘a later phase’.

© 00000000000 OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO OOEDOOS“The capitalist police are an enemy for theworkingclass. Support all demands to weaken them ‘as abasses’ striking.foree: dissolution of special squads(SPG, Special Branch, MIS; etc), public accoun-tabitity:, etc, .

*Free abortion on demand. Women’s equal right to
work and full equality’ for women. Defend and
extend free state nursery and childcare provision.*Against attacks on gays by thestate: abolish all
laws which discriminate against lesbians and gaymen;for the right of the gay community to organiseand affirm their stand publicly.*The trish people — as a whole — should have the
right to determine their own future. Get the British

| troops out now! Repeal the Prevention ofTerrorism
.

Act, Political status for Irish Republican prisoners as
a matter of urgency.

| “The black working people of South Africa should
get full support from the British labour movementfor their strikes, struggles and armed combat against

|
the white supremacist regime. South African goodsandservices should be blacked.
"It is essential to achieve thefullest democracy in

 
the labour movement. Automatic reselection of MPsduring each Parliament and the election by annualconference of party leaders. Annual election ofall
trade union officials, who should be paid the

| average for the trade.
.*The chaos, waste, human suffering and misery offapitalism now — in Britain and throughout theworld — show the urgent need to establish rational,democratic, human control over the economy, tomake the decisive sectors of industry social prop-erty, under workers’ control. The strength of thelabour movement lies in the rank and file. OurPerspective must be workingclass action to raze the

| Capitalist system downtoits foundations, and to’
put a workingclass socialist alternative in its place —

father than having our representatives run the

  
'system and waiting for crumbs from the tables of‘the bahkers and bosses. 
 / Middle Lane. 25p each, £2

‘Murray Must Go’ — from a‘\NoleBadges’ c/o 28 '
for 10, plus 16p post. a

LABOUR Committee on_Ireland day school. Satur-
day January 28, 10.30 to 5
at *County Hall, London
SE1. Send £1 for ticket and
papers to LCI, Box 42, 136
Kingswood High Road,
London E8. Creche should
be bookedin advance.
ISLINGTON Socialist Org-
aniser day school: ‘Rebuild-
ing the movement’. Sun-
day February 5, 10.30 to5.30, Thornhill Neighbour-
hood Project, Caledonian
Rd/Copenhagen St. De-
tails: Nik, 278 1341.

SCOTLAND

Edinburgh.
Contact:Dave, 229.4591.
SO is sold at Muirhouse
(Sat. 10.30-12.30) and at
the First-of-May bookshop,CandlemakerRow.
Glasgow. Contact Stan
Crooke, 63 Dixon Ave,G42. Paper sales: Fridaylunchtime, Springburnshopping arcade; Saturday
morning, Coatbridge shop-ping. arcade; Tuesday
moring, Maryhill unem-
ployment benefit office.
Also West End bookshop.

NORTHWEST

Hyndburr.
Contact: Accrington 395753
Liverpoo). :

Contact: 733 6663. SOis
sold at News-from-
Nowhere, Whitechapel andat Progressive Books, Berry
Manchester.
Contact: Tony, 273 5691.SO is sold at Grass RootsBooks, Newton St., Picca-dilly.
Rochdale.
Contact: c/o 28 MiddleLane, London N8.
Stoke.
Contact:
328198,
Stockport
Contact: 40 Fox St, Edgley.
Phone 061-4296359.

Paul. Barnett,

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 Organising
Committee conference:
Octagon Centre, Western
Bank, Sheffield 10, Satur-
day March 24, from 10am.
Up to 5 delegates per trade
union body: credentials £2

trom George Williamson,11 Sutton. Place, London
E9 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.

London Lesbian& GayYoung Socialists meets
on the third Sunday of
every month. Phone Martin
at 263 9484 for further
©OOOOOOCOCOOCOCOCOWhereto find

Socialist Organiser
Wirral.
Contact: Lol Duffy, 3 St.
James Court, .

Victoria
Rd., New Brighton, Mer-
seyside.
YORKSHIREAND NORTH
EAST
Durham.
Contact: Andy, 64088. SO
is sold at CommunityCo-op, New Elvet.
Halifax.
Contact: 52156. SO is sold
at Hebden Bridge Books.
Harrogate
Contact: Dan, 69640. SQ
is sold at Harrogate Market
(Wednesday, Friday,Saturday lunchtimes).
Huddersfield.
Contact: Alan Brooke, 59
Magdale, Honley,HD7 2LX
Huu.
Contact: c/o 28 Middle
Lane, London N8.
Leeds
Contact: Garth, 623322. SO
is sold at Books and Corner
Books, WoodhouseLane.
Sheffield.
ContactRob, 589307. SO is
sold at Boots in Fargate(Saturday, 12 to 1) and at
Independent Bookshop,

Glossop Rd.
Sunderland.
Contact:c/o Durham.
York.
Contact: 414118. SO is sold
at the University (Friday
mornings), Coney St. (Sat-
urday mornings), the. dole
office (most mornings) and
at CommunityBookshop.
WALESAND 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 is
sold at theOtherBookshop..Coventry. Contact: Keith,
75623. SO is sold at theWedge Bookshop.
Leicester.
Contact: Phil, 857908. SO
is sold at Blackthorne

  

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

SOUTH

Basingstoke.
Contact: c/o 28 Middle
Lane, LondonN8.
SO is sold at Good News
Bookshop, London Road.
Oxford.
Contact c/o 28 Middle
Lane, London N8. SO is
sold at Tescos, CowleyRd., (Fridays 5 to 7),Cornmarket (Saturdays,

- 11 to 1) and at EOA Books,CowleyRoad. :

LONDON AREA
Brent [and NW].iContact:Mick, 624 1931.
Camden.
Contact:Mike, 267 4806.
Hackney.
Contact: 348 5941 or 802
0771.

information.
LambethLesbian & Gay

Action meets at the Tate
Library, Brixton Oval.
‘THE CAUSEofIreland’ —

showingat the Rio Cinema,Dalston, Thursday Feb-
tuary 2, 7.30pm. Entrance
£2 (£1 UB4O, students,OAPs). Also. showing: ‘A,Free Country’.
LONDUN Region Labour
Committee on Ireland:
AGM. Saturday February11, County Hall, London
SE1. Open to all paid-up
supporters of theLCI. .

Hounslow.
Contact: Chris, 898 6961.
Islington.
Contact:Nik, 278 1341.
Orpington.
ContactSiu Ming, 691 1141
Putney.
Contact: Tom, 789 7587.
Richmond
Contact:Nick, 8766715.
SE London.
ContactSiu Ming, 691 1141
Southwark‘Lambeth.
Contact: Jeff, 635 8468.
Tower Hamlets.
Contact: Susan, 377 1328.

London Educationals:
State and Revolution; The
Russian Revolution; The
USSR and

_—s
Stalinism;Ireland; Why is the Left

divided? The above are a
~.series taking place on Fri-

days, 7pm at the LSE, EastBuilding, first floor, room
E196.

Discussions on ‘imperial-
ism’: Thursdays, 7pm, at214 Sickert Court, London
Nl.

Gna
SO is sold at the following.bookshops: Central Books,Colletits, The Other Book-
shop, Bookmarks, Book-place, [PeckhamRd., SE15]}KilburnBooks and ReadingMatters [Wood Green
Shopping Centre].



 

 
MOREthan a decadeafter its
first publication and_ several
years after becoming unavail-
able in British bookshops,
Charlie Gillett’s treasure store
of a book, ‘‘The Sound of the
City’’, has beenrepublished in a
revised and updated form.

The present work covers the
nearly thirty years between the
end of World War Two and the
early 1970s, concentrating —

becauseit is the history of rock
music — on the period following
1953, when Bill Haley and the
Comets sockedouttheirfirst hit,
“Crazy,Man, Crazy’’.

There is a lot to disagreewith
in Gillett’sbook —not least the
title! — but not so much asto
diminish the dazzle of the his-
torical account. It shimmers with
thousands of factual details
concerning artists, producers,
writers, labels as well as shifts
in taste, production techniques,
commercial organisation, styl-
istic devices and subcultural
values.

Above all, however, it is a
book about the music itself. It
is written with sociological
imagination. But it is neither a
sociology of the music industry
nor oneof those rock sociologies
in which the music itself makes
only an occasional guest appear-
ance to illustrate a point — and
then ‘in discussion about the
shape of the lyric, and not of
the musical sound or the sensa-
tion it produces.

Gillett sometimesfails to set
an adequate social backdrop to
what heis describing: what he
provides, however — and what
most social backdrop artists fail —

to offer — is a breathtakingly
knowledgable survey of the
musicitself.

In a sense, the weaknesses of
the book can be said to be in its
political naivete. Not only are

 

Andrew Hornung reviews ‘The Soundof theCity’, by
Charlie Gillett (Souvenir Press £6.95).

political events almost totally
absent from it, but much of
‘The Sound of tke City’’ is
informed by a vision of the
heroic ‘‘indieés’’ — the indepen-
dent record labels — as the
liberating guerrilla force that
almost defeated the regular

Hollywood’s
American

IT’S pretty shameful, I
suppose — as much an
offence against left wing
solidarityas it is a capitula--
tion to celluloid machismo.

Perhaps it’s a confession of
stark cultural poverty. And it’s
not something I’m proud of.
But the truth is that I like John
Wayne. :

Not the right-wing friend of
arch witch-hunter Senator Joe
McCarthy and gung-ho Americ-
an chauvinist — I was arrested
picketinghis Vietnam war prop-aganda movie, ‘The Green
Berets’. I supposeit’s the char-
acter I’ve watched playing him-
self in dozens of movies over the
last 30 years — in marvellous
John Ford Westerns like ‘She
wore a yellow ribbon’ and ‘The
Searchers’; in Ford’s picture
postcard Ireland as ‘The Quiet
Man’, and iff many others until

‘his last movie in 1976, ‘The
Shootist’, shown recentlyon TV.

Wayne was the subject of the
first of Barry Norman’s new
series on ‘The Hollywood
Greats’. They grow on you,
these Hollywood greats, espec-
iallyif theyget to you young.

TV movies keep the attach-
ments alive and fresh, though it
is sometimeseerie to skip from
movie to movie and decade w
decade accompanying the same
actor (Bette Davies recently, for
example) from youth to middle

 

Mick Ackersley reviews
Barry Norman’s ‘The.
HollywoodGreats’ (BBC
1, Mondays 9.55pm)
 

age and beyond.
Wayne’s career spannedfive

decades, beginning’ with B-
westerns in the '30s. Ford’s
‘Stagecoach’made him

a
star in

1939 and he remained ‘up there’
for four decades, amongst the
highest paid and most popular
film’actors — or, better per-
haps, filmpersonalities.

Norman traced the way that
the man, a mere actor with no
chance to show whetherhe could
be heroic or not, grew indis-
tinguishable from his own
screen persona, portraying the
great American capitalist virt-
ues of therugged individual.

He saw himself as the embod-
iment of ‘Americanism’, and a
guardian ofits values.

I had thought otherwise, but
Norman — whom Wayne once
called a ‘pinko liberal’ — says
he wasn’t himself. a witch-
hunter during the McCarthy
period. He did think McCarthy
was ‘a great American’ who had
been the victim of a witch-hunt
by thepinkoliberals!

He starred in a lousy little
early ’50s movie, ‘Big Jim Mac-
Claine’,which glorifiedthehunt
for Commie agents and spies
and obliquely paid its homage to

 
Big Joe Turner ,

army of musical imperialism.
There are elements of truth in
this view, but it is vastly over-
simplitied.

The collapse of the smaller
record companies during the
depression in the 1930s; the
near-monopoly over song-writ-

 
‘Big Joe McCartny’. .

To be fair, ‘Big Jim Mac-
Claine’ and ‘The Green Berets’
were formula movies. The
enemyin either case could have
just as well been ‘Jap spies’ or
‘Jap’ soldiers in the jungle.
Wayne’s problem in 1968 was
that many Americans were
refusing to see Vietnam in the
pattern of World War 2 propa-
gandamovies.

Since Wayne’s death in 1979,
they have put up statues to him
in manyplacesin America — to
the Wayneofthesilver screen,
in stylised cowboy gear, person-
ifying ‘Americanism’. Before he
died Congress struck a special
medal and presented it to him,
inscribed, ‘John Wayne,
American’.

Norman showed film of the
Congressional Committee which
decided to do it-hearing a plea
from Wayne’s ‘friend and co-
star’, Maureen O’Hara — with
the red: hair and residual Irish
accent — who suggested the
inscription, her voice breaking
in tears as shesaid it.

Norman’s second ‘Holly-
wood Great’ was Henry Fonda,
and next Monday it’s Steve
McQueen.
b

Steve McQueen? That can’t
e.The ‘HollywoodGreats’ were

all figures from my childhood.
After that the stars get smaller,
and becomejust boring actors.
I’m sureofit.

_ing and publishing held by tie
ultra-conservative ASCAP
(American Society of Compos-
ers, Authors and Publishers)
until 1941; the dominationof the
USrecord industry by‘six major
companies; the control of
musical outlets by whites who
preserved the racial divisions of
American society in_their
musical output and distribution

. patterns: the dependence of
star-singers on external sources
for theirmaterial; the failure of
the smaller record companies to
create a national distribution
network until 1945; the largely
regional organisation of record
marketing, radio broadcasting
and juke-box hiring — all these
and manylesser factors created
a situation where a huge market,
white teenagers, and a huge
pool of talent existed largely
unattended by the major produ-
cers. :

In this situation, the indies,
who were closer to the new
talent and closer to the new
market — not only geographic-
— were able to becomethecom-
mercial vehicles for the new
musical styles.

By 1952 there were over 100
indieschallengingthe Big Six —

Mercury, MGM,Capitol, Victor,
Decca and Columbia — for chart
places. ,

LThese entertainment giants
— they were not exclusively
record producers — accounted
for four-fifths of the Top Ten
records in the US charts in 1954
but their share had fallen by
1959, the end of rock’n’roll’s
bigwave, to a mere one-third.

Gillett’sview derives from his
admiration for the raw musical
energy and innovative genius of
many of the performers and
producers working for the
indies: Lloyd> Price and Little
Richard with Art...Rupe for
Specialty; Elvis Presley. with
Sam Phillips for Sun; Chuck
Berry, Bo Diddley and scores of
blues artists withLeonard Chess
and Willie Dixon for the Chess
label; Joe Turner and Ray
Charles andlater a host of great
soul singers with Ahmet
Ertegun and Jerry Wexler for
Atlantic;Fats Domino with Dave
Bartholomew for Imperial. In
addition there were great
nomadic talents who. moved
from indie label to indie label,
like Ike Turnerand JohnnyOtis,
magical producers with a wide
range of hits like Bobby Robin-
son and Bumps Blackwell and
single-minded visionaries like
James Brown.

Musically there is good
reason to admire the indies.
There often is a sense of free-
dom in their music, uncommit-
ted as someof them were to the
safe, narrow, commercial
formulae of the majors. The
indies found and developed
talent, whereas the majors
‘often did little more than sign
on ready-formed talents and
then beat out of them the very
qualities thathad liftedthemout
of mediocrity.

/But the indies were, after an,
not independentof theeconomic
mechanism dominated by the
majors: indeed most aspired to
theposition of themajors.

They were often bloodsucking
employers, shameless cheats
and ‘even criminal] extortionists.
Often theirwillingnessto record
in thesmallertowns of the South
resulted from their desire to
avoid payng union rates to
session musicians. Their prepar-
edness to permit freedom of
arrangementto the players was
often a way of avoiding paying
fees to an arranger.

A second weakness of the
book relates to the title: ‘“‘The
Soundof the City’’. In his intro-
duction, Charlie Gillett justifies
the title in the following way:
‘During the mid-fifties, in

ally but, sometimes spiritually
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virtuauy every urban civulisa-
tion in the world, adolescents
staked out their freedom in the
cities, inspired and reassured
by the rock and roll beat. Rock
and roll was perhaps the first
form of popular culture to cele-
brate without reservation char-
acteristics of city life that had
been among the mostcriticised.
In rock and roll, the strident,
repetitive sounds of city life
were, in effect, reproduced as
melody and rhythm.”’

This sort of naturalistic inter-
pretations seems very weak to
me.

Firstly, it does not explain
why rock androll did not devel-
op with the rise of the modern
industrial cities. Secondly, it
does not explain why the prin-
cipal originators of this stvle

 
were from thelessindustrialised
areas of America’ssouth.

Thirdly, it does not explain
why otherstyles — like Chicago
blues — weren’t the absoluteay
determining poimt of departure
for rock androll ratherthan one
forceful influence.

Fourthlyit implies that indus-
trial societies — societies that
have generated ideologies of
solidarity and collectivism
among workers —_cannot
produce a musical counterpart te
socialist ideas.

These weaknessesof analysis,
as I see it, are not unimportant.
But as ‘‘The SoundoftheCity’
has so much to offer in informa-
tion and insight, it must remain
indispensable reading for any-
one attempting to understand
the development of popula
music and popular culture.
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TheDay After

“InfantileInsanity — What wisdom do the powerful
have on The Day After?”. By Jim Tolton.

No Kansas City, Paris, London, New York, Moscow. Silos empty
Is anybody there — where anybody where? they panicked in vain, the
tain of Summers snow who’s to blame?i What’s to blame? competition, nationalism’sfear, insecurity’s exploit-

I minute man blinding flash to go.

1 ation, their fingers on the button
the capitalist bureaucracyI 1 can’t see today death rays flash of yesterday, Mummy amIblind I

J can’t see?
i I can’t play today no time to play like yesterday. Only panics anxiety

who’s hearts losti Loves whatcost?
and friendships known no water just

i in confusion.
walking slowly while others panic

Where are my friends my two daughters love, my comradesin struggle] in Kansas, Paris, New York, Moscow?
| Wewait.

Workers, comrades, this is the only world we have, yet we waiti and talk of fallouts radiation. We wait and talk in doubt.
| We wait in wonder, what goes on above the shelter — the ground.
i Thesilence.A dog barks. What nerve. Who’s purpose doesit serve?

A third of trees a third of grass, they told us wouldn’t come to harm:I but thatflash.

final grey ash.
The President of the US.of A
“What can I say.”

shoot.

— I love you too.

Gary — where’s anyone?
estate.

blame. :

grass,

no nothing — no face
the last two embrace.

atwe ne yee

 

Glowing emotions love in friendships lost, for ever dead cinders the

“Your tragic loss your friendships known, your loved-onesgone, god
bless America”, bless what — what God?
I begin to doubt the equivocation of the fiend, thatlies like truth.
Don’t shoot there’s no food what’s your name, what food?
What’s going on down there? who.are you folks down there? don’t

Slow death, 30 minutes — minute mans away, slow death;a new birtha
babycries a dog still barks — horses hooves, :

no food, slow birthslow death; you have no hair too but you look great
-P.S.E. house that was — that. was my house, where’s Barry, Greg and

Helio — Hello there; we embrace without name known on who’s

They are to blame,therulingclasses, they are insane their paranoia’s to

The people are lame — layed there to rest with trees cinders on grey

desert forms with flat trees in ash withoutgrace.

wee



 
 

 
 

|
t|
L
t 
 
 
 
 

Socialist Organiser no.162 January 19 1984 Page 14

Ford announces Law makes scabbingfoundry closure compulsory for SOGAT
FORD announced on Mon-
day January 16 thatit plans
to close its Thames Found-
ry plant at Dagenham,
Essex. This will involve
theloss of 2,000 jobs over a
15-month period ending in
April1985.

This is despite the fact that
the workforce has been coopera-
‘ing with management since
1980 on a radical ‘survival plan’
that has seen jobs halved from
4000 in 1979 to thepresentlevel.
The workers have also accepted

|

-more flexibleworkingpractices.
The closure will leave Ford

withonly one otheriron foundry
in Europe — the one at Leam-
ington, Warwickshire, which
makes small, specialised, petrol
enginecomponents.

Meetings are to be held at
all 24 Ford plants, and union
officials will recommend black-
ing of imported engine parts to
pressurise management to
reconsidertheirplan.

However, shop stewards from
the Dagenham complex are due
to meet on Sunday 22nd, and
are reported as being likely to
discuss pressing for a 24 hour
strike as part of a fight to save
jobs by industrialaction.

The unions also have fears. ab-
out 1986, when work for a

  
       
  
  
    
  
    
  
        
    
    
    
       

replacement petrol engine will
have to begin. They think that:
production may be moved to
Cologne in West Germany,

Ford hasalso announcedtheclosure ofits assemb
  lyplantin Treland.

which would mean further joblosses. Abouthalf the 3,500 jobs
at the Dagenham engine plantwould go.

Labour right under pressure
THEparents occupying the
Sandal Day Care Nursery
and the Langthwaite Gran-
ge Nursery are now in their
fourth week of defiance of
the right-wing Wakefield
Council.

At a meeting lobbied by 100
NUPE memberslast Wednesday
11th, Wakefield District Labour
Party voted by two to one to
oppose thesecuts and called up-
on thecouncillorsnot to cut. But
the majority right wing caucus
had already met that morning,
and reaffirmed their determina-
tion to. cut and to close the
nurseries.

There is now a very sharp
division between the- Labour
group and the District Labour
Party. For example, the NUPE

Led by Jack Smart, the 32
Labour councillors have imple-
mented £4 millionworth.ofTory
cuts down to the last job loss.

By Cllr GarthFrankland
The Labour group has suspend-
ed 11 councillors who voted ag-
ainst thecuts. ~

lobby was organised by local
NUPE official George Mudie,
whois also leader of the Leeds
council group and Chair of the
Regional Labour Party.

In the past Jack Smart has
managedto keep an iron grip on
the council, on the unions, and
.on theLabour Party,but now,in
thje face of the Tory offensive,
thatgrip is slipping.

Smart has been abroad during
most of the last fortnight, and
the right wing has wobbled all
over the place. They issued a
court order against two men
(one of them a local Labour
councillor) involved in the occu-
pation. Then they withdrew
the summons just before the
court appearance. Now the
councilhas issued a fresh set of
writs against the occupiers, and
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seems set to these
through, despite the District
Labour Party opposition.

The solid support for the
nursery occupation from local
trade unionists gives it the poss-
ibility of defeating Smart.
Supporting strike action should
becalled for from the local auth-
ority workers, many of whom
are facingjob losses as a result
of theannouncedcuts.

The nursery occupiers and
their supportersin the local lab-
our movement should campaign
for the policy of the Wakefield
District Labour Party, - against
closures,to becarriedout by the
Labour-controlledcouncil:

Thornton
View.

By Helen Johnston

 

WORKERSfrom the Thorn-
ton View hospital in Brad-
ford, who have been occupy-
ing against threatened clos-
ure, lobbied the government
on January 16.

The minister concerned, how-
ever, Was non-committal, and
refused to give a definite decision
as to whether the government is
prepared to defy massive public
support in Bradford andclose the
geriatric hospital.

Meanwhile, the Regional
Health Authority is attempting to
undermine the occupation by the
victimisation of a leading militant
shop steward, Betty Elie. She has
been disciplined on trumped-up
charges.

This follows disciplinary
action against another militant
shop steward, Josie Patterson, at
Westbrook hospital in Bradford.

The occupation committee is
organising an open day for
women on Sunday January 22, to
emphasise the leading role women
workers have played in the occup-
ation. A conference is also being
organised, on January 25, at Brad-
ford University, to discuss various
aspects of the occupation.

Pickets are very urgently need-
ed, both to defend the occupation
and to boost the workers’ morale.

i )For further details contact Brad-
ford 817575.

  

THE COURTinjunctions ag-
ainst SOGAT and the NUJ
revealed something of the
scope of the Tory anti-union
laws.

The Park Royal (West Lon-
don) plant which normally prints
part of each week’s run of the
Radio Times is shut over a pay
and conditions dispute, and own-
er Robert Maxwell has threatened
to close it permanently.The print
union SOGAT told memberselse-
where not to print extra to make
up for Park Royal, and put a boy-
cott on Radio Times distribution
in London.

SOGATwasinstructed by the
courts before Christmastolift the
boycott. The union executive
agreed to comply — but proved
unable to browbeat the powerful
Central London branch into sub-
mission. The boycott remains in
force.

Last Wednesday, 11th, Max-
well (an ASTMS member and
delegate to the General Commit-
tee of Oxford East Labour Party!)
went back to the courts to seek a
stronger injunction against the
union.

The High Court instructed the
union to lift the boycott and to
allow extra copies of Radio Times
to be printed in other plants of ©

Maxwell’s BPCC empire.
This amounts to an instruction

to union members to scab on
their own fellow trade unionists.

Previous injunctions have
sought to compel trade unionists
to continue doing their own jobs,
or to lift picketing or boycott
action aimed at halting -work by
non-union members. But this is
the first attempt by the courts to
compel trade unionists to do
other trade unionists’ work.

The ruling against the NUJ at
Dimbleby newspapers was noless
outrageous. David Dimbleby, the
urbane TV ‘personality’, set out
to tesolve his conflict with 24
NGA members by sacking them
all and diverting the printing of
his newspapers to the anti-union
T.Bailey Foreman group in
Nottingham.

This scab outfit made its name
with the NUJ when it sacked 28
journalists on the Nottingham
Evening Post for taking part in
the NUJ’s 1978-9 provincial
newspapers pay strike. The union
has remained in dispute with the
companyeversince.

In opposition to Dimbleby’s
union-busting move, the NUJ
instructed its members at Rich-
mond to come out on strike in
pursuance of its own national
dispute with T.Bailey Foreman,
or TBF. Four non-union journ-
alists at Dimbleby Newspapers
responded to the strike call by
joining the NUJ and walking out
with them.

But Dimbleby went to the
courts, using the technicality that
his printing was being done by
a ‘separate’ company, T.Bailey
Foreman printers, which just
happens to share the same direc-
tors and address as the publish-
ers of the Nottingham Evening
Post.

Obediently — though express-
ing amazementat thisapplication
of the law — the judges ruled in
Dimbleby’s favour. The precedent
wasset: by skilfuluse of different
companies labels and structures,
the employers in the print indus-
try (and presumably elsewhere)
can exploit the Tebbit law even
more than they thought. —

If Dimbleby successfully
cracks the NUJ on this, any and
every employer in the print will
feel encouraged to look towards
non-union printing and smashing
the NUJitself.

The technicalities of the case
encouraged naive sections of the
union’s right wing to pursue a
House of Lords appeal. And then,
at the very point that the TUC
genesa@l. council was deciding to
knife -the-NGA,-the _Law- Lords
came up with a devastating piece
of blackmail: they declared that
they would only hear the NUJ
appeal if the strike instruction
were lifted at Richmond.
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The NUJ emergency commit-
tee, with full powers over disput-
es between meetings of the NEC,
met and with only two votes ag-
ainst voted to capitulate. By with-
drawing official support from the
Richmond chapel, they in effect
overturned the union’s long-
standing policy of refusing to
allow the courts to dictate the
conduct of disputes.

.They also dealt a potentially
lethal blow at the small andisolat-
ed Dimbleby chapel, which was
suddenly denied strike pay andCo-op
the s

By George McLean
(Manchester ASTMS

BroadLeft)
' YOUR CARING,sharing Co-

op and USDAWare working
hand in handto ensure that a
handsome dividend is reaped
by a non-union private firm,
Industrial Contract Cleaners.

ICC’s profits will be boosted
at the expense of some of the
most vulnerable workers.

Cooperative Insurance Services
(CIS) own the tallest building in
Manchester. They contracted out
the cleaning to a subsidiary of
Reckitts of mustard fame — until
going out to.tender a few weeks
ago.

The sharks thrashed around
, and Reckitts lost the contract to

ICC, who putin a lower bid. 4.Does cheaper cleaning for CIS
mean better standards for the
workers? Of course not. Ninety
womencleaners were made redun-
dant, including one — ,»Emily
Cupitt — who has worked atCIS
for 21% years. Half a dozen have
been offered jobs by ICC — but
under much worse conditions.

The cleaners who worked for
Reckitts were organised in
USDAW.But everythingthey had
won over the years at CIS has
come from strong local action,
with little concrete help from the
USDAWfull-timeofficials.

Their achievementsare impres-
sive, especially so for part-time
workers. For instance, in 1982
Reckitts said (stop me if you’ve
heard this one): ‘We’ve made no
profits, you get no payrise’.

An immediate one-day strike
brought the women 10%, an
extra week’s holiday... and. pay
for the day of action! They were
now on five weeks holiday a year
— ICC give only a fortnight.

Under Reckitts cleaners work-
ed a 15 hour week — now cut by
ICC to 12% hours, with a conse-
quent slashing of pay by up to
£8 a week. Their rest breaks have
vanished completely — now the
workers complain that they don’t
even have time to talk to each
other on the job. That’s great for
isolating and weakening workers.

 
other support, and left on its
own to uphold the union’s nat-
ional policy of boycotting T.
Bailey Foreman.

It is a tribute to the tenacity
of the strikers that they have held
firm despite this top-level betray-
al, and thatthereis still a dispute
for the NUJ to take forwardafter.
next weekend.

The strikers are in urgent need
of financial support, which should
be sent to Roger Hailey,202 Vic-
arage Farm Road, Heston, Middle-
sex.

helps
arks
The number of women em-

ployed by ICC is lower than the
number Reckitts employed — so
those ‘fortunate’ enough to
remain haveto slog harder to earn
a crust.

Immediately the redundancies
were announced, the women
began a picket which lasted only a
few hours. Unfortunately the
only USDAW group represented
on the CIS workplaceJoint Trade
Union Committee is the catering
staff. directly employed by CIS.
Nevertheless, the USDAW offi-
cials did not bring the issue to
either the JTUC or to -Co-op
sponsored MPs. They did not even
approach the local Cooperative
Union (an administrative Co-op
section which may have been able
to pressurise CIS into refusing the
ICC contract).

What backing wasgiven by the
USDAWofficials? Step forward
Duncan McBride, full-timer and
runner-up to Len Murray as Flav-
our of the Month (i.e. easel ’n’
gall). Bro. McBride did step for-
ward = right across his members’
picket line, in order to try to
recruit the ICC people!

Is this what his members have
paid subs for year after year?

The JTUC unions’ shop stew-
ards (USDAW, ASTMS, UCATT,
and ACTSS) are meeting shortly:
to plan a campaign to stop the
Co-op conniving further with
Thatcherite deals involving private”
sharks. But anysocialist principles
the Co-op once rested on are
crumbling fast.

I hear unofficially that when
the USDAWfuil-timersasked CIS
to agree to a closed shop under
ICC, the radical cooperators hint-
ed this could not be done unless
they complied with Tebbit’sregu-
lations by holding a workplace
ballot.

USDAW failed to press the
point — well, we can’t break the
law, can we, boysandgirls?

Now the resistance seems to|
be over... at least, until those self
same sharks begin tearing the guts
out of the catering department. A
sad story — not just as another’
step down the Tories’ yellowspine|
road to industrial serfdom, but as
an example of a union disgraceful-
ly failing to save its members ~— its
lifeblood — like EmilyCupitt.

‘Labour’s Options for
Defence’: a day school
organised by Labour
CND.SaturdayJanuary28, from 10amat Sheffield
Town Hall. Credentials
£2.50 fromK.Edwards,
HammersmithCLP,
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 Scott Lithgow needs
action, not pleading! |peters out

WITH the resumption of work
after the New Year break at the
threatened Scott Lithgow ship-yards on the Lower Clyde, the
‘campaign to keep it open has
now started rolling — in the
wrong direction. :

The immediate threat to Scott
Lithgow’s future arises from
Britoil’s decision to cancel its
contractfor an offshore oil rig. If
implemented, this decision
would cost the jobs of all 4,500
workers at the yard. But evenif
Britoiloverturns its decision, the

.

yard’s future looks bleak, since
there is nothing on its order
books.

Despite its reputation, the
yard does not have a militant
tradition. Even now, with the
yard’s future hanging in the
balance,thereis little sign of an
active opposition emerging. The
reactionto the leadership of the
Confederation of Shipbuilding
and Engineering Unions calling
off the national shipyard strike
due to begin on January 6 was
muted.

Perhaps even moreseriousis
the decision of the convenor
(Duncan McNeil) and the shop
stewards committee at the yard
to sign a so-called ‘‘survival
plan”’ involving a major deter-
ioration in workingconditions at
the yard (e.g. abolition of job
demarcation; introduction of
three-shiftworking and thereby
effective abolition of overtime).
By doing so, they hope that
British Shipbuilders will agree
to renegotiate the contract with
Britoil.

Duncan McNeill is prepared
to go even further and has.
pledged readiness to agree to
even more drastic changes if
necessary ‘‘to improve the
yard’s competitiveness’. As
one worker at Scott Lithgowput
it: ‘‘He must have got a pen tor
Christmas. He wants to sign
everythinghe can.”

‘The shop stewards committee
hasfailedto draw the workers in
theyard into a campaign against

 

On January 17 British Shipbuild-
ers announced 800 immediate
redundancies at Scott Lithgow,
with 2200 more to go by
March. Union leader Jim Murtay’sfighting response was: “It seems
clear that the closure is inevit-
able”, Stan Crooke reports from
Clydeside on the background
 

closure. There has been no mass
meetingsince before Christmas,
not even to ask for a mandate to
agreeto the ‘‘survivalplan’’.

No bulletins or leaflets have
been produced to counter man-
agement propaganda. Nor has
there been any appeal for sup-port to Cammell Lairds on
Merseyside, although the two
yards are being played off
against each other, since both
are engaged in offshore oil-
rig work.

And voluntary redundancies
are still occurring, without anyeffective opposition. The yard’s
future is in grave doubt and
there is no sign of efective
opposition from the unions.
Some workers are, hardly sur-prisingly, deciding that the
lesser evil is to take redundan-
cy.

The campaign now in pro.
gress to save the yard involves
a variety of figures of some dis-
tinction appealing to a varietyof
other figures of equal distinc-
tion to do somethingto stop the
yard beingshut down.
The response from all these
talks and concessions so far has
been nil. Even when the shopstewards agreed to accept the
“survival plan’’, British Ship-builders still clajned that
nothingcould bedoneto renego-tiate the Britoil contract. And
whilst local Tories and indus-trialists are scampering around
like headless chickens at the
thought of Scott Lithgow clos-
ing, their English counterparts,clearly made of sterner stuff,

show nosigns of remorse.
Up till now, the workers at

the yard have beenallotted the
role of passive spectators both
by the shop stewards committee
and also by the STUC and
nationalunion leaderships.

Thelatter’s strategy is not to
mobiliseworkers but to make as
many concessionsas possible.If
they concede everything, then
theyard might just remainopen,
at least for the time being, and
witha reduced workforce having
to work under a_ particularly
strict labour discipline.

An alternative outcome can
be achievedonly by an alterna-
tive strategy. This means draw-
ing the workers themselves
into the centre of the struggle,
winning the propaganda war,

' and organising for occupation of
the yard, keeping the three
orders now being worked on at
Scott Lithgow as ‘‘hostages’’
untiltheyard’s future is guaran-
teed.

And, above all, it means
appealing for solidarity action
from otheryards,linkingup the
fight for the survival of Scott
Lithgow with a national cam-
paign in opposition to the
“survival plan’’ now being
negotiated between British
Shipbuilders and the Confed
leadership at nationallevel.

.
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CORRECTION.
In last week’s Socialist Organ-
iser- (number 161) an article on
the Carousel dispute in Glasgowstated that ‘“‘the Socialist
Workers Party (who) argue that
the strike has already been lost
and to pressurise the RegionalCommittee to pay the fines’’.
This is a misprint and should
have read: ‘‘the Socialist
Workers Party argue that ..

. to
pressurise the Regional Com-
mittee is a waste of time.’’

 Sell-out at Land Rover
THE LAND Roverpaystrike,
due to start on Friday 13th,
was called off after mass
meetings at the 11 plants vot-
ed narrowlyto accept a marg-
inally ‘improved’ offer from
the company.

Once again, a major pay battle
in BL has been effectively sabo-
taged by the national union offi-
cials, who place considerations of
commercial viability above the
living standards of their members.
Instead of preparing for action on
the basis of the previous two-to-
one vote for a strike, officials like
TGWU national automotive offic-
er Grenville Hawley continued
negotiations right up to the last
minute, desperate to clutch at any
straw which might give them an
excuse for recommending
acceptance.

Tn fact the ‘improved’ offer is
no real improvementatall — and
in some . respects Land Rover
workers are worse off than they
were before.

The claim was for £12 on the
basic rate plus £7.50 bonus con- 

‘SO. badges 25p each, or £2
|‘for ten, a

By Jim Denham
solidation. The company’s first
offer amountedto just 3% in ‘new
money’, the rest of it being bonus
consolidation. This was rejected
at mass meetings, and the com-
pany madeit clear that they were
not prepared to shift their posi-
tion on new money.

The £2.35 ‘improvement’ was
tied to a cut in rest allowance of
40 minutes perweek!

Inevitably the wheeling and
dealing of the officials sapped -

militancy and confidence among
the workforce, especially as a
meeting of senior stewards voted
'to back up the officials’ recom-
mendation.

Even so, the final vote was
close: 3,967 to 3,227. The deci-
sive vote was at the second larg-
est plant, the Sherpa factory at
Common Lane, Birmingham.
They had rejected the offer first
time round, but were swung to
acceptanceat the second meeting.

The largest plant, Solihull,
voted to reject, as they had done
before.

A strike would have faced
immediate problems of the divi-
sion between Solihull and Com-
mon Lane on the one hand, and
the. nine smaller plants on the
other. .

The smaller plants face closure
under Land Rover’s ‘rationalisa-
tion’ plans, and most of them vot-
ed against action in the first
‘round of mass meetings.

But firm leadership from the
‘officials and senior stewards, plus
delegations going out from Soli-
hull and Common: Lane to the
small plants, could have over-.
comethisproblem.

Thesell-out of the pay claim
is undoubtedly a setback to the
chances of stopping theclosures,

‘LESBIANS and gay but militants at Solihull and
Common Lane must argue for
solidarity with the threatened
plants and refuse to accept
transferred work.

REE
and gays
TL he

 
men

employed by Manchester City
Council will now enjoy greater
job protection because of a
recent Council decision. At its
meeting on Wednesday 4 Jan-
uary the Council agreed to
include ‘‘no discrimination on
groundsof sexual orientation or
disability’to its existing equal
opportunities programme which

| already covers women and
ethnicminorities.

The .Labour Campaign for
Gay Rights has been campaign-
ing locally for this policy for the
last two years and the success-
ful amendmentwasan initiative
from local government union
NALGO who have an excellent
policy on gay rights. The pro-
posal was discussed in detail at
December’s Personnel Commit-
tee, withtheTories opposing the
inclusion of both sexual orien-
tation and disability. Audrey
Greaves, Liberal Councillor for
Levenshulme, opposed includ-
ing sexual orientation despite
the fact that support for this is
nationalLiberalpolicy.

 
  

Pit scabbing
MINERSin the North Staf-
fordshire coalfield have
continued to take action
followingattempts by wind-
ers to break the national
overtime ban.

The winders, with the help of ~

large numbers of police, suc-
ceeded in breaking the-overtime
ban at two of the five North
Staffs. pits on January 9-10.
Masspickets at the other three
pits prevented windersgoingin.

The winders’ branch then
called a 24 hour strike as a pro-
test against the picketing. On

‘the same day their branch was
disbanded and the members
suspended.

The next day there was a
return to work, but miners at
Wolstanton. colliery were sent
home because repairs to wind-
ing equipment were still being
carried out. In the afternoon,
miners at Silverdale

. colliery
walked out as one of the scab
winders clockedon.

The pit is a drift mine, and
minersinsisted on walkingdown
thedrift ratherthanusing cagesoperated by the scabs. About
900miners workatSilverdale.

The next day, January 11,
they voted unanimously to con-
tinue the strike for another 24
hours.

Pickets at Silverdale on Jan-
uary 12 were met by over 100
police, in an attempt to get
members of the colliery over-
seers’ union NACODSinto the
pit for the afternoon shift. Only
two NACODSmemberswentin.

Later that day, the colliery
managementlocked out another
250 miners, members of the
NUMPowerGroup.

At 9pm that night, when only
six pickets were on the gate, a
car drove at them, and nearly
ran over Micky Finney, the un-
ion branch secretary at the pit.
He managedtojump on the bon-
net and was carried about 30
yards beforehe couldjumpoff.

The branch returned vo work

_
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on January 13. Management
agreed to allow miners the
choice of using thecage or walk-
ing down thedrift — but the un-
ion agreed to a management
condition that this should not
lead to any loss of production
time.

That same day there was the
first statement from the Coal
Board thattheovertime ban was
having an effect. Contradicting
Coal Board boss Ian Mac-
Gregor, a spokesperson at the
Stoke-based Western Area of
the NCB said that there were
shortfalls of phurnacite and
homefire.

On January 14, the scab wind-
ers announcedafter an unofficial
meeting that, theywould call off
theirattempts to break the over-
time ban, but the leader of the
scabs, former branch secretary
Steve Higginson, confirmedthat
he would be going toa meeting
on the 15th in Nottingham with
otherwinders.

On the weekend of the 14th-
15th, an underground pump at
Holditch colliery packed up.Management approached the
NUM to carry out therepair.

It appears (so an NUM mem-
ber told SO) that an NUM offi-
cial gave the go-ahead without
any consultation. But the craft
section, the NUM Power Group,
refused to help with the repair.
They called a 24 hour strike at
the pit on the 16th in protest at
NUM memberscarrying out the,
job. 700 miners at the pit were
sent home.

The situation in the North
Staffordshire pits remainstense
It is clear thatthe overtime bar
is beginning to have an effect,
as repair work normally doneat
weekendsbuildsup.

The overtime ban is algo
demonstrating the inadequacy
of miners’ basicwages.

It is up to the NUMleadership
now to go on the offensive and
launch a campaign for one-day
strikes in preparation for an all]-
out strike on pay andjobs.

What miners think
I LIVEin the south end of
Stoke, within a mile or so of
both Florence. and Hem
Heath pits, so the day after
the successful picket at Hem
Heath I sought out a friend
of mine, a Power Group
member, to ask him what the
dispute was about.

His response to my first ques-
tion, ‘What’s it all about, Brian?’
was quite simply: ‘Greed. Just
greed’,

He was disgusted at the action
taken by the winders against the
overtime ban. And from what he
said, this was a commonfeeling
among rank and filePower Group
members. 7

The turnout of 150 at Hem
Heath, and a similar picket at
Florence, on the day the winders
intended to break the ban, con-
firms that. This is in an area not
known for militancy.

Brian went on to explain why
he thought it was a matter of
greed. Winders, it appears, stand
to lose the most in cash terms
from the overtime ban. But, he
said, those who claim to be losing
over £50 a week must have been
working every waking hour avail-
able, includingweekends.

Brian went on to emphasise
that the overtime ban .is linked to
rejection of the. 5.2% pay offer
and of pit closures. The winders’
action, therefore, was an attempt
to undermine the struggle to get
a better standard of living for the
majority of workers in themining
industry. And it was being seen
as such by rank and file Power
Group members.

Bv Paul Cooper
I askea Brian about the effect

of the usual press campaign
(major split in the union’, etc.).
He laughed it off, saying. that
the ‘Sun’ had issued its own
ballot papers for a return to
normal working. “There’s one in
Florence canteen with a load of
comments onit”.

If anything, Brian said, the
dispute and the attempt by the
press to intervene in it had
strengthened the miners’ resolve.
In Stoke at the moment, it seems
that the only dissenting voices
among miners are from the
winders themselves,
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ReaisHow to fight
the Tories

A ONE-DAYstriketook placeom
Monday January 16, involving
almost all the 19,000 workers
employed at the eleven Royal
Ordnance Factories. They were
protesting against the govern-ment’s privatisationplans.

More than 500 workers lob-
bied Parliament as the Ord-
nance Factories and Military
Services Bill was receiving its
second reading,which paves the
wayfor theprivatisationof arms
production.

|

«

According to the govern-ment’s timetable, the factories
— at Birtley [Newcastle], Bridg-
water, Glascoed [Gwent], Patri-
croft [manchester], Bishopton[Glasgow],Chorley,Leeds, .

way Green [Cheshire], Black-
burn, Enfield [London], and
Nottingham — would begin
independent commercial opera-
tions in October.

sen

A SERIESoflightning strikesis
threatenedby the 6,700 British
Airways engineering and main-
tenance staff, who are already
operatingan overtime ban. They
want an improvement on a two
year pay offer, worth 4 per cent
thisyear and 5 per cent in 1985.

So far only two out of thenine
bargaining groups — pilots and
technical engineering staff —

have accepted the offer. Th:
1750 strong engineering and
technical supervisors’ sections
has voted for rejection.

This means that long-haui
flights from Heathrow Airport
will be disrupted, and other
services interrupted. .

The unions claim that pay in-
creases in other airlines are
averaging 6.5 per cent. They
are against being pushed into a

, two-yeardeal in order to prepare
British Airways for privat-
isation.

wee

LONDONTransportengineenng
and maintenance workers at the
Acton rail works in West Lon-
don voted unanimously to stop
work and to join a lobby of Parl-
iament against the govern-ment's London Regional Trans-
port Bill this week (Tuesday
January 17).

Under the proposed legisla-
tion their works [along with
other underground and bus
plants) faces privatisation,
which couldleadto closure.

The Tories plan to remove
control of all public transport in
London from the Greater Lon-
don Council, and to replace it
with the corporate body whose
first task would be to split Lon-
don Transport into two sub-
sidiary companies running bus
and tube services respectively.
This could lead to profitable
services and attractive capital
assets being hived off tothe
private sector.

 
  

 
  
  
 
  
   
  
  



 

 

 
Socialist
ORGANISER

TWO unions in the printing
industry could come into
sharp collision with the Tory
anti-union laws again this
week.

SOGAT 82’s leaders buckled
under pressure before Christmas,
and capitulated to a court injunc-
tion obtained by the union-
busting ‘socialist? millionaire
Robert Maxwell. This week they
have declared their refusal to
comply with a further, more drac-
onian, court ruling, which came
into force last Wednesday, 11th.

_

Judges instructed SOGAT
members in other plants of Max-
well’s company BPCC to do the
work of their striking colleagues
at the Park Royal plant, by print-
ing an extended run of the Radio
Times. They also reiterated the
previous injunction against the
trade union boycott of Radio

’ Times distribution in London,
since in fact it had never been
lifted.

SOGAT 82 has received a
court order instructing them to
scab on members in dispute at
Robert Maxwell’s BPCC print
worksat Park Roya!, London.

The union has refused to scab.
It has refused to withdrawits in-
struction to membersnot to print
copies of the Radio Times norm-
ally produced at Park Royal.

But the Tory law is: Scab —

or else. So if the SOGATleaders
stand firm. they will be hauled up
within the next few days for
‘contempt ofcourt’.

Before Christmas they buckled
under pressure and capitulated to
another court injunciion connect-
ed to the same dispute. But this
week they have declared their
refusal to comply with the furth-
er, more draconian. court ruling
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By Alan Gordon
obtained by union-busting ‘soc-
jalist’ millionaire Robert Maxwell,
which cameinto force last Wed-
nesday, 11th.

The judges also reiterated the
previous injunction against the
trade union boycott of Radio
Times distribution in London,
since in fact the London memb-
ers of SOGAT have neverlifted
it.

The next legal stage is puni-
tive fines or damages,like against
the NGA. And the next stage in
the struggle is an escalation. if
SOGATtakes steps to defendit-
self against Maxwell and the
courts by boycotting the print-
ing and distribution of other
publications from BPCC.

Meanwhile, on Saturday 21st,
a Special Delegate Meeting of the
National Union of Journalists will
vote on whether to flout an injun-
ction and reinstate the union’s
principled stand of defying the
anti-union legislation. The vote
will be on whether to reimpose
an official instruction-for strike
action against Dimbleby News-
papers in Richmond.

The union’s six-person Emerg-
ency Committeeintervencd in the
dispute on December 15 by vot-
ing four to two to reverse an
unanimous decision taken a few
days earlier by the full National
Executive. and to withdraw offi-
cial support for the Dimbleby
chapel members, pending a ruling
by the High Court on the union’s
appealagainst an injunction.

This switch oflinc, which not
climbed down to the courts but
also stripped the Richmondstrik-
ers of £1000 per week in strike
benefit and other support, pro-
yoked anger among many NUJ
activists. And it caughi the

 
union’s right wing unawares.

At the National Executive
Committee meetings, right wing-
ers — supported by a number on
the Left — had carried a proposal
for a Special Delegate. Meeting.
Some evidently hoped that this
might offer an escape route from
further confrontation with -the
courts.

_

But then the emergency com-
mittee called off the official
strike. The right wing immediate-
ly recognised that the SDM could
now provide the basis for the rank
and file membership to reinstate
the action, and began to campaign
for the SDM to becalled off.

Last Wednesday, 11th, a recal-
led NEC meeting voted by a maj-
ority of one to proceed with the
SDM.There is a good chance that
the union policy will at the week-
end revert once again to defiance
and confrontation.

At the centre of the agenda
for the SDM is a declaration of
principles tabled by the NEC
when it was unanimously for
defiance: this.policy statement
will now certainly be opposed by
a number of NEC members who
originally voted forit.

Amendmentsrange from right
wing appeals to remain ‘within
the law’ through to attempts to
toughen up: the statement, speci-
fying the need to prepare indus-
trial action by the NUJ and other
unions in the event of further
legal attacks or. sequestration of
funds, and condemning the TUC’s
betrayal of the NGA. :

.Oxford branch has tabled-an
amendment which calls on ‘the
full TUC —or those TUC unions
prepared to stand in defence of.
union rights — to lend the NUJ
and .NGA_ unqualified . political,
finaficial and industrial support in
defence of basic union rights’:
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Also from Oxford comes a
further resolution, committing
the NUJ to campaign for a recall
TUC congress, to reverse the
General Council’s decision on the
NGA.

A nuimberof branches, togeth-
er with the ProvincialNewspapers
Industrial Council, condemn the
lifting of the strike instruction at
Richmond,and urge that the NEC
should give ‘full official support
and strike pay to our memberson
Dimbleby Newspapers immediate-
ly following the House of Lords
decision, irrespective of what that
decision may be’.

Despite the confusion created
by the right wing manoeuvres.in
the last month, the NUJ’s confer-
ence of rank and file delegates
gives the best chance of reversing
a damaging decision, and re-laun-
ching the struggle against the
Tebbit Act which the TUC Gen-
eral Council did its best to scuttle
last month.

For SOGAT members, the fate
of the battle against Maxwell is
in the much less safe hands of
general secretary Bill Keys.

There is no doubt, however.
that if SOGAT does stand its
ground and fight back against this
attack, it is in a vastly more
powerful position to win than was
the NGA against Eddie Shah’s
largely non-union operation in
Warrington. Full-scale SOGAT
boycotts of Maxwell’s publica-
tions, and of any alternative
printer to Radio Times, could be
a powerful lever to force Maxwell
to reopen the Park Royal plant
and abandon the use of Thatch-
er’s laws.

Keys sat on the fence
throughout the NGA struggle at
Warrington, and mobilised no
significant solidarity action, thus
weakening SOGAT’s case for
industrial support from “other
unions now.

But it’s not too late for Keys
to.come out publicly campaigning
against the Tebbit Act, and to
withdraw from the backroom
talks in which;he and Len Murray
are engaged with the Tory union-
buster Tom King.

The NGA leaders may be
quietly. moving to ditch their
dispute- with Eddie Shah: but this
is not an issue which can be grace-
fully dropped. :

The courts and injunction-
wielding employers are coming
after the unions more aggressively
than ever. The Tory laws will
shred union strength unless they
are stopped soon.

By this weekend we will know
whether SOGAT and the NUJ
will take up the Tory gauntlet and
fight back.

The. fight can and must be
resumed to reverse the General
Council’s decision to scab on the
NGA,and for those unions who
voted against capitulation to
pledge full industrial and political
support to SOGATand the NUJ
in any stand they may take
against the courts. ‘

 


