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AS WEgo to press, court
officials are due to seize the
assets of the South Wales
area of theminers’ union.

The High Court issued the
order to seize the assets be-
cause the South Wales NUM
refused to pay a fine imposed
on it as a result of a case
brought under the Tory anti-
union laws by two haulage
firms.

The labour movement
should answer the seizure of
the miners’ assets with a
generalstrike.

Thefull force of the law is
now poised to come down
heavily on the miners if they
continue to use the methods
of struggle which theyneed for
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victory — flyingpickets, trade
union boycotts, solidarity ac-
tion, all of them unlawful
under the Tory anti-union
laws.

The heroic miners say that
they will continue to use those
methods.

So now either the laws will
strike down workingclasssoli-
darity — or solidarity will
strike down the laws. Either
the NUMwill be defeated by
crippling blows from the boss-
es’ courts, to bankrupt the un-
on — or the labour movement
will rally round tie miners
and escalate the struggle ag-
ainst theTory government.

 

 

Whenthecourts jailed five
dockers undera previous Tory
anti-union law in 1972, 250,000
workers struck immediately
without waiting for the union
leaders. This spreading strike
movement pushed the TUC
into calling a one-day general
strike.

The Tories caved in and
freed the dockers, and the
Tory law was in tatters. The
Labour government scrapped
it in 1974.

Massstrike action now to
back the miners can do the
same to the anti-union laws
and to the government as we
did in 1972.

Already railworkers and
some other transport work-
ers have boycotted coal and
iron ore movements,and faced
up to reprisals from their
employers, in solidarity with
the miners.

The dockers struck last

SMASH ANTI-UNI 

 
month in a dispute closely
connected to and parallel with
the miners’ strike. Hundreds
of thousands of other trade
unionists have joined one-day
strikes to back the miners or
have given food and money to
help them.

Workers in many smaller
disputes have been boosted
and encouragedby theminers’
stand.

21 weeks of the miners’
strike have stirred up the lab-
our movement, and rousedit
to the point where a general
strike is possible.

Immediate rank and file
action, spreading across the
country, can do now whatit
did in 1972. But we must also
demandthatthe official lead-
ership acts.

Two TUC leaders appeared
on TV on Monday 30th. Alan
Sapper of ACTT called for ‘a
generality of strikes’ in sup-
port of the miners. Alan Tuffin
of the UCWsaid thatthe situa-
tion was heading towards a
general strike, and a special
conference of the TUC should
be called to avoidit.

The TUC should becalling a
general strike in support of
the miners and to smash the
anti-union laws — pledging
itself to continue the action
until the miners are satisfied.
The NUM has already put
down a resolution for the
SeptemberTUC congresscall-
ing on all trade unionists not
to cross NUMpicketlines.

Now- is the time for every
trade unionist with an out-
standing claim, demand or
grievanceto act to help them-
selves, the miners, and the
whole workingclass.

Merseyside County Council
workers are striking on Aug-
ust 7 in protest against the
Tories’ attacks on local gover-
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nment, and Greater
Manchester NALGO
members on August
9. These action
should betied in with
the test of strength
between the miners
and the State.

A general strike
could not only force
the courts to back off
the miners, but also
wipe the anti-union
laws off the statute
book.

Indeed it could go
much further. It
could make the coun-
try ungovernable
for the Tories, and
even for the whole
capitalist state
machine.

Such a prospect
frightens the TUC
leaders, and if a gen-
eral strike gets
underway
continued
on back page
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    Back the

miners 

By Stan Crooke
BILSTON Glen colliery, near
Edinburgh, along with Monk-
tonhall pit and the privately-
owned Blinkbonny mine near
Gorebridge, were the main plac-
es for picketing last week in
Scotland.

Bilston Glen reopened on
Monday July 23 after its three
weeks holiday period, and there
has been heavy picketing ever
since. 158 pickets were arrest-
ed last week.

The Coal Board hoped for a

IN BRIEF
—

26 lorries “leave London on
Thursday thisweek (2nd), laden
with food to go to the NUM
headquarters in Barnsley.

The convoy, catrying food
valued at £100,000,. has been
organised by the print union
SOGATtogether with the FBU,
TGWU, TASS and USDAW.It
is to be distributed by the NUM
around the country to those
areas most in need.

_

An emergency motion passed at
thenorth-westTUCmeeting last
Saturday, July 28, calls on the
TUCgeneralcouncil: “‘as a mat-
ter ofurgency, to callfor a nat-
tonal day ofaction in support of
theNUM”.

Striking miners from Ollerton
colliery in North Notts led a
march of around 2000 people
inLeeds last Saturday, 28th.

The march was called by the
Leeds Trades Council, Leeds
Labour Party, and the Yorkshire
NUM. Speakers at the rally
included Brenda Greenwood of
the Ollerton Women’s Action
Group (who received £500 from
Leeds Labour Party for distribu-
tion to strikers’ families inNotts), Derek Fatchett MP, and
Yorkshire miners’ president
JackTaylor.
Across the country police have
been harassing people taking
streetcollectionsfor theminers.

In Birkenhead last Saturday,28th, four Labour councillors
and anotherhalfa dozen Labour
Party members were arrested.
They are to appear in court on
August 14 charged withobstruc-
ting thehighway.

There are special problems in
London because the authorityresponsible for giving licences
for street collections is not an
elected local council but the
Metropolitan Police

Street collections or house-to-
house collections without a

Become a supporter of the Socialist
|

Organiser Alliance -- groupsare.establi-
shed in most large towns. Weask £1.50 a
month minimum (20p unwaged) contri-
ution from supporters.

Send to Socialist Organiser, 28
Middle Lane, LondonN8 8PL.
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licence are offences carrying a
fine of £50 (streets), or £100
(door to door).

It appears that collections
taken at a street meeting with
speakers do not needalicence.
However, since no powers of
arrest are attached to the offen-
ces of street collection or house-
to-house collection, the policegenerally use charges of
‘obstruction of the highway’ or
‘obstructing the police in the
executionof theirduty’.

These can equally be used
against street meetings.

Local Labour councils may be
able to help by giving collectors
a patch of their property to
operate on.

A cassette featuring six new
songs by folk singers Peggy
Seeger and Ewan MacColl, and
interviews withminers and their
families, hasjust been released.
The title is, ‘Daddy, What Did
You Do In The Strike?’, and all
proceeds from sales go to the
strikers. -Availablefor £2.50, including
post and packing, from NUM,
St James's House, Vicar Lane,
SheffieldS1 2EX.

Trade unionists from the Lom-
bardy region in Northern Italy
(around Milan) donated 7
million lira (about £3,500) last
weekto theNUM.

The Australian Committee for
International Trade Unity sent
a donation of A$100,000 (about
£63,000) totheNUM. ~

Derbyshire County Councilhave
agreed to allocate £250,000 -to
feed childrenofstriking miners’
familiesin thecounty during the

 

summerholidays; and Sheffield
City Councildonated£100,000 in
food vouchers to miners’ fami-
lies lastFriday,27th.

These examples should be
generalised, with miners and
their supporters pressing other
Labour-controlled councils to
followsuit.

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

\

 

massreturn to work,but only six
or seven men have been taken
through the picket lines bypolice each day. (The Coal Board
claimed 24). There was some of
the worst police violence since
Hunterston and Ravenscraig in
early May.

;At the Monktonhall colliery,
two miners turned up for work
on the Tuesday, July 24, but a
200-strong picket the following
day stopped them from con-
tinuing. Pickets have also been
out at Blinkbonny,though action
has been at a much lowerlevel
than the previous week, when
barricades were builtacross the
access roads tothepit.

The Coal Board is now attem-
pting to force a return to work
at the Killock and Barony pits
in Ayrshire by claiming that
thereis a threatto thecollieries’
future, and laying on special
buses for anyone wanting tc
desert thestrike.

Their chances seem slight.
But there is no room for com-
placency. The large-scale pick-eting last week was a rearguard
action against scabs, not an
offensive to spread the impactof
the strike by stopping steel and
thepowerstations.

And strikes, like. wars, are
wonbyoffensives, not defensive

 

Massed ranksofpoliceat Bilston Glen
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Black
support

Black and Asian activists have
called a public meeting in Not-
tingham, at the Green Centre,
Gregory Boulevard, on Monday
August 13, to set up a Miners’
Strike BlackSupport Group.

Speakers will include striking
black miners, members of the
local women’s support group,
and a representative from the
black South African miners’
union.

In a letter explaining theirinitiative, the Notts -Miners’
BlackSupport Group write:

“Already, 60% of blackyouth
are on the dole, and half of all
Notts employers discriminate
against our community’s right
to work. If the miners lose, it
will get worse;but if the miners
win, with a four day week, it
would mean more jobs.

The miners are faced with
increasingpolicebrutality. They
are banned from leaving home,
talking to other miners, and
travelling round the country.
The Police Bill will legalise the
powers and extend State control
and State racism to attack the
miners today and the black
communitiestomorrow.

The Governmenthas begun to
use the house arrest and
controls here that they help
finance against our people in
SouthAfrica.

If the miners... can be beaten
and starved into submission,
imagine what they will try to
do to the black communities in
the future. The government is
attackingthe rights of all work-
ers, but in particular thosein the
blackcommunities.

The cutbacks in health, edu-
cation, housing, social services,
and increased immigration con-
trols and pass laws in the DHSS
and NHS are examplesofthis.

We should remember also
that the miners have supportedthe Afro-Caribbean and Asian
communities in our struggles.In 1977, it was the Yorkshire
miners, led by Arthur Scargill,that came to help support the
Asian womenonstrike at Grun-
wick... Only by developingsoli-darity between black and white

Bf workerscan we win.”
The group can be contacted at

the South Notts strike centre,Room 1, AUEW,218 Mansfield
Rd, Nottingham.
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Don’t forget 4 day week
THE TORY propagandists
will soon be saying that coal
stocks will last until 1990.

But even thatwon’t be enough
to keep their spirits up. They
were forced to admit last week
that British Rail is losing £4 to
£5 million and the Coal Board
£30 milliona week becauseof the
strike. ’

This is the background to the
NUM special delegate conference
on August 10, called to ‘tighten
the knot’of the strike.

But while Hitting the bosses in
the pocket hurts them, the fact
is that.the Tories are prepared to
spend millions on beating the
NUM.It is a ‘worthwhile invest-
ment’, as Chancellor Nigel Law-
son putit.

Whatfrightens theTories most
is other workers taking action
with theNUM.

One immediate way to tighten
the knot is for the call to go out
from Sheffield on August 10 to
the NUR for them to implement
their own conference policy to
call a one-day solidarity strike if
so requested.

The TUC should also be put
on the spot.

The September TUC congressshould pass a resolution that no
affiliated member should cross a
Picket line.

Also, it should lend its author-
ity to strike action in support of

-

the NUM — on condition that the
initiative and control stays with
theNUM andtherank andfile.

A few. ‘Silver Birches’ also
need to he chopped down. The
issue of Rule 51 and the new
disciplinary procedure is due to
come up again before this dele-

NUR demo
NUR members in British Rail
workshops are now taking action
in their. own right — overtime
bans and work to rules, building
up to a oné-day national work-
shop strike on August 10 againstclosures, privatisation and use of
contractors.

The NUR has no plans for
action after August 10, claimingproblems with the Confed mem-
bers in theworkshops.

A successful day could make
them do more.

A national demonstration

 

‘that day starts at lpm behind
Derby railway station. It would
be good to get a large NUM turn-
out to build rank andfilelinks.

By John Bloxam
gate conference. Whether judgeswill be satisfied by a ‘proper’ re-,
run vote remains to be seen. In
any case there is the issue of
action against the  scabbi
officials, who are now openly
organising to break thestrike.

The conference should
also discuss giving more pro-
minence to the©other
demands of the strike besides
withdrawal of the pit closure
programme — especially the
four day week and consolida-
tion of the incentive scheme.
 

Rail support
By Rob Dawber

BRITISH RAIL management
are trying to put pressure onShirebrook, the only depotmoving any coal at all since
Westthorpe depot, just south
of Chester$ield, joined the ac-
tion on July 30.

The vast majority of
guards and drivers at Shire-
brook are supporting the
action — only 10 out of ab-
out 150 regular trains arerunning.

British Rail managementobviously see Shirebrook as
the weak link in the rail un-
ions’ support for the NUM,and so are not allowingguards to sign on before they
are sent homefor refusing to
handle coal.

The Coal Board always has the
option of withdrawingthe closure
programme announced in March,
and just waiting for a bettertime
to reimpose it. That is essentially
what they did when they were
forced to back down on closures
by

.

strike action in February
1981.

.

After 21 weeks on strike the
miners need more lasting gainsthan that. The four day week is
crycial. -

.With new technology, and pit,closures because of exhaustion,
the four day week is essential to
keep jobs. Vowis the time to win
it, if ever, and now is the time to
get rid of the incentive scheme.

This means the loss of afurther £20 signing-on money
andis effectively a lock-out.

While ASLEF pays full
wagesto those sent home, the
NURpays no more than £55
a week.

The loss of  signing-on
moneyis meant to undermine
guards’ support. Managementhave said so much to local
NURrepresentatives:

Movesare afoot to break
the isolation of Shirebrook.

.Already support from the
Sheffield Power Box for asignalman at Thoresby has
stopped British Rail manage-
mentlocking him out.

Such solidarity, plus pres-
sure on the NUR and ASLEF
nationally ‘to take action,could soon totally block all
coal movementsbyrail.
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Women’s anti-nuclearmarch for miners
The march to link pit closures with nuclear power is to
start on Friday, August 17 at Capenhurst, a uranium
enrichment plant, and end four days later at a pit in
Mansfield. There will be transport inbetween towns but
the womenwillbe marching through Chester, Crewe and
Stoke. There willbe rallies and get-togethers on the way,
as well as a rally to begin and end with.At the same time
there will be similar marches in Scotland, from Welsh '

pits to Bristol and from Snowdon to Dungeness.If you are
_

interested in themarch ring Adzeaon Leicester 702585.
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Scargill:‘physicalsupport’
Excerpts from Arthur

Scargillspeaking on LBC
radio, Tuesday July 31.

I CERTAINLYsupport mine-
workers or any other workers
who oppose or refuse to
accept anti trade unionlegis-
lation with the object of
emasculating the trade union
movement.

What is lawful today,
could be made unlawful to-
morrow simply by Act of
Parliament. The law of this
country is not made by God
— it’s made by men and wom-
en in an Act of Parliament.

It’s not unusual for. Acts
of Parliament to be wrong.
For example, the fact that
we’ve got women voting to-
day is because the suffraget-
tes fought for the right to
vote.

They got the right to vote
as a result of pressure and
defying the law.

The trade union move-
ment was established as a
result of the defiance of exist-
ing law. In Poland the trade
union Solidarity opposes the
law and is supported by this
government and the media in
generalin Britain.

We want to campaign and
to continue to operate as we

JOHN
HARRIS

have done for over 100 years.
Andthe fact that the govern-
ment introduces laws which
prevent normal picketing and
prevent the normal activities
of a trade union is something
which in my view should be.
opposed.

It could mean_strike
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action, that’s absolutely true.
Andthefact that the [TUC]
Wembley conferencesaid that
they would come to the
assistance of any union that,
was threatened under the
government’s anti trade union
legislation is now something
that must beat the forefront

  

of their [the TUC’s] minds as
well as mine.

We erivisaged a position
where the trade union move-
ment under theobligations of
that conference have to give
moral and financial support
to the NUM, but also now
physical support.

One of the measures they
could adopt immediately is to
instruct all their members in
power stations and_steel
works and other industries:

(a) not to accept deliveries
of coal or coke or any other
fuel that is delivered by non-
union labour; and

(b) to instruct all their
membersnot to cross a picket
line.
Also, to decide in concert
with the NUM what kind of
physical support could be
taken as a result of an attack
upon our union.

It’s either the TUC coming
to the aid of the NUM and
saying that, yes, we’re now
prepared to put up, or quite
frankly they’ll have to shut
up. There can be no argument
about thisat this stage.

You can’t sequestrate an
idea nor imprison a belief.
Even if our funds did run out
and we didn’t have any finan-
ce, we would only be in the

“Terry Thomas, vice-president of the South Wales miners, speakingat a rally at Abertillerylast week.‘On the platform: MichaelFoot, Jo Richardson, GlenysKinnock

same position as our forefath-
ers who built this trade union
movement.

I suspect that the more
attacks we get, the more
people will see that we are no
longer facing an issue with
the National Coal Board ab-
out the right to work and to
save pits, but the paranoia
and the apparent obsession of °

Mrs Thatcher and the Tory
government, who are deter-
mined to smash the NUM.

If we don’t accept the anti
trade union laws — and in
that we are in line with
Trades Union Congress policy
— then we have noalternative
but to fight against them. I
think we are now going to
face a conflict as a result of
the decision in South Wales.
That will come to a head
probably this week.

The National Union of
Mineworkers are now facing
an attack, not only on their
policy, but on their whole
existence, and in those circ-
umstances the trade union
movement, in my view, has
no alternative but to come to
the assistance of the NUM.

To do any otherwise
would be regarded as a grossbetrayal of the principles of
trade unionism.

     
  
 
 

    
S WALES UNIONISTSSUPPORT MINERS

Sarah Cotterill reports from
Pontypridd, August 1.
 AS IT was announced that

the writ for sequestration
would be served within an
hour, Emlyn Williams, pres-
ident of the South Wales
NUM,said:

“We hope trade unions

will show solidarity with the
miners. and as of today
throughout the country there
will be a general strike’.

Both the offices of the
NUMin Pontypridd. and the

Women against pit closures
</O Dalkeith Miners’

Welfare, Dalkeith, Lothian.
Fish Cross. c/o Fish Cross Miners’

-ish Cross. Ciackmanan-
shire. *

Durham, «/o Heather Wocd. 18
Hallfield Drive, Easinaton Vijilage,

- Peterlee, Co. Durham.
  Kay Sut 2,

cio Ayle-
sham Miners’ Welfare. Aviesham,

ent.
hurnscoe, Sheila sow, 105,

Lidget Lane, Thurnscoe, near
Rotherham.
Blidworth, Doreen .siumber 50
Thorney Abbey Roag, Slidworth,
Mansfield, Notts.
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salaerson,
Edlington.

Edlington, Veronica
52, Blowhall Cres.,
Doncaster.
Maesteg, Teresa Parry, “3 Charies
Row, Maestea, West Glamorgan.
{Tel 738825).
Bireh Coppice, Wendy Coxson,
Temworth 896069.
Barnsiey. Ann Hunter, 5 Pack-
horse Gn, Silkstone.near Barnsiey
Tei, 791187.
Maerdy, c;c  ‘Maerdy Strike
Centre, Ferndale 755 201.
Qakdale, Gwent. 82 Markham
Cres., Oakdaie, Blackwood,
Gwent. 0495 220158.
Celyen North, Gwent. c/o

Dorothy Phillips, 13 Thorn Ave.,
Newbridge, Gwent 0495 245000.
Rugeley, Staffs. Mrs Jackson, 9
Woodlands, Handsacre. Rugeley,
Staffs. Mrs Southweil, Rugeley
577Dig.

uittleton, Staffs. 6 Tower Road,
igh Sreen, Hednesford, Linda
Staten, Hednesford 76614.
Merton, urnam. Hetton-le-Hall
267641.
Sheffield, Kath Mackey,Sheffield
381594 or 454163.
North Staffs, Brenda Proctor, 153 |
Broadway, Meir, Stoke-on-Trent.
0782 332151.

Cymric Press Federation
premises in Cardiff and Swan-
sea owned by the NUM,have
been occupied and fortified.

The NGAmembers who
work on the NUMpresses in
Cardiff and Swanseaarecall-
ing on the NGAnationallyto
call a nationalstrike.

Throughout South Wales
unions have given strong sup-
port to the miners. This sup-
port will have to be stepped
up after the sequestration
decision.

TGWU dockers at New-
port have boycotted the
export of steei coi from
Llanwern which was carried
by scab haulage firms.

2,000 people turned up
today for a mass picket and
march outside the South Wal-
es NUM offices in Ponty-
pridd, which ave been
occupied by 200 miners from

South Wales and Kent.
There were speakers from

NUPE, NUR, ASLEF, and
the National Union of Sea-
men. The South Wales NUM
is calling for a picket every
day from now on,to stop the
bailiffsgetting in.

 

 

 

Eric
Heffer 

If you’ve got legislation of
this kind then it’s quite clear
that workers are bound to
come up against those laws.
They’re bad laws, they’re
class laws.

Whether the Labour Party
thinks they ought to come
out against those laws or not,
the workers are going to do
so. And when workers are in
struggle against bad laws, it
is my feeling that the Labour
Party has got to support
those workers, while at the
same time pressing for a
change in those laws.

The Tolpuddle Martyrs —

the people for whom we
march around with banner
saying how marvellous they
were — they broke the law.
We have a trade union move-
ment in this country because
people were prepared to
stand up against bad laws and
break them.

We had a situation with
the Heath Industrial Rela-
tions Act where dockers were
prepared to go tojail,and the
entire trade union movement
said that wasn’t on and
threateneda generalstrike.

This is a government
which is trying to depress the
living standards of working
people. It’s them and us.
We're backin that situation.

The NGA was onesitua-
tion. The miners are some-
thing different. I think-the
government is building up to
a crunch situation. I don’t
know the outcome efit, but
I think there is going to be
a much more

_
vigorous

response to this than possibly
there was at the time of the
NGAdispute.

Excerpts from Eric Heffer
speaking on TV-am, Wednes-
day August ].
 

SOCIALIST ORGANISER WEEKEND SCHOOL
August 25-27, in London

Plenary sessions on THE MINERS’ STRIKEand THE POLICE
AND THE STATE. Workshops:
workers in Poland: general strikes — France 1968,

workers in South Africa;
Britain

1926 debate on ‘aiternative detence’: forum on the Labour
Left today; the politics of Ken Livingstone: working class
women’s movements in history and today; series on labour
history; series on basic Marxism: Middle East: Cuba; Central
America; the Marxist theory of imperialism and capitalism in
the Third World. should boxing be banned: and more...

For details and registration (£4 waged, £1.50 unwaged),
write to SO, 214 Sickert Court. London N1.
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Police against the miners

  
  

Power against thepeople
THEofficial view of the police
is that they serve the interests
fo the community as a whole.

In boththeory and practice,
however, democratic accoun-
tabilityof the police is restric-
ted in the extreme. The gener-
al rule is that the more demo-
cratic the body to which the
police. are accountable, the
fewer powers thatbodyhas.

To put the matter bluntly,
real power over the police is
kept well away from ordinary
citizensor theirelected repres-

injured miner during the ‘battle of Orgreave’ in June
A mounted policemantries to baton Lesley Boulton, a woman who ‘tried to gethelp foran

entatives. Democracy and the
police are at opposite poles of
sociallife.

In Britain mechanisms of
accountability exist at local
and national levels.

. Locally
they take the form of Police
Committees whoare consider-
ed ‘responsible’ for insuring
the existence of an ‘efficient’
police force but whose powers
are insignificant.

They may call for reports
from Chief Constables, but the
police may refuse to provide

 

 

By Bob Fine
 

information if they considerit
unwisein the ‘public interest’.
They may advise on ‘policy’
matters but have no say on
‘operational’ matters.It is the
police who determine what
counts as ‘operational’.

They may appoint a chief
constable, but only fromalist
approved by the Home Office
and with the approval of the
HomeOffice. They mayfire a
Chief Contable for dereliction
of duty, but only with the
consent of the HomeOffice.

They may set a budget for
thepolice, but if theyfail to do
so they may be overruled by
the police, the Home Office
and even perhaps — depend-
ing on the outcome ofa recent
case — thelaw.

The representativeness of
Police Committees is also
weak. They consist of two-
thirds councillors and one-
third unelected magistrates —

to maintain ‘balance’. The
rules governing committees
are set by the HomeOffice and
notthelocal authority.

Authorities
The councils which appoint

representatives to the Police
Authorities have no further
power over them except to
question their representatives.
Many Police Authorities are
comprised of representatives
from a number of different
local authorities, making
accountability all the more
remote. ,

In the case of the largest
Police Authorityin Britain, the
‘Met’ in London, there is no
local accountability at ll.
Since Londoners still have to
pay for ‘their’ force it is taxa-
tion withoutrepresentation.

According to the law, the
police are under the sole
‘direction and control’ of their
Chief Constables. Police
Authorities may give their
Chief Constables advice but
they have no authorityto tell
themwhatto do. This relation-
ship is the reverse of. that
between other local govern-
ment committees and their
ChiefOfficers.

The generalidea is that the
police must ‘preserve their
impartiality’(i.e. theirbureau-
cratic independence from,
democratic bodies) while
being subjected to a. small
amount of ‘external supervi-
sion’. Real powerat the local
level lies with the Chief Con-

stable and not the Police Com-
mittee.

Whatever powersthePolice
Committee_possesses are
hemmedin on the one side by
the discretion of the Chief
Constable and on the other by
the overarching supervision of
the HomeOffice.

The main function of Police
Authoritiesis not to represent
the people to the police but
rather to represent the police
to the people. Police commit-
tees are intended to be means
for winning the consent of the
community to decisions.
already taken outside them
either by the police itself or
by the HomeOffice.

Rubber stamp
This legitimising role is

written into statute — andit is
put into practice by most
Police Committees, which
serve as little more than
rubber stamps for marking
public approval.

Cases like this, when local
Police Authoritiesstand up for
the people they are meant to
represent, have led many
membersof the police force to
campaignfor theirabolition.

Even a tiny amountof demo-
cratic accountability is too
muchfor these people.

As yet the government has
not directly taken this step,
though its Bill to abolish the
Metropolitan counties will
have the effect of doing away
with those Authorities that
have been mostcritical of the
police. They still consider
Police Authoritiestoo useful.a
means of winning_public
approval for police practice to
legislate them entirely out of
existence.

Plasticbullets
Most Police Authorities do

not in dny way challenge the
authorityof the police. Some
do not even let the publc into
theirmeetings and most do not
encourage the public to come
in. Most leave financial expen-
diture almost entirely to the
discretion of ‘the Chief Con-
stable.

Morethanhalf of the Polic
Authorities who replied to an
NCCLquestionnaire on plastic
bullets refused to supply the
information requested,
arguing for example that ‘it
would be inappropriate . . . to
discuss in public the level and
use of operational practices
and equipment.”’ Government policy in

Manydo not report back to
their- respective councils.
Many leave the agenda: of
meetings up to the police.
Many do not even call for
reports front the police about
controversial aspects of police
behaviour.

The Authority has been
forced — under threat of a
court order — to withdrawits
block on police funds. Lord
Justice Watkins endorsed the
independent powers of the
police: ‘‘I want to make sure
thatthe Chief Constableis free
to take whatever steps are
necessary to maintain law an
order’’. In other words, the
freedom of one man,thepolice
chief, is affirmed at the
expense of the unfreedom of
all the rest.

Calls for the retirement of
Chief Constables have been
few andfar between.

Where the political will
exists — witness the recent
case of the South Yorkshire
Police Authority rejecting the
police budget during the
miners’ strike, a budget over
which the public representa-
tives were not even consulted
— local forms of accountability
can be used to good effect. We
should, however, harbour no
illusions about their limita-
tions.

Bypass
The policing of the miners’

strike has shown how the
police, Home Office bureau-
cracy and thejudiciary,active-
ly supported by the govern-
ment, can bypass them, butit
also shows how they can be
used.

But in the past even militant
|Labour-dominated Police

Authorities have tended to
cave in- under pressure;- it
requires a countervailingforce
of the labour movement to
stop thishappening again.

At the same time, sections
of the labour movementhave
been campaigning for consti-
tutional reform of the policeto
defend and increase the demo-
cratic component within. it.
The Labour Party is committed
to such reform: to grant far
greater powersto local Police
Authorities, to establish a
Police Authority for London,
and to make their composition
far more democratic. We must
make sure that this formal
commitmentis translated both
‘into active mobilisationin the
‘present and into Labour

the
future.
 Scots labour movement debates police controls
“FUNDAMENTAL freedoms
have been under attack day in
and day out in this miners’
dispute’, claimed William
McKinlay of the National
Union of Mineworkers.

Speaking at the Stirling
Trades Council
Police Accountability on July
19 he gave thefollowing exam-

_ples:
1) Freedom, of movement

Grieg Spall; 0227 66822.
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being stopped. From the floor
of the meeting, striking Pol-
maise miners explained how
300 miners from Central
Region had been arrested
whentheirbuses were stopped
at Steppes, just outside Glas-
gow.

2) Private cars have been

Policewatch
Sheffield Police watch: 73, West Street, Sheffield S1 4EQ.
Kent police monitoring group: Richard De Friend or lan

Nottingham Co-ordinating Committee Against the Police
Presence: c/o ivan Wels, 11, Osborne St., Sherwood, Notting-

. Ollerton strike HQ is collecting statements about police be-
Mansfield 862790.

stopped on motorways, their
windows smashed and occu-
pants arrested.

_3) In Nottinghamshire
where 12,000 miners are on
strike, police have raided the
homesofthestrikingminers in
the middle of the night, evict-
ing Yorkshire miners who
werestayingwiththem.

4) At Orgreave, 50 mounted
police went berserk, hitting
everyone in sight with their
truncheons.

“Police should be truly
accountable to the people
through local authorities,and
steps towards a national police
force should be abandoned’,
argued Mr McKinlay.

Councillor Norman Mc-
Ewan, speaking as an official
of the Scottish Councilfor Civil
Liberties, expressed similar
fears. “The SCCL are very

worried about. the issue of
police accountability. It is
going by default in Scotland.
Weare not happyeither on
procedures for complaints
againstpolice.

“The Chief Constable and
the police are public servants,
and in theory should be
answerable to the

_
public.

However, the machinery for
making this work is not verygood’’, said Norman.

Walter Douglas, Chairman
of the Protective Services
Committee of Central Regional
Council, which is responsible
for the police force in Central.
Region, gave more _back-
ground.

“The Chief Constable
decides. He is accountable to
thePolice Authorityfor expen-
diture, but in reality is more
accountable to the Home

Secretary. The ratepayers of
Central Region pay 50%of the
Police Budget,-and Central
Government,i.e. thetaxpayer,
pays theother50%.’’

The Police Authority is
responsible for appointing
Senior Officers of the Police,
but subject to Home Office
ratification. Also subject to
Home Office ratification is
their responsibilityfor requir-ing regular reports from the
police.

Norman McEwan stated
that the Scottish Council for

' Civil Liberties felt that this
requirement for reports is
much underused by local
councillors on police author-
ities.

“There appears to be noth-
ing in the legislation govern-ing police thatprevents a local
authority from laying down

standing orders requiring
reports about intendedaction.

“Before a Chief Constable
takes unusual steps he should
report to the police authorty.
More reports should alse be
required on the

_
general

runningof thepolice.’’
Over 70 people attended the

Forum and there were manycontributionsfrom thefloor of
the meeting.David McGeogh
and Robert. Stephenson were
also present as part of the
paneloffive speakers.Chairing the meeting,Rowland Sheret, chairperson
of Stirling and District Trades
Council, explained that it was
theirintention to hold a further
Forum after the completion of
theminers’ dispute, and againinvite theChief Constable, Ian
Oliver, who .had ‘tefused to
comethistime.



  

‘A systematic
attempt to bully

and degrade’
IT WASa lovely sunny even-
ing, and we gathered on the
pavement ina jovial mood,
sang a few songs, shouted a
few slogans, and joked with
the half-dozen police officers
present. Most of the womén

. had no experience of picketing
and wentpartly out of curio-
sity, partly out of a desire to

- show our menfolkour support.
The atmospherewasrelaxed

and jovial until police reinfor-
cements arrived. They at once
surroundedthepicket and told
thewomen to moveto a differ-
ent part of the pavement.
Women who questioned this
or whoresisted being pushed
were arrested. Women who
intervened when their friends
were arrested got arrested too.

Having surrounded us and
got us where they wanted us,
the police started to tighten
the circle, pushing us into a
smaller and smailer space. At
this point, quite a few of the
womenpanicked, and tried to
stop themselves from being
herded together. They were
arrested too. :

Many womendid not know
whytheywere being arrested:
‘“Why me?”’ yelled one young
miner’s wife as she was being
dragged away. “I’ve fancied
youall evening,’’ the arresting
officer told her. Another
woman, charged with using
fould. and abusive language,
was told by a police officer:
‘*Call yourself a-woman — I
wouldn’t even piss onyou.””

Brutality °

The womenwere dragged to
the police van with a brutality
quite out of proportion to their
size of any resistance they
were offering. One woman in
her mid-forties who offered no
resistance was dragged by two
officers, one of whom hadhis
arm aroundherthroat.

pitting eater er 

 
This is a letter sent by
a group of miners” wives
to Alec Woodhall,
Labour MP for
Hemsworth,describing
their treatment at the
handsof the police in
Notts.
a

“Let her walk’’ said one of
the officers. ‘‘No, let’s drag
her’’, said the other. They did
drag her, face downwards, so
her knees and the tops of her
feet in open sandals were all
battered and grazed. She
blacked out, and had to. be
taken to hospital.

All the time the police taun- -

ted us with jibes about Arthur
Scargill, about the massive
overtime they were being paid
(thisto familieswho have been
living well below the official
breadlinefor four monthsnow)
and provocations such as ‘‘Go
on, hit me then’’ (chin aggres-
sively thrust forward) and no
end of ‘tarts’ and ‘slags’.

All the women arrested
were photographed with a
polaroid camera. There was
no application to a magis-
trate. Those who refused
simply had their heads yanked
up by theirhair.

They were locked in
individual wire cages inatall
windowless van of the type
normally used for transporting
dangerous criminals. They
were held here for up to two
hours. Some women requested
to go to the toilet— there was
one in the adjacent. building:
They were told: ‘‘Shut up or
Pll shut you up’’. Eventually
they were offered a milk
bottle.

At about 11 pm the police
van left Calverton for Hucknall
Police Station. It was quite

dark inside and the women
locked in their individual
cages were shaken and
bruised as the van raced at
high speed down the winding
country roads, swerving and
braking sharply. By now they
were very frightened and con-
fused.

At Hucknall Police Station
thingsdid not get better.

Womenwereat last allowed
to go to the toilet. But they
were escorted by male police
officers — this made it very
difficult for some women to
take advantage of the relief
offered. Besides which the
toilet, which was in an open
corridor, wasfilthy,apparent-
ly did not flush, and was
caked withexcrement.

At ‘the police station, a
numberof the womenaskedto
make a phonecall, which they
believedto betheirright. They-
were refused.

a Distressing
In somecases,thepolice did

in fact contact the woman’s
husband,but they did not tell
the women that husbands had
been contacted; nor were
womentold thathusbands and
friends had contacted the
station to enquire after them.
This was very distressing,
especially for the women with
children, who did not know
what arrangements if any had
beenmadefor theirchildren to
be looked after.

One woman whohada six-
teen-weekold babysaid: ‘‘I’ve
alwaysthoughtthepolice were
supposedto care about people,
but when I told them I wanted
to speak to my husband
because I was worried about

“my baby, they just laughed
and said if I really cared about
the baby I wouldn’t have gone
on thepicketline.”’

By 11.30, the NUMhad con-
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Police against the miners 
Police escort a lorry convoy comingfrom Orgreave

tacted a solicitor, who contac-
ted -Hucknall Police Station.

-

The police, however, would
not let her see the detained
women, or even let her know
theirnames.

- Questioning
The women were taken one

by one for questioning. In
addition to the usual questions
they were asked very detailed
questions about their family
circumstances, HP and mort-.
gage commitments and their
‘attitudes’.

Interspersed with the
questions were all sorts of
‘humorous’ remarks, such as
“Did you know Arthur Scar-
gill’s just had three tons of
coal delivered to his house?”’
“‘What do think of this new
Jaguar Arthur Scargill’s just.
bought himself’’ and ‘‘We’re
hoping this strike is going to
go on — the overtime’s great
— we'll be having two holi-
days abroadthisyear.”’

By about 2 am most of the
women had been interviewed
and were locked up in indiv-
idual cells. These are the cells
that are normally kept. for
drunks and vagrants, and were
filthy, with mattresses and
blankets stinking of urine, and
some with traces of excre-
ment.

They were given a cup of
tea — their first refreshment

- during thisordeal.
Some women were finger-

printed (without a warrant)
- during their interview. Others
were woken up periodically

3

through the night to ask them
whether they had ‘changed
their minds’ and would con-
sentto beingfingerprinted.

At 6 am theywere woken up
and offered breakfast — it had
obviouslybeen kept hot under
a grill or in an oven, and was

_so dried out that some women
could not bring themselves to
eatit.

They were told they would
appearin court at 10 am. Then.
it was changed to 2 pm. Then
to 4 pm. Thento 5 pm.Finally
at 4.40, they were allowed to
see a solicitor.

In court, before a single
magistrate, the usual notor-
ious bail conditions

..
were

imposed, and at last the weary
bewildered women were
allowed to go home.

From all the catalogue of
horrors they experienced,
perhaps themosthorrific thing A collection of

articles on the
history and theory .

of thegeneral
strike.

Availablefrom PO
Box 135, London
N1 ODD,price
20p plus postage.
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was that these were not iso-
lated incidents where’ indiv-

.idual policemen overstepped
the mark, and where it would
be appropriate to make a com-
plaint. Every encounter. with
every officer, from the rough
handling, to the constant
taunts about ‘overtime’, to
thedisregard for privacy,com-
fort or basic legal rights — all
these seemed part of a total
pattern, a systematic attempt
to bully and degrade. :

These are ‘respectable’
women, whose respect for the
law had been unquestioning.
Their faith in oug system of
justice has been

_
totally

shattered.
Do the culers of the country

or the comfortable middle
classes realise the trauma
inflicted on the fabric of our
society through this kind of
policing? Do theycare?

 



  
 

‘Americanising”
 
 

the Labour Part
 
 

Newmoveson reselection aim toprotect MPs
NEIL Kinnock’s supporters
argue that their proposed
change in Labour Party pro-
cedures for selection of parlia-
mentary candidates will
extend democracy. .

They propose that constit-
uency Labour Parties should
have the choice of the present
method — selection through
the General Committee of
delegates from ward Labour
Parties, trade union branches.
and otheraffiliated groups —

or another. Under the alterna-
tive method, members would
vote in their ward meetings
and the ward votes would be
totted up.

The proposals are a shift
towards the ‘one memberone
vote’ postal ballot system
which the present leaders of
the SDP
their departure
“Labour Party..

They are a limited shift.
Manyof the limitations have
been introduced in response to
criticisms made of the original
SDP scheme

* The vate will be either at
ward meetings, or at a consti-
tuencyaggregate meeting, or
by postal ballot — ‘‘if a Gen-

from the

eral. Committee sp decides, -

ballot papers could be distri-

   
 
  

By Terry Connolly
PETER Shore in Bethnal
Green and Stepney is one of
the Labour MPs most keenly
defended by the Fleet Street
press agairs: his loca! Labour

Local party members critic-
ise not only Shore's right-wing
Views — like his support for a
wages squeeze, and his out-

pushed for before’

 

Colin Foster
and John
O’Mahony
look at the
issues

buted-to each individual mem-
ber of the CLP entitled to cast
a vote for return by a specified
date and time, and at a speci-
fied place’’.

*To have a vote.in the par-
liamentary selection, members
must have attended a4 leas?
one ward meeting in the
previous 12 months.

*The individual ballot is not
a full replacement for the
present procedure of votes at
the General Committee, but
‘only an optional alternative to
it.

*The alternative will —

quite illogically— be available
only in constituencies with a
sitting Labour MP.

For all that, the Labour
Party right wing clearly see
these proposals as the thin
end of the wedge. The 15-12
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Shore faces

morecriticism
AS
SD
SD
CRN
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dated and bankrupt Keynesian |economics — butalso his poor
record as a constituency MP. |

Shore’s only hope is to]
divert attention from these|issues, and to create a climate4in which the soft left will opt
for him for ‘electoral’ reasons |
or to ‘save face’ for the aar-|
ional Labour: Party leadership. |Shore has saddenis dscov- 1
doers ct rs comscregenn. Sar
Matt parce memiers see us I
as care oppercomen Ge ras|ase degmr staat © anise]
ies comes of scwars iSbore sands af 2 Seo
side of the road from the vax
majorityofthe Partyactivists.

TheLeft has a dutyto organ-ise, not to allow Shore to dic-
tate the issues, and to raise thejcentral political questions
clearly.

vote on the Labour Party
National Executive for the pro-
posals wasa straight right-left
split.

Motive
The immediate motive for

the proposals — as news-
papers like the Daily Mirror
have made very clear — is to
help out some sitting Labour
MPsin danger of de-selection
by their local Labour Party
activists. People like Frank
Field in Birkenhead and Peter
Shore in Bethnal Green and
Stepney have aroused anger
among local Labour Party
activists by their disregard for
local .and national Labour
policy. But they obviously
hope that under the individual
ballot scheme they can wheel
out sufficient inactive and
relatively conservative mem-
bersto vote for them.

Far from the motive of the
proposals being to extend
democracy,it is to protect the
establishedelite.

There are other strong
reasons for -rejecting the
proposals at Labour Party con-
ference in earlyOctober.

The proposals would make
the selection_procedures
extremely complex and quiteillogical (if individual ballot is
better, thenwhy nothaveit for
all constituencies, and why not
make it a replacement for
selection by General Commit-
tee rather than an alterna-
tive?). They would thus
increasethe scope for manoeu-
vres and tactical jiggery-
pokery.

Also, the proposals would
completely exclude trade
union delegates from the
selection procedure.

Despite all. this; there is
undoubtedly some rank and
file ‘support in the Labour
Partyfor thenotion of deciding
by individual ballot. Many
constituency Labour Parties
decided to use individual
Dallots ix the party leadership
oomtest Last vear

There is a serious polincal
giet: at stake — over and

aos? the Jecatis of thecurrent

preser: set-cp.
members rarely or never
attend meetings. Quite often
members will be wheeled out
once a year to vote for GC
delegates, and never attend
otherwise.

 

Purpose: stop socialist policies
The purpose of this campaign is all too clear. The Parlia-

mentary Labour Party, if left to itself, can be relied upon to
uphold the capitalist status quo.The record of Labour govern-

.

ments of 1964-70 and 1974-79 should leave little doubt on
thatscore.

Those who control the media are well aware that the
‘danger’ of a Labour government introducing socialist policies
depends on the extent of the political influence of Labour
Party activists. This is why ‘unrepresentative activists’ are the
target of the media’s campaign ofvilificationand slander.

(Excerpt from Campaign for Labour Party Democracy
circular).
  
Maxwell’sDailyMirror.
denouncingsocialist activists

Even the members who do
attend ward meetings often
havelittle idea of what is done
in their name in the Labour
Party’s maze of committees —

GCs, ECs, LGCs, DLPs...
Trade union delegates are
often individuals who use. the
passive consent of their union
branch to get a seat on a GC,
who rarely report back, and
whoin no real sense represent
the union branch members.

Moreover, in the unions
socialists do support schemes
for widening the franchise out-
side the narrow circles of
branch activists. In the civil
service union CPSA, for
example. Socialist Organiser
supported moves to have the
Nanonai Executive elected by
ballot at workplace meetings
rather than by branch dele-
gates.

The imitial result of that
change in theCPSA was in fact
te favour the right wing. But
*%e2 arguec that to have left-
“=z commmtees and officials
elected by a system which left
the mass of the membership
un-involved was to gain
nothing — to mistake the
appearance of left-wing vic-
tories for the substance.

So what. is thefundamental
argument against the ‘indiv-
idual ballot’ proposals?

_The issue is posed differ-
ently in the unions and in the
Labour Party. The unions
should, and in some sectors
do, include all workers in an
industry or trade: They are not’
meantto be selective bodies of
activists. Moreover, in the
ufions, though. workplace
meetings, there is a real
chance of gathering

_
all the

memberstotakepart in anall-
inclusivedemocraticprocess.

A political party — even a
broad federal party like the
Labour Party — has to ove
different. The whole purpose
of a political party is to be a
selection of more committed,
morepolitically-minded,more
activepeople.

Actually ‘the fundamental
reason why no scheme or
procedure in the present-day.
LabourParty can ever be prop-
erly democratic .is the low
general level of activity. So
long as that low general level
of activitycontinues, there will
beachoice between schemes
where activists represent
members who have little
notion of what is donein their
name, or systems where any
real accountability is impos-sible becausedecision-making
is in the hands of those who
are un-involved, un-informed,
and thus easy prey to dema-
gogy and media influence.

No constitutional system

willchange thatgrim choice —

only an increased. level of
activitycan. But notall consti- |

tutional systems are equally

 
bad, and not allhave the same

.

:
implications for. the prospects
of increasing the. level of
activity. ,

The essence of the various
individual ballot schemes is .3that the established Parlia-mentary leaders try to find a
wayto rally the passive mem-:
bership behind them and ‘by-
pass the activists. They pro-
vide no real-democracy, and
no chance of building a more
activeparty.

The delegate structure can, 4

however, be linked with a
drive for accountability, for
regular report-backs and man-
dating and right of recall of ~ 4
delegates, and for building “*
large, active, lively ward

«Branches.It can be linked with
an effort to establish close:
relations with trade unionists
through trade union branch
and Labour Party workplace
branch delegates who regular-
ly report back and seek man-
dates.

The delegate structure gives
every member a vote, too —

all theyhaveto do is turn up to
their branch meetings and.
help elect and mandate the
delegates. What is—special
about the individual ballot
schemesis thatthey cut outall
the dimensions of democracy
except voting. And by doing so
they cut against the possibility
of developing theLabour Partyinto a fighting socialistparty.

Democracy is much mure
than voting. And the right-
wing proposal would tend to
reduce democracyto votes and
no more.

Voting,. of course, is essen-
tial to democracy. But it is not
sufficient.

Karl Marx wrote of the Paris
Commune, when the workers
seized powerin Paris in 1871:
“Instead of deciding once in
three or six years which mem-
ber of the ruling class was to
misrepresent the people in
Yarliament,universal suffrage
wasto serve thepeople .. .”’

Stas

Withhis showbizstyle,and now the
move towards somethinglike ‘prima
tion of Parliamentarycandidates,Ne
trying to ‘Americanise’ theLabour PB
themodel of militantUS workers’

mmtheUS bosses’‘leftwing’, theDemc



  

| Democracy requires, in
dition to voting, somereal
y-to-day control by the

pters overtheirelected repre-ntatives; and a real informed
ice, with a chance for
ers to hear all the alterna-
es. Otherwiseit just decides
ich individual is to misrep-

sent us.
.Even where real choice

sts, together with freedom
expression and without

political repression,
litical democracy is incom-

lete and limited if the rulers
n use theirvast resources of
alth, their press, TV and
Ipits, to gain a major advan-

ge.
It is only half-democracy if

ed representatives can
n defy all accountabilityfor
eral years.

This is a problem with
sent-day parliamentary

mocracy. It is also a problem
h democracy in the Labour
ty ‘if MPs can reduce
ountability:toa referendum
e every five years.
© reproduce parliamen-

y-type democracyinside the

 
   
 
   
  
 
  
  
  
   
    
   
   
  
 for a renewal, a deepening and

 
LabourParty is not enough for
socialists. ©

Indeed, it would actually
destroy the very possibilityof
self-controlling democracy in
theparty.

The present system of multi-
dimensional participatory
democracy means that the
participants have some possib-
ility to thinkthings through as
a result of interacting and dis-
cussing withtheircomrades.It
allows and demands some
preliminary closing of ranks by
people committed to the party
and to what it stands for or

' could be made to stand for,
against the pressures of the
enemies of the party — who
are entrenched and immensely
strong in the society in which
the party exists, and which it
exists to change.

The isolated parliamentary
‘stars’ of the right hope the’

‘media will be -their interme-
diary with the passive partysupporters. Having lost the
active part of the party, they
want to substitute for it the
inactivepart: infacttheparlia-
mentary ‘head’ is demanding
a body transplant!

To downgrade Labour Party
democracy would also mean
degrading the generallevel of
democracyin society. ~

Insofar as labour movement
democracy exists now,it is a
higher form of democracy than
that in the society around us.
The labour movement can
therefore be a precious base 
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aeThe proposals would move Labour away from functioningas a politicalparty with some process of debate andinternalaccountability,towardsbeinga vehiclefor personalities.Above: 1983 Labour Party conference (photo: John Harris). Left: Walter Mondaleand Gary Hart.

a qualitative transformation of
democracy in society, despite
‘the -admittedly inadequate,
incomplete and unsatisfactory
nature of its own participatory
democracy.

Theright would snuff outall
that, and destroy the great
potential thatexists. The party
they want would internalise
the one-dimensional demo-
cracy around it and thereby
render itself incapable of
transformingit.

If the Labour Party were to
follow their advice, Britain
would have taken a giant step
towards US-style ‘democratic
politics’.

Terry Coleman in the Guar-
dian reported ontherecent US

.

DemocraticParty convention:
“In four days I did not hear

more than a couple of hours of
real debate.”’

.Razzamatazz, TV spectacle,
and personality-trading push
out debate and discussion.

Walter Mondale battled
across the country to defeat
Gary Hart for the nomination
— then finished off the
process by accepting Hart’s
proposals for the Democratic
Party platform.

No wonder more than 50%
of the USelectorate will prob-
ably not bother to vote in the
presidentialelection.

Politics and personalities
have been got up as a commer-
cial product to seek power:trimmed, designed, coloured,
flavoured and packaged to
sell, via the media, to a
passive electorate and initially
to passive party voters in
primaries. ,

Politics has becomeemptied
of real. political content, per-sonalised, and almost a branch
of showbusiness.

Inevitably, little fundamen-

tal is actually decided in the
elections: all the important
decisions areleft for the toppeople to make behind the
scenes.

Neil Kinnock has alreadybegunto take theLabour Party
on this road, with his showbiz
methods of projecting himself
and the party. But it is the
wrong road for socialists or
serious democrats.

The Labour Party today is
still a force against reducing
British politics to the USlevel,
becausetheparty exists to an
extent outside of the contam-
ination of consensus politics
and direct manipulation by the
media.

Broad church
This is precisely becauseit.

has a certain initial narrow-
nessof focus, before going to
the electorate — that is,
because it remains a political
party in a meaningfulsense.It
may be a broad church,butit
is not diffuse and amorphous
to the point of having no dis-
tinct political identity and no
purpose otherthanto win elec-
tions.

The fact that the individual
ballot schemes would cut
Labour’s links with the trade
unionsis connected withthis.

The union vote representscollectively worked out social
and political aspirations. The
right would abolish

_
this,

reducing union participation to
the atomised votes of indiv-
iduals.

There is nothing to idealise
about the block vote system.
But trade union democracycan
be improved, the same as
Labour democracy. To cut the
links with the unions has
nothing to do with democracy.
Just like introducing one-

‘membher-one-vote in the partyitself, it has nothingto do with
democracy and everything to
do with the working class
character of the Labour Party
and withthe fact thatthe rightfind this increasingly unpal-atable.

Weshould not idealise the
fact that only a small propor-
tion of the party’s members
attend its meetings and take
part in its activity.and delib-
erations.

But in no way doestheright
wantto improve that situation
in the only meaningful way —

the involvement of the partyin class and communitystruggles, in themovementfor
women’s rights, in the fightagainst racism and gayoppression; and by the active
and lively involvement of

those engaging in those
struggles in the participatorydemocracy of the Labour
Party.

.Theright could evenlesslive
comfortably with such a massparticipating membershipthan it can with the limited
numberof activists we have
now. In the last analysis it
was the angerof.the activists,
and of the trade unions, with
the last Labour governmentthat fuelled the big drive for
democracy.

The right does not want a
mass membership which has
real democratic rights.

Essentially, as soon as the
party turned in the direction of
a party of committed activists,pushing for democracy and
accountability,theyjust didn’t
wanttheparty as it now exists.

| MODEL AMENDMENT!
[ LABOUR Against the Witch-hunt

is circulating the following model
| amendmentonselection of Parlia-

mentary candidates:
Add at end of resolution no.I 58 from Bristol South:
“Conference is further con-I cerned that the proposed changes] would encourage the media to

| orchestrate witch-hunts against
candidates and parties favouring1 the present system.

Conference rejects suggestions
! that the present system is un-

democratic and would remind the| Party's critics that every indivi-I dual Party memberis already wel-
I come to attend and. vote at his/

her ward meeting.I Conference defends __—the
I central role in the selection pro-

cess played by the elected delega-I tes on each Constituency Party‘’s] Generali Committee. By threaten-
I ing this central role, the proposed

changes would seriousiy reduceI the influence of Trade Union| delegates and thereby remove one

of the strongest incentives for I
Trade Union branches to become |active affiliates of the Party atyconstituencylevel.

In addition, the General i
Committee has the advantage of imeeting. at regular intervals 4throughout the year. It thus has
the opportunity at ali time to |
hold its MP accountable for the ]proper implementation of our
Party’s policies. |

The General Committee is in |
fact the only body in a position ito take responsibility for this
vital task. Its rights of reselection I
should accordinglybe retained”. 1

A similar amendmentis being I
circulated by the Campaign for |
Labour Party Democracy (10 |Park Drive, London NW11).

It is important that as many !
amendments as possible, similar
in substance but different in|wording, are submitted on this
question. The closing date for |
amendments is August 17.

4aeaeaaSeGSees peeeGe
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__  aaaInternaaaaCuba:
          

RICK
MATTHEWS(IFL)

THE ITV documentary series
‘Cuba — 25 years of Revolu-
tion’ (Thursdays, 9.30pm)will
anger both those who see
Cuba as a ‘Caribbean Gulag’
and thoseon the Left who tend
to go starry-eyed at the sight
of all that olive-green. Both
views, the six-part series will
tell us, are off themark.

The vieweris told of mass-
ive improvements in health
care and education, and the
rigid state censorship of what
is taught and read. Of how the
shackles of US imperialism
have been broken, but total

.dependence on the Russian
economyhasreplacedthem.

The programme is tossed
from side to side by this. One
minute we are told, “‘people
respect themselvesnow, know
whytheyare doing what they
are doing’’, and a minute later
that ‘‘no opportunity is evergiven to any voiceof dissent’’.

This only reflects the real
. contradictionsof Cuba’s deve-

lopmentsince therevolution.
Pre-revolutionary Cuba was

completelysubordinatedto the
needsof the US economy. 83%
of cultivated land was under
sugar, and most of the sugar
was sold to the US. A smalllandowning class owned 70%
of the land, in league with an
even smaller class of bosses
 

 

Alan Johnson examines the
argumentsabout Cuba
 

reliant on UScapital.
Cuba was more urban than

rural. The majority in the
countryside were not small
peasants but a rural working
class suffering massive
unemployment, low wages,
andatrocious conditions.

There was a revolutionary
nationalist tradition
which Castro started. In 1933,following an uprising, the con-
stitutional democrat Grau San
Martin held office for 100
days before a military coupled by Batista (and backed bythe US) toppled him. This
lesson wasnot lost on Castro.

Politicallythe July 26 Move-
ment, the movement Castro
built to fight Batista, was
nationalist, not socialist
(though some of its leading
members were socialists).
Castro declared in 19569‘For-
eign investment will always
be welcomeandsecure here’.
But at the same time he was
employing revolutionary arm-
ed struggle to overthrow the
dictatorship.
~ The July 26 Movementcon-
tained both people like Che
Guevara who looked to over-

from
,

 
2S

throwing capitalism, and vic-
ious anti-communists_like
Matos and Perez.

- Aftertwo yearsof civil war;
Batista was overthrown in
January 1959. Nationalist
bosses and_revolutionaries
alike cheered, so hated was
the dictatorship and so narrow
its support in Cuba. The old
state machine — alwaysrick-
ety and corrupt — was smash-
ed and replaced by the revo-
lutionary forces.

The battle for control of the
revolution began_straight
away. Theleftwing of the July
26 Movement began granting
the demands of the workers
and peasants. In February
1959 22,500 peasants were
awarded 67 acre plots. The
right wing held up reform.

Castro tried to hold a bal-
ance. He denouncedstrikesfor
higher wages and encourage-
mentof land seizures as ‘anti-
revolutionary’.

Reform
But. he could not sit in the

middle for long. When the US
and Cubanbossesattackedhis
moderate capitalist land re-
form, he had to move against
them or renounce the whole
social programmeofthe revo-
lution. The organised expres-
sion of the demands of the

Labour’s silenceon Hong Kong
GEOFFREYHoweflies out to
Peking. Front page articles
appear in national dailies and
the Sundaypress. But the Lab-
our Party’s silenceis positively
deafening!

China has said that it will
impose its own solution of a
Special Administrative Zone
run along capitalist lines if no
agreementis reached by this
September.

Britain has already conced-
ed sovereignty and administr-.
ation, and now wants desper-
ately to get out of the colony.
It wants to wash its hands of
the messy problemof whatwill
happen to the 5.5 million
Chinese in the colony, of
whom over a millionare Brit-

Territories
citizens.

Its only. concern is to getChina to agree to a detailed
“ritten agreement safeguard-
meg capitalist interests. This
includes resistingall attempts

freewe ow ow oe eewe§ 2s HOUR PICKET
argammsec ty the Cry of London

By Chan Ying
to weaken the control of the
colonial government between
now and 1997.

Among Hong Kong people
there is an overwhelminganti-
British sentiment. This is how-
ever coupled withthe fear that
they mayhavenocontrol over
their future under Peking’srule. :

At present Hong Kong does
not have even the semblance
of representative self-govern-
ment, not even as much as
other British colonial territor-
ies like Gibraltar, which hasits
own Parliament. The recentlypublished Hong Kong Green
Paperreflects the pressure for
universal voting rights, but it
comes nowhere near the mark.
It serves merely as a figleaf
for. continued British control
overthetransition years.

The Labour Party should
realise that Britain has no
progressive role to playat all,
except to get out now, not in
1997. Hong Kong taxes are
paying for a British garrison
whose role is entirely to back
up the repressive Roval HongKong Police in controllmg the
xeal population. These Troops
Sten be withdrawn iomed-
we

Acc actthoese camc
Ras 0c De tackedbead Tox

meansarguing that those who
are British Dependent Terri-
tories citizens should beoffer-

.

ed the choice of full British
citizenship. It also means de-
bunking the myth that Hong
Kong people prefer colonial
rule, and are ‘‘not ready’’ for
full local democracy.

The Tory. talk of a ‘Marxist’
government depriving HongKong people of representative
local governmentis laughable,
considering what theypropose
to do with the Greater London
Council — and have done with
Hong Kongfor decades.

The future of Hong Kongis
a matter to be decided
between Peking and democra-
tically elected representatives
of the Hong Kongpeople, who
may haveto struggle againstPekingfor local autonomy.

Associalists, our support for
any such struggle has to be
within the context offighting
to get the British out as soon
as possible, and opposing rac-
ism towards the Chinese in
Hong Kong as well as the
Chinese population who are
alreadysettled here.

Labour Parties interested in
speakers. or wishing to send
emergency moons to Labour 

armed working class and
peasants, the internal sabo-
tage of the Cuban bosses and
the economic blockade laun--
ched by the US, forced Castro
to choose. He chose to break
with capitalism — and he
could do so because the old
state machine had_been
smashed and replaced by a
new power based on armed —

workersand peasants. .

However, thedirect power
of the working class was not
established. The July 26
Movement was a_ military
force, not -a democratic
political movement. And from
the early ’60s, progressively,
USSR influence worked to
push Cuba towardsa political
structure similar to the
USSR’s.

.

Cuba today is ruled not by
the workers and peasants but
by a bureaucracy, undoubt-
edly popular, but standing
above and against any expres-
sion of workers’ self-activity.

Unions
In 1961, the trade unions

were reorganised from above
to ensure cooperation in ful-
filling government produc-
tion goals. In 1962 identity
cards were introduced for
workers,and stringent laws on
labour discipline. In 1964-5.
a law was introduced which,
in the words of Martinez
Sanchez, Minister of Labour,
would: ‘‘strengthen labour
discipline and increase pro-
duction and productivity. It
will be applied to the kind of
worker who is. a residue of
exploiting society...

“Westill find workers who
have nottake therevolutionary
step and tend to discuss and
protest any measure coming
from theadministration’.

All this was done, not as an
effort of self-discipline by the
workers, but by an elite from
above.

Theprocess of bureaucratis-
ation got worse from the late.
1960s, as Cuba abandoned its
attempts to spread revolution
throughout Latin America and ©

droppedits limited criticisms
of the USSR bureaucracy.The
Soviet Union has been increas-
ingly adopted as the ‘model’
for Cuba.

SomeontheLeft still arguethatCubais a healthyworkers’democracy. They point to
three things: the mass organi-
sations, the institutions of
‘popular power’, and the
‘revolutionary leadership’ of
Castro.

But the official Cuban trade
unions are not genuine self-.
actingorganisations controlled
by the workers. Their function
is to manage the workers, not
represent them.

In 1971 Raul Castro pro-
claimed that ‘‘the principal
tasks of the trade unions are

-increased productivity and
work discipline.:.’’ The Con-
federation of Cuban Workers
(CTC) was reorganised in 197C
to run parallel to central
government ministries,furtheringthe incorporation of
the unionsinto thestate.

Participation
Participation of workers in

managementis strictly limi-
ted, and management canignore the views ofthe ‘parti-cipation assembly’.Castro and
the bureaucrats set the time,.
agenda and pre-conference
discussion of the CTC national
congress.

Attempts to form indepen-dent trade unions are stamp-ed on. In 1983 reports reached
Amnesty International that

workers fighting to set up a
Solidarnosc-type union in
Cuba had beenjailed.

The US warthreat has in-
deed led to a strengtheningof
the Committees for the De-
fence of the Revolution
(CDRs) and the militia. Two
‘millionwomen volunteered for
service in the militia in 1982
alone. Cuba claims a six mil-
lion strong ‘fighting machine’
from a population of ten
million.

However, control lies with
the bureaucracy and not the
workers.The leadership of the
CDRsis appointed throughthe
central bureaucracy of the
Communist Party. They have
no powers to formulate poli-
cies. Their function is to
defend the revolution and to
report on any working-class
opposition to theregime.

CDR membershipis often a
necessity to get an appoint-
ment, a better job, or scarce
commodities. Cuba’s. most
popular: TV programme,
Parabailar (For Dancing), is
open only to those whoparti-cipate in voluntary labour and
the CDRs!

Manyontheleft-point to the
institutions of ‘Popular Power’
established in the late 1970s
as evidence that the Castro
regime is a socialist demo-
cracy. In theory they are open,
elected, legislative bodies at
national, provincial and muni-
cipallevels.

Parties
The practice is somewhat

different, however. At no levelis there the right to form alter-
native political parties. No
comprehensive alternative to
the Cuban Communist Partypolicy can bepresented.

Only municipal representa-
tives are elected. At this level
no candidate is allowed to
campaign or to put forward
legislative proposals to the
electorate. When elected, they
cannot discuss national or
provincialmatters. Their job is
to enact the decisions of the
higher assemblies.

The provincial assembly is
elected froma slate drawn upby the CP-controlled election
committee. It meets for four
days a year to rubber-stamp
thenationalassembly.

 
 
 

1969—1984
15 YEARSTOO LONG

DEMONSTRATE
FOR WITHDRAWAL

 

18thAUGUST
1pm Speakers Corner

Self Determination For The Irish
PeopleAsA Whole

The national assembly
meets for a few days each year

|and devolves its power onto a:
37-member Council of State
which in turn delegates power -

to.a 8-person Executive Com-
mittee which appoints. the
Council of Ministers. The
core membersin all these top
committees are the same
people in each case — the
Cuban Communist Party Polit-
buro. The CPitself, taken over .

by the Castroites by 1965, has
had two congresses since
1959!

. ,On the international front,’
since the late 1960s Castro has.
consistently supported the
Communist Parties of the
region in their strategy of
alignment with the national
bourgeoisie in a ‘two-stage
revolution’ (first ‘national-
democratic’, second socialist).
He has even promoted the
fiction that Cuba itself passed
through these two stages
after January 1959.

_

Cuba has been a force for
pushing the El Salvadorean
revolutionariesinto an alliance
with the liberal. bourgeoisie.
It has a friendly attitude tothe ruling party of the most
powerful bourgeoisie in the
area, Mexico’sPRI.

Solidarnosc
Most recently Castro sup-ported the crackdown on

Solidarnosc in Polafid.
Judging from the first pro-

gramme, the TV series will
fave an approach of ‘on the
one hand, on-theother hand’.
Socialists cannot afford this
approach. .

A bureaucracy rules in
Cuba, denying the working
class its right to organise and
controlits life. Wemust fight
both to defend the Cuban —

revolution (its post-capitalist
economy,its massive gains in
health and education, its
marginal improvements in

‘women’s rights) from US
attack, and also  solidarise
with theworkers and peasantsof Cuba against the bureau-‘racywhich stands abéve them
usurping theirpower.

These two tasks go hand in
hand. Trotsky had nothingbut contempt for those
‘Friends of the USSR’ who.
cheered the latest pig-iron
production figures but fell
silent when the workers were
attacked by the bureaucrats
and their police. The same
goesfor the ‘FriendsofCuba’.

 SATURDAY
London

to JubileeGardens
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SCIENCE

By Les Hearn

 

 
 
 

 
  

 

 

  

  Green bans
A FEW weeksago in mydis-
cussion of the hazards of nuc-
lear power, I pointed out that
Britain is not immune to
earthquakes.

Lo and behold! The epicent-
re of the recent earthquake,
which was the largest this
century, was only 20km from
Trawsfynydd nuclear power
station in North Wales.

Luckily, there was no dam-
age... thistime!

xkkx*

CONTINUING my report on
the SERA/Green CNDconfer-
ence on July21.

Pete Carter, national indus-
trial organiser of the Commun-
ist Party and former leading
member of Building Workers’
Charter, addressed a work-
shop on the Green Bans move-

inweneedCycling for socialism
Socialist Organiser supporter Les Hearn is cycling from Lands End to
John O’Groats, beginningat theend of thismonth.
Sponsor him — Ip a mile if you’re hard up, 5p a mile from the better
off — and theproceeds will go to the Socialist Orga

Fill in this form, cut it out and send to Les Hearn, c/o 214 Sickert
Court, London N1 2SY.

ment of Australian building
workersin theearly 1970s.

The movement started with
a plan to ‘‘develop’’ Kelly’s
Bush, 12 acres of bushland in
Sidney. Local residents fought
the plan without success until
they appealed to the New
South Wales Labour Council
(like a regional TUC).

The Builders’ Labourers’
Federation (BLF) was a mem-
ber of this council, and they
decidedto threaten all projects
of the same developer in
Sidney. The result was a deci-
sion to preserve Kelly’s Bush.

This success started a three
year campaign by the BLF
against destruction in the
environment and to defend
local communities. At one
stage, 42 projects worth some
£2 billionwere held up.

niser fund drive.

Name... ee ee ee et wee ee eee eee eee eee

Address... 0... cc ee ee eee ee tenes

eee ee we wr eeePhone .. 1... 2.0.2 ce ewe cease

Amount of sponsorship... ......... 4Pp per mile,

 

 
 

&

The BLF’s actions ranged
from refusing to dig up the
front of Sidney Opera House to
build an underground car park
(but destroying manytrees) to
refusing to build a nuclear
powerstation in Queensland.

The BLF even stopped work
on university extensions to
force the admission of a gay
student in one case and to
force inclusion of a women’s
studies course in another.

Other unions were affected
by environmental arguments
and there were refusals to
mine and transport uranium,
while oi! workers refused. to
prospect for oil within the
highly vulnerable eco-system
of the Great Barrier Reef.

After a while there was a
campaign against the Green
Ban movement, during which
the sympathetic Environment
Minister was sacked, and the
movement was defeated in
1974.

However, there was an echo
in Britain, when Jack Mundy
of the BLF and the Communist
Party of Australia (not a Mos-
cow-line party: |Moscow’s
partyis the ‘Socialist Party of
Australia’) visited Birming-
ham andaddressed a Building
Workers’ Charter meeting on
Green Bans.

The practical result was a
move bybuilding workers to
defend the Victorian Post
Office building in Victoria
Square, then under threat of
replacement by a ten-storey,
£10 million office block. All
efforts by conservation groups
hadfailedbut the trade union
campaign .was to be more
successful.

As usual in such situations
some workers argued that the
issue was nothing to do with
trade unions, that jobs were

 
   

 

 
being lost, etc. In reply, it
was shown that there was no
need for yet another ‘empty
office block, that the same
money spent on_building
houses could create. six times
as many jobs. Meanwhile,
radical architects came up with
an alternative plan to turn the
post office into a leisure
centre.

.

While there is no Green
Bans movement as_ such,
environmentalismhas made a
lasting impact on the trade
union and labour movement.

In Australia, there has been
a campaign against the des-
truction of the unique environ-
ment of Tasmaniawith a huge
hydroelectric dam halted by
the incoming Labour govern-
ment, as well as the campaign
against smoking.

In Britain, we have seen the
coalition of the four transport
unions to stop sea-dumping of
radioactivewaste.

kkk

THIS week’s science column
comes to you from our roving
science reporter, at present en
route from Land’s End to John
O’Groats.

It is still not too late to spon-
sor him for this 900-mile cycle
ride. Proceeds to SO.
 

JOBS NOT BOMBS CARNIVAL
to welcometheYouthCND
bases tour of ’84.

August 19, Wormwood Scrubs
Park,Fondon. 12 noon to Spm.

Between August 5 and 19 the
YouthCampaignfor Nuclear
Disarmamentwillbemarching
aroundmanyof themilitaryand
nuclearbasesin Britain. The
marchwillend at thecarnival in
Londonon the 19th.

Details: 01-263 0977.
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Eldorado in
reverse
 

Andrew Hornungreviews
thefilm ‘EI Norte’

THE NORTHis a dreamland,
a land in the geography of
hope: ‘‘In the North, even the
poorhavetoiletsthatflush’’.

The godmother knows be-
cause she has seen it in the
magazines passed to her by a
neighbour whose relative
worksas a cook in a rich per-
son’s house. She is not stun-
ned at the wealth of the super-
rich of the North % their
clones in her native Guate-
mala, in Central America,
know how to spend money —

but at the goodlifeof thepoor.
If she connects the North

depicted in these magazines
with the North thatequips and
trains the troops who murder
herfriends, she doesnot say...
But she saves, saves for that
trip that one day she will take
to theNorth.

Unable to enduretheir slav-
ery without resisting, the
coffee plantation workers of a
Guatemalan village gather
secretly to discuss howto fight
back. Betrayed by a fellow
worker, they are all killed by
thetroops.

.Almost the whole village is
arrested and taken away, but
brother and sister, Enrique
and Rosalita, escape, and de-
cide thatthe only road to free-
dom leadsto the North.

The film’s second_part
deals with the coyotes, the
people whospecialise in get-
ting people across the US-
Mexican border into. the
North, who fleece them, rob
and murder them.

People are smuggled
through the mountains — an
easier trip, but more easily
spotted by the immigration
police patrols — or through
the disused sewers, a night-
mare journey,but safer.

The third part deals with
life in thed ‘wetback’ barrios
of San Diego and Los Angeles.
Here the dreams of freedom
fade, though thetoilets of the
poorstill flush.

“All that the rich see in a
campesino’’, Enrique’s fathertold him before he died, ‘‘are
two strong arms for working’’.

  

Now,in the dusty space at the
edge of the barrio, Enrique
answersthe call for day lab-
ourers, ‘‘Who hasstrong arms.
for working?’’,withhis shout,-
“*T have two strong arms’’.

His two fists are raised in
.

the un-revolutionary salute of-
the worker to the master, two
raised arms to prove strength
for theday’s hired labour.

What is technically most
striking about the film is its
imagery. Its gestures are big,
direct and luminous, more
than compensating for a some-
what weakdialogue.

Film-makers Gregory Nava
and Anna Thomas are happy
to have the film called ‘politi-
cal’, insisting, however, thatit
does not talk of politics at all.
Of course, it is political — in
the sense that it presents you
with social realities — and all
the better for not being politi-
cally didactic.

This is one of the films that
showsthat political film-mak-
ing in the North is not synon-
ymous with sententiousness
and duliness. El Norte is in
turns horrific, humorous, ex-
citing, moving and visually
stunning; its characters are
simply drawn but not carica-
tured. Its ‘message’lies in the
qualities of humanity and in-
humanity it shows, certainly
not in any implied political
strategy and programme.

Even the Daily Mail raved
about the film. London’s
‘What’s On’ guide says:
“Deserves the fullest atten-
tion and the fullest houses
possible’.

Quite right: butit is current-
ly showing at the out-of-the-
way Electric Screen Cinema
Club (membershipat the door)
in Portobello Road. On the hot
afternoon that I was there,
not more than fifty people
were in the cinema, and there
wasno queueasIleft.

So here weare in the North,
in a land of opportunity where
every kind of film may be
shown and even spoken high-
ly of in the bourgeois press...
but challenging and courage-
ous ideas are limited to the
cultural ‘barrios’ of the small-
time cinema houses and the
smalicirculation press.

 
 

STOP THE CRIMINALISATION
AND

DEPORTATION OFBLACK YOUTH!

NATIONAL
DEMONSTRATION!
SAT, AUG,4th,1984.

Birmingham
ASSEMBLE -HANDSWORTH PARK:(HOLtYROAD). 1:00pm
RALLY:CHAMBERLAIN SQUARE (Nr BHAM LIBARARY3.30p.m.

BLACK PEOPLE HERE TO STAY
HERE TO FIGHT!

STOP THE DEPORTATION OF
KARAMJIT SINGH
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This week Martin Thomas
picks up the thread from his
article in no.188 on theeco-
nomicsofcapitalism.

Therichget richer, and
thestate machineserves
theirinterests.

But why does thework-
ing class put up withit?
Brute repressionis only

" part of thereason.
 
THE reason most often cited,
for the ideological powerof the
ruling class is the bias of the
media. .

This is half the truth. Butit
is dangerousto take it for the
wholetruth.

Doing so leads either to
hopelessness or elitism. If
the media are all-powerful,
then how can wehopeeven to
change. the media, let alone
the whole of society? And if
the mass of the working class
is totally befuddled by the
media, then the minority of
socialists who unaccountably
haveescaped that befuddle-
ment are left with no choice
but to manipulate and man-
oeuvre the majority, rather
than hopelessly trying to con-
vince them.

.
In fact workers are perfect-

ly able to disagree with what
theyreadin thepress or see on
TV.If theywere not, we would
never have had a Labour
government.

_
Also, it is just not true that

“themedia totally deny workers
access to alternative points of
view. Yes: all thepress and TV
assume that a strike is bad
newsand a sell-out settlement
is good news. You would
expect themto, given the class
position of the people who con-.-
trol them.

But the system is not leak-
proof. A very large numberof
workers have heard or read
socialist and trade union
points of view. And a lot of
information does get through
the official media: the pictures
of the police at Orgreave, or
Paul Foot’s expose of the
government’s strategic
planning of its battle against
the miners, made many people
think.

The ideological hold of the
ruling class in capitalist
society has something in
common with pre-capitalist
societies — the role of the
family as a conservative influ- -

ence, the education system
and so on. Butit is more com-
plicated.

In those older societies most
people knewlittle about the
world outside their village.They could not read. Their
only source of general ideas
about the world was usuallyorganised religion, which was

STEFANO
CAGNONI(IFL
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are generally swayed by their so

meAa :ensA ge RS

class rather than workingclass...’’ TUC leaders at the Tolpuddle Martyrs Anniversary. 
closely tied to the status quo.All that did not stop them
hating the landlords. It did
stop them developing anycoherentideaof an alternative
society, and it meant that
their struggles were usuallywild, spasmodic revolts, with
little precise programme or
continuousorganisation.

The modern working class
is different. It is literate and
relatively educated. It is con-
centrated in large industrial
units, whereit is involved in a
daily struggle over pay and
conditions. From that dailystruggle have sprung powerful

Labour conference amendments: theminers’ strikeI| proposed amendment for Lab-
our Party conference to resolu-I tion no.295, NewarkCLP.|] In para 1, line 2, delete ‘are

j increasingly being’, and insert
the words: ‘‘continue to bei used’’.

:i In line 3, insert after ‘increas-
i ing use of’, the words: ‘‘a nat-
y :onal police force’’.
2 Para 2, part (b). Add at end:i “Including the fefusai to payj for such use’.
3 Para 2. parti (d). Add at end:; ‘and immediately to disband
* the police National Reportingi Centre’,
! Para 2, part (e). Insert after
j ‘armed forces’, the words:

“and police’.{Para 2, part (g). Delete in| lines 2-3 thewords ‘per se’. Add
i after ‘a report’ in line 3 the -

words, ‘‘andproposals’’.
Proposed amendment for Lab-
our Party conference to resolu-
tion no.255, National Union of |
Mineworkers.

Add at end of line 5 the words, I
.

and condemns those inside
the movement who have either t
refused to support or equivoca- 1
ted on supporting the NUM”. |insert after the word ‘coal’ in Iline 14 the words, **..., the im-
mediate settlement of outstand- I
ing claims asaffirmed in the keyresolution of the ExtraordinaryAnnual Conference of the N UM,reatfirming previous decisions
of the NUM Special DelegateConferenceof 19thApril.1984’’.Add at end of line 15 the
words: ‘‘..., controlled by work- I
ers in theindustry’’.

JOHN
HARRIS

permanent organisations,
most of which are officially
committed to an alternative
society — socialism.

So whydoes the majority of
the working class continue in
practiceto accept capitalism?

Last week’s article mention-
ed a special feature of capital-
ist exploitation: that it arises
from economic relations which
are formally quite free and
equal. All labour appears to be
paid for. Workers appear to
get ‘‘a fair day’s wage for a
fair day’s work’’ — and, as
Marx explained, it is fair by
the standardsof the system.

‘‘What is ‘a fair distribu-
tion’? ’’, Marx askedsocialists
who put forward this slogan.
“Do not the bourgeois assert
that the present-day distribu-
tion is ‘fair’? Andis it not, in
fact, theonly‘fair’ distribution
on the basis of the present-
day modeof production? ..

.”’
The capitalist system does

allowfor a good deal of leeway
and haggling in fixing the
exact ‘fair’ level of wages —

and trade unions can carry on
the most militant struggles
within that leeway without in
the least challenging the
system itself. For that reason
Marx described ‘‘a fair day’s
wage’’ as a_ conservative
slogan.

Beyond a certain level of
trade union struggle that con-
servatism tends to break
down. When a struggle like
the present miners’ strike
becomes a political confron-
tation with the government
and spreads out to involve
other sections of workers, then

 

it undermines the individual-
ism on which the ideology of
capitalismrests.

As long as workers see
themselves as individuals, or
sectional groups,selling their
labour power at the going
rate, the system appears fair.
When a struggle becomes a
general class confrontation,
and workers identify them-
selves as part of one class
counterposed to another, the
appearance of fairness dis-
appears.

In that sense the working
class
towards socialism. It does not,however, automatically arrive
at effective socialist conclu-
sions. That depends on the
struggle between the various
worked-out - ideological
systems, moulded by previous
struggles, which workers will
find at hand to give shape to
their instinctive class milit-
ancy.

The ideological system
which has mostly won out until
today, in Britain at least, is
bit-by-bit reformist socialism,
which promises__workers
socialism some day (through
good work in Parliament) but
gives them no guide for their
ownaction except to continue
the trade unionstruggle.

It has won out becauseit is
the ideology that corresponds
to the social position of trade
union officialdom. Full-time
trade union officials, even if
they start out militant, are
generally swayed, to one
extent or another, by their
social position, which is
middle class ratherthan work-
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 cial position, whichis middle

ing class, and which pushes
them towardselitist, compro-
mise-mongeringpolitics.

Andtheyhave a tremendous
influenceon the working class
because they are the people
mostclosely tied to the work-
ing class who have the oppor-tunity and disposition to
develop and promote general
theories.

The full time trade union
officials can and do use their
position to limit, disperse, and
betray struggles, so that they
demoralise workers rather
than inspiring them. And even
whentheylead struggles mili-
tantly, the general political
perspective they tie them into
is an inadequate one.

This is true even of the
miners’ leaders in the current
strike. They have been prose-cuting the class struggle and
defying the state in practice:
but they still say they are
defending a ‘national interest’
supposed common to all
classes, and theystill promote
the ‘Alternative Economic
Strategy’, a nationalistscheme
for bit-by-bitsocialism by way
of rejigging capitalism.

Whatis to be done aboutit?
Next week’s article will
discussthat.

way
forward

By Nik Barstow
AS A step in launching the
journal as a national organisa-
tion, the second National Brief-
ing conference on July 28 was a
ratherstumblingone.

.

The 40-odd Briefing support-
ers there were generally in fav-
our of turning the network of
local newsletters in the Labour
Party into somesort of loose nat-
ional organisation, but whatsort’

~ was left unclear.
Socialist Action supporters

who made up almost half the
meeting had a blueprint for
Briefing becoming the centre of
a broad currentlinkingleft-wing
campaign groupsofall sorts.

It was portrayed as the one
organisation to which Labour
Party based bodies like the
Women’s Action Committee,
theblack sections steering com-
mittee, the Labour Committee
on Ireland, the Lesbian and Gay
YS, etc. would all turn.

Most Briefing supporters at
the conference saw this whole
approach as rather naive and
dangerous.

The Brighton Briefing groupargued for a ‘harder’ national
network on definite politics
rather than merging Briefing
into an unclearleft alliance.

All the grand ideas from Soc-
ialist Action came down in the
end to an unsuccessful attempt
to get the conference to endorse
theiropen letter on youth: they
wanted to organise an opposi-
tion in the Labour Party YoungSocialists on the basis of attack-
ing Militant for not being activ-
ist enough (ratherthan counter-
posing a comprehensive set of
politics to them), and appeal to
the rest of the Left to pitch into
the LPYSagainst Militant.

The big gap between the
success of the various local
Briefings as newsletters in he
Labour Party and becoming an
effective nationalbody isn’t like-
ly to be bridged by such plans.Briefing needs to strengthen its
stand on the issues which have
given it most success: the fightfor accountability and against
cuts in local government, and
organisation for the reselection
battles in theLabour Party.At present Briefing has noclear policy or organising role
in the local government fight.Whenit gets one andstarts to
argue for it, the steps to a real
national movement will be lessfaltering.

Labour conferenceamendments: local councils
aI
I
I Proposed amendment for Lab-] our Party conference to resolu-
I tion no.104, Sheffield Hills-
| borough.

In para 2, line 2, delete ‘and’;I add at end of para the words,I “and by industrial action by
I council workers and other trade

unionists to resist any cuts inI counciljobs or services’’.| In para 3, point (a), insertI after ‘councils’ the words:
I “and local authority trade un-ionists’’.Ipara 3, point (b),add at endthe words: ‘‘By the implementa-. i tionofillegal,unbalanced budg-ets, refusal to pay interestI charges to the banks and other| financial institutions,refusal to

pay police precepts, or other
Measures taken to enforce no
cuts and no increases in rents,
rates or charges’’.

In para 3, point (c}, add a new
sentenceat the end. ‘‘Urgelocalauthoritytrade unionsjointly to
prepareplansfor strike action in
any authority where councillors

# are surcharged or penalised for

ey

resisting thegovernment, where
commissioners are sent in, or
wherecuts in jobs and services
take place’’.

In para4, point (i), add a new
sentenceat the end. ‘‘To refuse
to enter, even collectively, any
secret negotiations with the De-
partment of the Environment.
All negotiations to be

—
fullyreported on to local authority

trade unions’’.
In para 4, point (ii), insert

after ‘authorities’ the words:
“‘and council trade unions’’.
Add a new sentence at the end:
“To centre the campaign ag-ainst the government’s aim to
press through cuts in jobs and
services, and not on the rightof
local authorities further to
increaseratelevels’’.

In para 4, point (iii), delete
all and insert the words: ‘‘To
refuse collectively to make anybudgets in 1985-6 which would
result in cuts in jobs, services orliving standards, and to seek the
support of council trade unions
at all levels for thisapproach’’. 2
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- Health cutters suspend trade unionists

100 LOCAL people, ranging
from pensioners to babes in
arms, lobbied the City and
HackneyDistrict Health Author-
ity this Monday, 30th, just two
days before the planned closure
of St Leonard’s Hospital in
Hackney.

It was the last meeting for
the DHA chair, Sir Louis Freed-
man — he’s been advised byhis:
doctor to resign because of high
blood pressure he has contrac-

_

ted since last September.
The four Labour and trade

union DHA membersputresolu-
tions demanding that the dis-

‘graceful methods of moving
patients out in minicabs stop,
and that the plans for closure
beput backuntil theadministra-
tors find a safe way of transport-
ing old and sick people. The
ambulance drivers have refused
to movethepatients.

Protests were made about the
victimisationof two union repre-
sentatives, Geoff Craig, the
NUPEsteward at St Leonards,
and Andrea Campbell, chair of
the joint shop stewards’ com-
mittee and Hackney CoHSE
branch.

Both have been suspended.
Andrea was suspended on the
day after theDHA meeting.

By Jo Thwaites
The occupation of thehospital

was supported by hundreds of
local people, the hospital work-
ers, the patients and their rela-
tives, the local MPs, the Bor-
ough Council, and most GPs, yet
the DHA picks out two health
workers carrying out their union
duties and deprives them of
theirlivelihood.

The majority of DHA mem-
bers, including regional T&G
official Ted Sheehan, couldn’t
care less, and voted against the
resolution demanding that the
suspensions be dropped.

Securicare, the security com-
pany employed to ‘guard’ St
Leonards against local people,
was exposed at the DHA as not
having filed accounts for the
past two years and therefore in
breach of the Companies Act.
This company gets £900 a day
for ‘guarding’thehospital.

There are 14 patients left in
St Leonards and they are due to
be moved out this week. The
DHA have ridden roughshod
over local people, patients, and
staff to close this hospital, and
they plan to close three more
in Hackney.Next timetheymust
not get away withit.

 

 

 

South London hospital for womenis stilloccupied to prevent closure, Above:PatWilliams,Mayoress ofLambeth,and Lambethcouncil leader Ted
Knight visit the hospital. Photo: Stefano Cagnoni, IFL.

 
 

 

Graham threatens
East Kilbride strike

STRIKERS at the Crown Ag-
ents Pensions Division at East
Kilbride,near Glasgow,voted
overwhelmingly at their most
recent mass meeting to conti-
nue with their action.

The 150 strikers, who belong
to the three civil service unions
CPSA, SCPS, and CSU, began
their action on April 4. They are
demandingno privatisationof the
pensions division, full incorpora-
tion of the pensions division into
the civil service, and full civil serv-
ice status for its employees.

The most recent offer of the
Crown Agents management,
hich was discussed at last week’s

mass meeting, involved:

Kewal
Bros.

By Jim Denham
TGWU members at Kewal
Bros in West Bromwich have
been on strike since May 16.

\ The strike began becausethree
T&G members were dismissed
wthout good cause in an attempt .

to break trade union organisation
at thisclothingfactory.

Other workers then struck
demanding their reinstatement
and recognition of the union —

which the employer has been
refusing for the past 12 months.

The workersare all Asian, and
mainly women. Some of them are
paid £1 per hour, and conditions
are appalling. A successful cam-
paign against sweatshop condi-
tions and for the right to join a
union by these workers would be
a step forward not only for trade
unionism but for the fight against
racismand sexism.

The strike has now been made.
official by the TGWU.

Messages and donations to:
Kewal Bros Strike Support Com-
mittee, 346 Soho Rd, Hands-
worth, Birmingham B21 9QL.
Tel: 021-551 2258.

BARKINGMASSPICKET
| NUPEcleaners at BarkingHosp-
I ital have been on strike for 20

i

weeks, since theprivatecon-
tractors, Crothalls,attempted to
impose cuts in wages andcondi-
tions.

Theyhave called for a mass

picket at thehospital from
6.30amon TuesdayAugust 7.

By Stan Crooke
* A guarantee of current terms

and conditions .of employment
until the end of 1985 (when a
decision will be taken on privatis-
ation);

* Any new staff taken on in
the meantime to share the same
terms and conditions;

*A guarantee th® the trade
unions would be consulted before
a final decision onprivatisation.

The offer thus contained no
specific commitments or concrete
gains, and the strike committee
recommended a vote against
acceptance.

_It was a_ different story,
though, from the full-time union
officials present at the mass
meeting, particularly Reg Williams
from theCPSA.

They called for acceptance of
the offer on the groundsthat,as
far as they were concerned,. the
strikers had no chance of winning;
and added weight to: this call by
pointing out that strike pay,
which the strikers are currently
receiving, ‘does notlast for ever’.

Given half a chance, the union
full-timers will certainly make
sure that the strikers do not win.
CPSA general. secretary - Alistair
Graham has already openly
declared that he would have pre-
vented the strike being made offi-
cial if he could.

Officials have given the go-
ahead to etmployees at the Over-
seas DevelopmentAdministration,
who share the offices in East
Kilbride with the Pensions Divi-
sion, to make ‘hardship payments’
to pensioners affected by the
strike. (The Pensions Division
deals with pensions for ex-colon-
ial civil servants):

Union full-timers have also
been taking their message that the
strike cannot be won to other
parts of the country, thereby
weakening potential solidarity.

The Broad Left dominated
National Executive Committee of
CPSA must organise support for
thestrikers.

Support from the local labour
movement also needs to be step-
ped up.

The East KilbrideConstituen-
cy Labour Party has apparently
been too busy preventing LPYS
memberscollecting money for the
miners in the town centre to be
able to help the Pensions Division
strikers. East Kilbride Trades
Council has only sent a message
of support and had a token pre-
sence on one of the masspickets.

Donations and messages of
support to the Strike Committee,
c/o The Queensway Motel, Eagle-
sham Rd, East Kilbride, Phone
East Kilbride32435.

Lairds planfor mass picketing
Workers at Cammell
Lairds shipyard on

_ Merseyside have been
occupying a gas rig and
a frigate for over four
weeksnow in an attempt
to fight job cuts and the
threatof closure of the
yard.- :

Lol Duffy, one of the
GMBUshop stewards in
the occupation, told Soc-
ialist Organiser.
THE yard is on holiday at
present, but it is possible that
the managementwillmake an

By Stan Crooke
I’VE HEARD of ‘peaceful co-
existence’ — but this is ridi-
culous! For several weeks now
in Glasgow, the Socialist Work-
ers Party (SWP) and Communist
Party (CP) have been selling
their papers outside Central
Station — alongside the fascists
of the British National Party
(BNP)selling theirfilth.

Such a situation, inconceiv-
able five years ago, is excused
by the SWP on the grounds that
supporting the miners is their
priority and thattheyare oppos-
ing the BNP by presenting a
socialist alternative.

Fortunately, supporters of the
various Irish solidarity cam-
paigns in Glasgowhavenot been
prepared to go along with this
do-nothing attitude. Ignoring
protestations from Socialist
Action supporters that it was
‘ultra-leftist’ and -we should all
‘wait for thelabour movementto
act’, theyorganised a picket for
last Saturday,July 28.

Thefascists were cleared off
the streets — in the end, by the
police, who decided that the
sellers plus the pickets consti-
tuted an obstruction and gave
everyone theirmarching orders.
Unfortunately the police made
the SWP,and CP sellers ‘move
along’ as well.

attempt to evict us next
week.

If they do, we'll call for a
mass picket at the yard.

The local Trades Council is
organising a list of phone
numbers for people who are
going to be available for a
mass picket if they try to get
rid of us. Liverpool is doing
the same through the unem-
ployed centre.

We’ve had messages of
support from manyshipyards
saying that they hope that
the [union] Shipbuilding
Negotiating Committee
doesn’t do whatit has usually’
done. and leave us in the
lurch.

We've sent delegations to
Clydeside, to Tyneside, and
 BNP in Glasgow

Thefascists have been humb-
led. But no doubt they will be
back this week in larger num-
bers. So the campaign to clear
them off the streets must now
get into full swing.

This meansconsistent mobili-
sations for theSaturday morning
pickets to stop them selling,
which can only be achieved by
taking up the political argu-
ments in the Labour Party and
trade unions.

SELF-DEFENCEIS NO
OFFENCE! .

Masspicket in support of the
Newham 7: West Ham Magi-
strates’ Court, West Ham Lane,
Stratford, London E15, from
10amon Friday September14.

.The Newham 7 are seven Asian
youthsarrested on April7 and
thefewdays followingfor
defendingthemselvesand their
communityagainst racist
attacks.Theyfacecharges rang-
ing frompossessing offensive
weaponsto criminal damage,
plus affray andconspiracyto
causecriminaldamage.
Newham 7 DefenceCampaign:
PO Box 273,Forest Gate,
London E7 9JN.(01-555 8151
day, 01-534 1640 evenings).

to Barrow. Many yards are
calling for the SNC to call a
national lay delegate confer-
ence or for a national meeting
of all shop stewards.

We’ve had support from
Ford and Vauxhall.too.

Donationsand messages
to: Lol Duffy, Cammell
Lairds Occupation Commit-
tee, 3 St James Court, Vic-
toria Rd, Wallasey,Mersey-
side L45 9LD.Phone 051
638 2310/6472122.

Mick Cashmanadds:
“FRANK Field’s attitude to the
Lairds sit-in has been part of the
reason for the feeling in Birken-
head Labour Party against resel-
ecting him as MP.

At a meeting with Tory
minister Michael Heseltine, Field
said that those occupying the
vessels were a tiny minority of
hotheads and Heseltine should

nths; £8.50 for 6 months; and £16

ignore them.
;The discontent with Field

started when he joined with a
SDPer to set up a ‘Rainbow
Circle’ to press for a pact be-
tween Labour and the Alliance.

Six resolutions were sent in
from the six branches in the con-
stituency attacking Field. They
were all passed, and the Labour
Party put out a statementsaying
that they were opposed to anyform of coalition.

A Constituency Labour Party
meeting on Friday 27th grilled
Field on his intentions if he is
de-selected, and failed to get a
satisfactory answer. There have
been reports that Field would
stand as an independent candi-
date against Labour.

‘There is a bigger and biggerbody of opinion in the CLP push-ing to replace Field. He disagrees
with every major aspect of
Labour Party policy. He is in
favour of council house sales, he
is opposed to unilateral nuclear
disarmament, he is in favour of
wagerestraint.  !
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Kinnock’s scheme:
‘Allpower to PLP’

By Reg RaceNEILKINNOCK’s attempt to
undermine the principles of
mandatory reselection is an
act of folly.

It will reopen major conflicts
in the Labour Party,it willensurethat trade unionists are treated assecond-class citizens within the

_

party, it will reassert the primacyof the Parliamentary LabourParty over the rank andfile,and-
it will lead to the vilification in
the press of individuals and con-Stituency parties who seek to usethe present system of selection.

Some people argue that
Kinnock has blundered into a rowthat could have been avoided, and
have criticised him for unthink.
ingly raising difficult internal
questions just when Labour wasdoing better in the polls.

This criticism is wide of the
mark. The proposed rule changeshave been introduced as a deliber-

_

ate attempt to shift power back
to the Parliamentary LabourParty.

This is not my view alone.
Kinnock’s closest political allies
in the Leader’s office and on thefront bench, many of whom dis-
agree with his proposals, are
convinced that the ‘one person
one vote’ scheme has been intro-duced in order to discredit thewhole principle of reselection.

By implementing these chang:
es, they argue, sitting MPs, how-
ever dreadful their record in‘ the
constituency, would be able to
bank on the unthinking supportof inactive members and thevoci-ferous support of the local and
national press, thus making their
position virtually unassailable.

Unassailable MPs would then
be able to perform one importanttask: selecting Labour’s policyproposals that they were prepared
to support, and rejecting thosethey -were not prepared toendorse,

 

Weare now finalising the de-
tails of the lease, and esti-
mates for repair and decor-
ation work, for proper pre-mises for Socialist Organiser.August is not a good time
to start fund-raising, and
especially not an August that

i
ii

Join the Labour Party. §
Write to: The Labour 1!
Party, 150 Walworth !
Road, London SE17
1JT. iSubscription is £7 per iyear, £2 unwaged, 50p ‘tOAPs.

FUNDHelp us movein

The primacy of the PLP in
deciding which policies would be
implemented by a Labour govern-
ment would hence be safeguarded
~— and the stage would be set for a
re-run of the disastrous policies of
the Callaghan government. Only’this time there would be evenless
of an industrial base on which to
structure the minimal social con-
cessions thatcould be offered.

There is no doubt at all that
Kinnock thas been orchestrating
this tune. John Evans — the Lab-
our MP who movedthepropos-als on the NEC—is acting as the
Leader’s mouthpiece; and the
press briefing supporting the
Evans proposals were in fact pro-duced in and. distributed from
Kinnock’sprivateoffice.

The proposals themselves are
based on a. number of deliberate
misconceptions. The firg,,is that
in the Labour Party we do nothave one person, one vote, and
that this is a principle which
must.beestablished. .

This is absurd, all party mem-
bers can come to party. branch
meetings and Cast their vote.

The second reason to opposethe scheme is that it is a trans-
parent attempt to protectsittingMPs: for the. proposals applyonly to the 209 constituencies
which have Labour MPsat pre-
sent. The remaining 424 would
be able to use the existing system.

The real truth is that this is
the latest variant of a long line of
‘moderate’ proposals designed to
protect MPs from the full rigoursof reselection: first we had ‘op-tional’ reselection. then the ‘short
list of one’; and now we have ‘one
person one vote’.

Thethirdprincipal reason whythe proposals should be resisted is
that it is the General Management

 

comes after 21 weeks of a
miners’ strike. But the job of
fighting for socialist ideas
remains central — and that
job can’t be done without the
necessary equipment.

We need £2000 by the end
of September. Please discuss
fund-raising now in your local
group.

Get donations from all the
local supporters — £100 or
£1, whatever they can afford.

Drawupa list of better-off
readers in your area, and
approach them  system-atically.

Start now on planningjamble sales and other fund-
raising events for September.

But don’t forget our regu-lar monthly fund..
Send to: Socialist Organ-iser, 214 Sickért Court, Lon-don N1 2SY. —

 

 

Committee of a party which has
the task of monitoring the per-formance of an MP:party branch-
es cannot do it, and MPs cannot
possibly attend all the branchesin
the constituency on a r
basis. It must therefore fall toGMCdelegates to probe and ques-tion their MPs on a face-to-face
basis, anid ultimately to have the
task of determining whether toselect them again as a candidate.

The fourth solid reason for de-feating the Evans/Kinnockpropo-sals is that these proposals willgive the media a field day. Labour
MPsthoughtto be in some dangeiof reselection will no doubt
receive the support of RupertMurdoch and Robert Maxwell —

and their support may well be
worth scores of votes from partymembers.

Finally the scheme undermin-

es the roleof trade unionsin the
party, and affiliated trade union
members will not have a right to
vote as individuals under the pro-posed rules —- while ordinary
party memberswillhave theright
to do so.

The purpose of Kinnock’s planis crystal clear. It has been putforward not becauseof a burning:desire to extend democracy, but
to restrict it and to concentrate
effective power into the harids of
the PLP.

If Neil Kinnock w:>re interest-
ed in extending real democracy,then he would support the
demands of the Women’s ActionCommittee to give women real
powerin the party; and he would
support the call to give black
sections real power.

But of course he wants noneof this. Our Leader wants a Parl-iamentary Party dominated bywhite, middle-class right-wingersbecause he feels safe with them —

and they,no doubt, feel the same
waytoo.IA4f the courts get their way against the South WalesNUM, dozens ofhaulagefirms could start taking the miners to court

 
   
   
  
 
 
  
   
 
  
  
 
  
 
 
  
 

Generalstrike!
from page one

theywill try to end it as quick-ly as they can, as in 1926.
For that reason local action
committees should be set uplinking miners, railworkers
and othergroupstaking indus-
trial action.

We

—
should

paigning now.
The government has held

back until now on using theanti-union laws against the
miners despite appealsfrom the ex-Labour renegadesin the SDP! — for fear of the
explosive consequences. Theyhave tried instead, but with
minimal success, to promoteback-to-workmovements. Now
is the timeto prove their fearsjustified. y

Thestakes are high.

start. cam-

 

If the courts and the em-ployers get away with their
attack on the South Wales
NUM,then dozens of haulagefirms across the country that
have _ been moving coalthroughpicketlines can follow
it up. British Rail, BritishSteel, and theCoal Boarditself
can also use theTory laws.

The miners’ union and its
area organisationscould becut
up, bit by bit. As the recent
new £125,000 fine imposed byEddie Shah ontheprint unionNGAshows,once unions getcaught by the courts they
can be penalised again and
again.

.Nothingless than thelife ofeffective trade unionism is at
stake.

Fight for a general strike toback the miners and to smashthe Tories’ anti-union laws! 

 
  
   
 
 
  
 
 
 
 

By Gerry Bates
THE BUDGET limits imposed
on councils by the Tory Govern-
ment’s ‘rate-capping’
mean much bigger cuts than at.first appeared.Hackney council reckons the:
cuts demandedat an impossible28 per cent, and other councils
say they are being asked to cutby 10 per cent or more.

18 local authoritieshave beeninstructed to spend next year
no more than (or in three cases,.1%% less than)thisyear’s cash
total. Any rate rise above thelevel corresponding to thatbudget willbeillegal.

On thefaceof it this means a
cut of 4% or 5% — about the
same as the rate of inflation.
Even 4% or 5% would be amuch deeper cut than at first
appears, given thata lot of coun-
cil spending is tied up in items
like debt charges which cannot
becutatwill.

But in fact manyof the ‘rate-capped’ councils used: various,‘accounting tricks to ease their
budgets this year which cannot
berepeated next year. Some ran
down their reserves; some, in
London, diverted spending to
the Greater London Council,which, because it received no
central government grant any-
way, would not facecentral gov-
ernment penalties for that
spending. Next year the GLC it-
self is ‘rate-capped’.

The cash total for this yearwhich the government is using
as a base for its demands is
thusa misleadingfigure.Islington council estimatesthat it is in fact being asked to
cut about 9%. This would mean,for example:

20%off day to day housingrepairs, and
Closure of a youth trainingworkshop,and
20% off refuse collection, and20% off street cleaning,and
10% off public health inspec-tion, and

/20% off housing caretakingand cleaning,and
Closure of 3 swimming baths,

and
Closure of6libraries,and

could.

 

 
Closure of two old people’shomes,and
Closure of 6 children’s daynurseries, and
Closure of all day centres fortheelderly,and -

oe20% cut in homehelps, ands0% cut in meals‘on wheels,
an .

Closure of all day centres forthe mentally ill and handi-
cay .

.

F85jobs would go. Alterna-tively, Islington could meet the
government's demands byrais-:ing rents by £3.75.

Sheffield reckons that thegovernment is demanding a10% cut from it. This would >

mean: :

In housing: 360 jobs cut; im-
provement grants, modernisa-tion, and maintenancecut.

In social services: four oldpeople’s homes, 100 homehelps, and 60 places in centresfor the mentally handicappedwould go. °

,

In education: 1400 teachers’jobscut.
.

/

:

Haringey reckons that itwould have to cut by 13%. Thiswould mean 1200jobs lost-andusne Tange of service
Leicester would face similarproblems, with a 124% cutdemanded.
The front-line councils havesaid that they will. defy: the

government. To be effective,this defiance will have to beenforced by direct action bycouncilunions andbytenants.Thanks for information Sorthis article to theLocal Govern-
ment Campaign Unii
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