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  Lol Duffy

oirike to defend
Our UNIONS
TWELVE trade unionists from
Cammeil Lairds are in Walton
Jail. The leaders of the NUM —

Scargill, Heathfield, McGahey —

are threatenedwith heavy fines or
jail for contempt of court because
they insist that no court will
tell their union how to runits
affairs.or  
 
 

By John O’Mahony
They agree with what Lairds

Occupation committee secretary
(and Socialist Organiser suppor-
ter) Lol Duffy said in the message
he sent from Walton Jail to the
Labour Party conference:

“The Tories’ class law does
not frighten us. The occupation
will continue. We wiil not be
browbeaten with threatsof prison
or with courts’.

This is the spirit that will beat
the Tories.

Right now contempt — open,
avowed, belligerent, unpurgeable
contempt — for the courts is the
beginning of wisdom for the
labour movement.

Neil Kinnock can go on as he
did last Tuesday about sticking
within the strict limits of legality
and ~balilot-box politics. He
doesn’t want to fight the class
struggle as it has to be fought.
He wants to play parliamentary
gamesandto waffle.

He should listen to the repres-
entatives of the ruling class. They
know what’s what and some of
them even say it out loud.

Listen to the Master of the
Rolls — and former chairman of
the anti-union Industrial Rela-
tions Court, set up by the Tory
government in 1972 — Sir John
Donaldson, speaking last Novem-
ber:

“The legal system (is) not in
practice even-handed as between
employers and unions; current
functions put the courts almost
entirely in the business of restrict-
ing and penalising the latter, and
not of remedying their griev-

Class war

Exactly! The jaw and the
courts are — like the armies of
lawless, scab-herding policemen in
the coalfields — now being used in
industry as a naked weapon on
the bosses’ side in a class war that
becomes more open. more embit-
tered, and more uncompromising
— on both sides — with every day
the miners’ strike continues,

We owe naked class law no
deference.

Weowethecourts neither res-
pect nor obediencewhen theyare
playing thisblatantly partisan role
in industrial affairs.

But, cautious people will say,
we should beware of the damage
the courts can inflict on the
labour movement. Yes, we
should. But the worst damage
the courts can do to the labour
movement is to break our spirit
and make us docile and pliable
towards an outrageous, vicious,
and anti-working class govern-
ment. That is what they are trying
to do.

To be cowed by the fear — or
the certainty -— of fines or
imprisonment is to let the courts
peacefully do what they have
been brought into industrial rela-
tions to do — neuter and house-
train thelabour movement.

Nothing the courts can do to
us would be worse than that.The
movement will survive fines and
jailings. We can even survive a
serious defeat. But the labour
movement we have now will not
survive if it surrenders peacefully
to the rule of blatant class law in
the court roomsand of

a
licensed

bully-boy police force in indus-
trial disputes.

Fight back
The labour movement has no

responsible alternative but to
resist and fight back, defying the
Tory government and the law
courts.

- Not to fight back is to open
the way for a full spate of Tory
attacks on every section of the
working class — on wages and
conditions, on the welfare state,
on democratic rights.

If the labour movement rouses
itself and mobilises we can defy
their law and break its back like
we did in 1972.

The movement is in worse
shape now because of mass unem

Continued on page 3
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 Taking sides
THE LABOUR Party conference was right to condemn police
violence and not to condemn violenceby picketingminers.

In a class war — andthisminers’ dispute is a class war — the job
of the Labour Party should be to side with the workers in struggle,
not to pose uselessly as 2n umpire between the workers and the
bosses.

The mining communities are fighting for their livelihoods, and for
thelifeof effective trade unionism.

They face a vengeful boss-class government which started the
strike by closing pits — without consultation, elections, ballots or

democracy.
The miners face anti-union laws — passed by an elected parlia-

ment, to be sure, but laws which aim to stop the very lifeblood of
real democracy,therightto resist of theworkingpeople.

And where the laws are not harsh enough, the police make up
new ones.

The miners face a national riot police, organised outside the con-

trol of Parliament or the local authorities,making up the law as it

goesalong.
Through roadblocks, arbitrary arrest by snatch squads, and bail

conditions, the police have hit against the miners without any due

processof law.
The police are trained, highly paid, heavilyequipped, andtightly

organised.
The minerstry to defend themselvesas besttheycan.

Are they right to do so? No,if you believe the claims of profit,
which require pit closures, should dominate. No, if you believe that
theworkingclass should not resist whatever is decreed by a govern-
mentin office.

Yes, if youbelieve working class livelihoods should stand above

profits and the profit system. Yes, if you believewe have a right to

resist thegovernmentandits scab-herdingpolice force.
From therest of theworkingclass, theminers need full support. If

rash or inappropriate tactics are used in the struggle, then that’s a

problem that the miners — who are sober, serious, responsible
people — will sort out among themselves.

Pious even-handedness,condemning ‘violenceon both sides’, is a

sneaky wayof helping theTories.
Usuallyit is quite hypocritical. On Tuesday Neil Kinnock said that

he was againstall violence, “withoutfear or favour”’.
If he seriously meant that, then on Wednesday he would have

been proposing that Labour pledge itself to scrap all armed forces

and police. For armed forces and police are certainly no use unless
theyemploy violence.

Democracy
In fact Neil Kinnock wants more conventional armed forces. He

supports British troops in Ireland. He supports NATO. He supports
thepolice. He accepts violence for British national defence or defen-
ce of the established order. All he doesn’t accept is violence in

defence of workingclassinterests.
Noruling class and no police force was ever won over by speeches

against violence. They are bold, confident and immovable in their

use ofviolenceto defendtherights of property.
The only effect of preachingagainst‘all’violencecan beto weaken

the self-confidence of working people who are already pushed to-

wards submission, subordination and deference by thousands of

pressures.
Rule of law? Yes! But whose law? All law, ultimately, is class

law. And thereis no force standing above ciasses to administer law

impartiallyor to settle disputes by giving prizesfor good behaviour.
Democracy?What sort of democracy?
Democracy,for theTories, means a cross ona piece of paper every

five years for mostofus, and betweentimesrule by ‘thepeople who

know best’ — the judges, police chiefs, bankers, and top civil serv-

ants whorun thestate machinewhileParliamenttalks.
Therule of law, in the Tory version, means that the only people

permitted to use violenceare thepolice and the armed forces — spe-

cial forces, separated off from the community, and trained in un-

questioning allegianceto theestablished order.
Theprimecivilright, for them,is theright of property — and they

subordinate every other right to that. For example, they have scrap-

ped miners’ right to the rule of law in order to makeit easier for the

police who now makeup‘thelaw’ as theygo along. vag

FortheTories, when lan MacGregortries to take away the liveli-

‘hoods of thousands of miners without any voting or even consulta-

tion, it is quite democratic. It is ‘the right of management to

manage’.
The miners’ dispute is a head-on clash between the rights of pro-

perty and therights of labour.
Thepolice uphold the ‘right to work’ of scabs, by violence. The

miners defendtheright of every workerto a livelihood, as something
more important thantheclaimsofprofit.

And betweenequal rights, as Karl Marx putit, force decides.
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(REPORT) a|By Joy Hurcombe,
chair, Labour CND

(writing in a personal capa-
city)

THE National Executive de-
fence statement, ‘Defence
and Security for Britain’, is
to be presented’ on Wednes-
day, 3rd, to be voted on with-
out amendments.

It will not be taken in
sections. No major debate
onit will be allowed.

. This is highly undemocra-
tic. The statement reverses
much of Labour Party policy

‘on disarmament. It is a sell-
out aimed to silence the Left
and CND activists in the
Party.

In exchange for a half-
hearted commitment to
Party policy on nuclear weap-
ons, we will be forced to
agree to.

1. Unconditional support
for NATO and NATO’s war-

fighting strategies.
2. No reduction in

defence spending for the fore-
seeable future.

3. Massive spending on

modern conventional weap-
ons, greater than that plan-
ned by the Tories.

The document contains an

obvious subservience to US
control and agreement to the
continued presence in Britain
of the US bases and the US
army of occupation. It also
retains all the trappings of the
capitalist war machine, inclu-
ding the assumption of a

Soviet threat.
There is no commitment

to release money and resour-
ces for alternative jobs for de-
fence workers. There is no

commitment to release
money for hospitals, schools,

Labour CNDrallv in Blackpool

“{ think this miners’ dispute has
shown two totally unpreceden-
ted things in the history of indus-
trial disputes.

One is the involvement of
women in this dispute — I thinkit
is disappointing that the resolu-
tion doesn’t make much more of
that, because I am sure that
Arthur Scargill, Peter Heathfield
and the rest, would agree that
without the support, which has
been magnificent, from the
women in the mining communi-
ties, this strike would not have
had the strength that it has today.

I think the other unpreceden-
ted thing which is very shock-
ine to us. is the scale of police
violence.

.
People always start

handing out these even-handed
comments, we condemn violence

 
from wherever it comes, and they

ae|states that the £11 billion
for Trident will now go on

more weapons. Some of
these are more deadly than
many battlefield nuclear
weapons.

There is no’ commitment
to end the arms trade to the
Third World, and no acknow-
ledgement of the causes of
world poverty.

The document talks of
Labour adopting a non-nuc-
lear defence policy, but
within NATO,andthisclear-
ly is a nonsense, for NATO is
a nuclearalliance.

NATO generals would find
the document’s cold war rhe-
toric quite acceptable. And
its commitment to conven-
tional weapons would fit in
quite nicely with their plans
to fight the next war in
Europe with conventional,
nuclear, and chemical
weapons.

Labour activists should
not be taken in by the
concessions on removing
Cruise, cancelling Trident,
and closing some (half a

dozen) US bases, the ones
which are presently nuclear.

This is just a holding posi-
tion to get the statement
through without opposition.

The point of the docu-
ment is not the bits from
established Labour Party poli-
cy which remain in it, but the
new policies which are added.
Once the document is Party
policy, the way will be open
for unilateralnuclear disarma-
mentto be ditched.

It is one of those ‘inconsis-
tencies’ which Roy Hattersley
will dispose of as soon as he
can. Don’t let him doit.

   
  

‘The police createdviolence’
Gerry Byrne,
won't distinguish between the
organised violence of the police
—~ thousands and thousands of
police poured into an area, where
people can’t walk along their own

streets without being picked up
and harassed, where certain areas
of the country are completely no-

go areas.
I think that is something very

different from the reaction, the
frustrations of miners who have
travelled 30 miles to go and sup-
port pickets at other pits — when
their cars are turned back.

I think this government is
quite clear there are two sides in
this dispute. They’re going to
throw all their weight behind

delegate from Putney CLP.
:

breaking this strike. I think we

should be equally clear, equally
united the other way.

When Neil Kinnock or any
one is questioned about the
violence, the answer we must
give is when the police are taken
out of these areas, when people
can move freely, when women
and children aren’t dragged off
picket lines for calling someone
a scab, then we might condemn
violence by the miners.

The police created this
violence — they were called into
this dispute before anything had
happened.I think we should have
a very clear stand from the people
on the platform behind me.

‘Arthur Scargill gota standing ovation

CLP makesplans STOKENorthConstituency Lab-
our Party last week decided to
waive subscriptions for striking
miners for the duration of the
strike.

Technically this involves
breaking the Party constitution,
but CLP secretary Anna. Lis
argued that miners cannot pay
£7, and rules sometimesneed to
bebroken.

If we are challenged on it,
she said, thenwe'll fight it.

The decision was taken at 2

specially convened General
Committee mr-ting to discus:
the miners’ ; .1xe. The meeting
also took a numberof other de
cisions to support theminers.

Theconstituencyis to:
© organise a kids’ party,
e ask Party membersto adop

a miner’s child, and be respon
sible for buyingclothes,etc,

e establish a constituency cc

ordinator to organise the CLP’
work round the strike, with cc

ordinators in thebranches,too,
eto organise regular stre¢

collectionsin themain towns,
eto organise a house-t

house

_
collection-cum-canvas

for theminers’ case,
© produce a press stateme!

setting out theCLP’s support f
theminers.

The constituency will

.
al:

write to the District Labo
Party insisting that the Labou
controlled city council meet
full demands recently present
to it by the North Staffs minet
These include a request for
£100,000 donation.

The chair summed up at t
endof the constituency meeti
by saying that it was the
meeting he had beento in yea
One delegate, Neil Daws
commented that it was 4 PB
it hadn’t happened six mor
earlier.

But' the job now is te TM

sure that the decisions
catriedout energetically.

(T41)
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Erie Heffer addressing conference. To

Now recruit!
Paul Whetton at SO

“Monday was_absolutely
brilliant. I thought Tuesday was
pretty good as well. Kinnock was
absolutely fantastic — he’s shown
exactly where hestands. He said,
in no uncompromising terms, that
he had no intention of implemen-
ting what conference said on
Monday.

“It?s obvious’ to me that the
leadership are living in another
world. You can spend all day
explaining what is happening in
Notts, but they don’t understand.

“Tt’s alright to stand up in the
pulpit and talk about turning the
other cheek, thai’s fine when
you're si‘ 2 ina nice bluesuit in
a conference hall.

“But when you are standing
on a picket line and the frontline
of coppers is stood with linked
arms, and the second row of
coppers is kicking you in the
goolies, and thumping you in the
mouth, you have a right to
protect yourself.

“If Kinnock had stood on a
picket line he would damn well
understand that message.

“We could go on all day about
the stories of violence from Notts.
Most of you know abouttheguy
‘from Rufford, who received a
knock on his doorlate at night,
and there was a working miner
stood there. He’d got a four foot
cross-cut bow saw in his hand,
and he commencedto try and saw

To hell
Continued from page 1

ployment. But the miners — and
the mining communities — have
shown what can be done by mili-
tancy and determination.

Over the last six months the
miners have convincingly
answered the pessimists in our
ranks.

The miners and their families
have produced miracles of
courage, fortitude and working
class resilience: their example is
thebestanswer to those who now
want to preach defeatism before
the Tory onslaught on the legal
front.

 

70 people last night [Tuesday]
attended the meeting organised
jointly ‘by the Notts Miners’ Rank
and File Strike Committee and
Socialist Organiser, to hear about
and discuss the miners’ strike and
the Cammell Lairds occupation
from a rank andfileview.

The miners speaking agreed
that the collection should go to
the representative of the Cammell
Lairds occupation, a great gesture
of solidarity.

During his speech, Paul
Whetton, secretary of the Notts
Miners’ Rank and File Strike
Committee, and delegate from
Newark CLP described his reac-
tion to someof the events of the
first two days and whathesees as
the main implications.
the head off this striking miner,
who had to have 132 stitches in
his head. That didn’t get on the
front page of the Sun.

“It’s obvious why they don’t
want you to pass resolutions
about controlling the police,
making them answerable, doing
away with riot gear — because
if they are elected as a new
Labour government they want to
make damn sure they’ve got the
same police facilitiesin the event
of you Bolshie bastards starting
the samethingwith them.

“We're not going

with the
If one section of the move-

ment can do what the miners are
doing then the whole movement
can certainly defeat this filthy
government and its partisan
courts.

If the labour movementfights
it can win.

to see

Thatcher has appeared strong
:

and unbeatable these last five
years because the labour move-
ment has been on ifs knees. Most
of the trade union Feadersarestill
on their knees. :

The miners have shown what
can be done if we get up off our
knees and defend ourselves.

When five dockers were jailed
for defying the courts in 1972 a

is right, Labour Party general secretary Jim Mortimer andNeilKinnock

 
 

meeting
the police force and all their gear
done away with just like that.
They’re going to resist at every
turn.

“The response to Kinnock?
Yes — while a lot gave him a
standing ovation, there were a hell
of a lot who didn’t.

“The message for us wasthere.
Kinnock said that the Labour
Party has four years in which to
campaign to get a Labour govern-
ment. That means we’ve got four
years to make sure that the
Labour government weget is the
one we want, deserve and need —

not like the past ones which have
closed pits, jailed workers, and
turned back on their founding
ideals.

“There have been 200 applica-
tions to join the Party in Notts
as a direct result of what the grass
roots — not the leadership — have
been doing.

“All the grass roots contacts
we have made during the strike
have to be kept going after we
have won this tremendousbattle.
We need a rank and file shop
stewards movement.

“After this conference let’s
take the message back to our
areas, our factories and work-
shops. Recruit like hell. Build
on what we’ve won so far this
week. And make sure the next
Labour governmentis going to go
downthecorrect path.”

courts!
quarter of a million workers
struck and the TUC called a one
day general strike. The govern-
mentcapitulated and released the
dockers.

Thatcher may not cave in so
easily. But she can be made to
cave in.

The TUC should call a general
strike. Dockers, railwayworkers,
seafarers, and’ others who have
been indirectly involved in the
miners’ strike don’t have to wait
for a TUC call for action. They
should strike to defend our
unions._

Release: the Cammell Lairds
workers! Hands off the NUM
leaders! Victory to the miners!
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John Bloxam sums up
theMondayof the
LabourParty conference
in Blackpool.

What a start — four clear victories
on the first day — unequivocal
support for the miners, condem-
nation of police and state viol-
ence, proposals to break the role
of the police as strike-breakers
and defeat for the attempt to
start breaking up the federal trade
union based structure of the
Party

Kinnock just couldn’t push
back the democratic gains we’ve
seen won for and by the rank and
file.

In the reselection debate the
Glasgow Pollok delegate rightly
pointed out that it was the work-
ing class content of the Party that
was at stake. Either the party
would be relevant to and usable
by the working class or it would
be a waste of time.

The four separate decisions
establish where the majority of
conference want to stand. How
often was it repeated that we
must start fighting with the same
conviction and lack of equivoca-
tion for our class that Thatcher
fights for hers?

David Basnett played the
Labour statesman while 12 of his
members at Cammell Lairds were
grabbed by the police and thrown
into Walton Jail. He cautioned
about not “overpoliticising the
miners’ dispute” and lectured
miners not to be “‘provoked into
violence’’. What does he propose
miners do after seven months of
police brutality and intimidation?
Say prayers with the Bishop of
Durham?

There could be no clearer
indication of the different world
he lives in than talking about
overpoliticising the miners dis-
pute on the day when they talk
about imprisoning Arthur Scargill
and his comrades.

Everyone knows that Eric
Hammond supports. scabs but it
is the attitude of other trade
union leaders that needs scrutiny.
What kind of support is it to talk
generally in favour of the NUM-
and only to talk about practical
action after six months in order
to get negotiations going. If there
‘had been a campaign in support
of such action from day one, the
strike would have been won by
now.

The miners’ strike is clearly
political and there is no need to
apologise or equivocate on it.
There should be no holding back
in our response to the use of the
laws against the NUM and other
unions.

In 1972 the slogan was ‘One
in, all out”. That should be the
slogan now that party members
as well as trade unionists can
campaign for if the law is used
against the NUManditsofficers.

The miners’ strike has trans-
formed the situation. Monday’s
victories owe a lot to it. It’s one
thing winning victories on the
floor of conference, it’s another
thing putting them into practice.

The right wing and Kinnock
have been defeated in the vote on
reselection, but we now have to
make sure that the democratic
procedure is used after December
to get genuine Labour andclass
representation in Parliament. And

; we have to stop the new NEC
making moves to gut the process
as they did last time with the
“shortlist of one’.

We need to follow the exam-
ple of many party members by
translating support for theminers
and condemnation of the police
into practical action — fund~
raising, on the picket lines, cam-
paigning for solidarity action,
stopping payment for police
actions, and the Party leadership
should get off the fence.

Victory to the miners!
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miners hit
back

Thepress has been spluttering with anger about the
events at Silverwoodcolliery. Two miners who were
there tell what really happened, and why.

This account of the events last
Friday, September28, at Silver-
wood and the day before at
Allerton Bywateris given by two
miners who, for obvious reas-
ons, wish to remain anonymous.

“At Allerton Bywater there
were about 4,000 of us and about
2,000 police. It was peaceful for
about three hours until they
brought in 3,000 police — a lot
of themin riot gear — after most
of thepickets had drifted away.They started knocking us
about and then laughed and
taunted us as we went away,
wavingtheirpay slips at us and
saying “‘You’ll never get us
down’’. One of our lads said
there’ll be one day when we
catch you asleep.

:Well it happened next day at
Silverwood.

Wearrived and met at the
bottom of the hill because the’
police had blocked the road.
So we all marched up together
— about 500 of us. We got to the
police and theysaid we can’t go
through. All the lads went
bananas andthe police jumped
in thevan whileit got stoned.

They kept saying ‘Leave us
alone, leave us alone’. We put
all the windows through. They
wereall crying.

They then set off trying to
knock people down and we ran
into the woods while they drove
downto the bottom of the hill.
Webuilta barricadeat thetop.

Later, threevans and two dog
patrols came up and had to stop
at the barricade. All of us then
came out of the woods and
knocked sevenbellsof shit out of
them.

Wetufned the dog vans over
withthe dogs inside. Dogs don’t
half bark funny when they are
upside down.

Police got out of the vans and
let the dogs out but they bit thea first and then someof the
ads.

Every window in every van
was put through. They couldn’t
do a thingaboutit.

When their reinforcements
came wegotoff home.

Nobody likes violence but I
lapped every moment up
becauseof what they have done
to us. It was worth waiting for.
It’s been coming for weeks and
I thinkit’s going to get worse.If
they would let us peacefully
picket they wouldn’t get this
aggro.”

At the top, Ravensfield,
end: .

‘Whatsetit off was thepolice.
vans coming down on the wrong
side of the road at speed,
narrowlymissing thelads.

They started indiscriminately
hitting us withtruncheons. They
don’t seem to need a reason to
use truncheons anymore. We
started fighting back andall hell
broke loose; stones started
beingthrown.

One inspector shouted ‘Give
’em what we gave ‘em at
Maltby’ and it was mayhem.
Nearly all the police coaches got
theirwindows put through. One
copper on a police bike on the
causewaygot kicked off it. They
released police dogs into us at
the top end. Barricades were
erected when the horses were
fetched.

"A policeman
shouted:

Get that
Barry Metcalfe, Wath Main, gave
this account of his experiences at
Maltby, Monday September24:

“Police attacked from both
ends of the road and forced us
over a wall and into the wood. I
jumped over the wall and was
confronted by one riot police-
mananda dog handler.

I said “Keep that dog there,
I’m notgoing to shift’. Then I was
kicked in the face, then in the
stomach, and I tried to protect
my face. I was hit on the back of
the legs by a truncheon, then
attacked by a separate dog
handler wholet his dog attackmy

_legs.Iput my hands up to my
face. Three of them were trying
to pull my hands away as one
shouted ‘Get his hands away
from his face’. I could see he was
teeing up to boot me. They
couldn’t move my hands so one
said ‘Let the dog have him’. And
it did.

Meanwhile one of the dogs
went for a riot policeman who

camera”
was going to hit me witha trun-
cheon. They tnen got both dogs
under control as three policemen
knelt on me and another put
handcuffs on me.

Then one said “We’re going
for a walk in the woods”. I asked
him why and he said “Out of
sight, out of mind”: a photo-
grapher came into the wood and a
policemah shouted “Get that
camera!”

Bricks
fhey then took me back onto

the road and across the back of
the police lines because he told
methatif any bricks came across
I was the newshield.

After that I was frogmarched
backwards to a police van. There
three of them asked me, on my
own, if I wanted another go. I
was handcuffed and dazed so they
must have thought it was a fair
contest.

I was taken into the pit yard,
photographed, and later charged
with threateningbehaviour’’.
sit
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the ghetto
Why was LGSMset up?
MA: It was months into the
strike, and I was feeling dead
frustrated because I knew loads
of gay people who supported the
miners but there was nothing-
specifically aimed at them. So I
thought I’d just stick a letter in
‘Capital Gay’ and call a meeting.

I thought,well, it’s not going
to be just another strike this
time, because it obviously
isn’t. The miners’ strike has
directly influenced people in a

way that other struggles that
have been going on didn’t seem
to.
MJ: Mark bumped into mejust
before the Gay Pride march and
suggested wedoa collection for
the miners. So we took a bucket
and collected quite a lot on the
march — which certainly mate
mefeel good. And at the end of
the march there was a rally
called by the Labour Campaign
for Gay Rights, and it was
brilliant. For the first time a
memberof the NUM spoke to a
lesbianand gay audience.

To be honest I didn’t expect
him to acknowledgethatit was a
lesbian and gay audience. But
he spenta good two-thirdsof his
speech very self-consciously —

and I don’t mean embarrassed,
1 mean aware — that it was a
lesbian and gay audience. And
I thought that wasbrilliant.He
didn’t apologise for anti-gay
prejudice in the past. And how
else are we going to changethat
except by people like him and
us getting together and fighting
together? It is changing now.

MA:We’vegotto the stage now
after fifteen years so-called
liberation where we’ve got a

nice little ghetto. Yes, you can
have, this and have that, but
shut your mouth and stay in
the ghetto because that’s as
much as you’re going to get.
There are a lot of complacent
so-called gay

_
liberationists

who thinkwe’ve achievedsome- | Two pamphlets
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How to fight

Wait

Lesbians and Gays Support the Miners (LGSM) have been
raising money and collecting food for the miners amongst
lesbians and gay men. So far LGSM hascollected approach-
ing £1,500, through collections in lesbian and gay pubs and
clubs.

Clive Bradley spoke to Mark Ashton and Mike Jackson
about their own feelings about LGSM and what needsto be
donein the future.
LGSMcanbecontactedc/o 39 Chippenham Road, London W9

ut of
thing in 15 years — but we
haven’t actually achieved any-
thing.

Hearing that miner talking
like that at that meeting made
methinkthere must be millions
of other people in the erganised
labour movementlike him. And
they need to be bounced,
basically. One of the aims of
LGSMapart from supporting the
miners financially and morally,
is to put a lesbianand gay angle
and say ‘look, we’re here, we’re
supporting you. And there are
thousands of lesbians and gay
men organising invisibly to
support you as well.’

We don’t want to be in the
same ghetto in 15 years time,
with the same police raids and
the same straight landlords
ripping us off, and now is the
time to do something about it,
by linkingup withtheminers.

Some gay people can buytheir
liberation — but working class
people like me can’t afford to
do that. So where does that
leave me? I can’t do it on my
own. The people who are speak-
ing for me haven’t done any-
thingworthwhilein 15 years.

The only way to break that
down is to organise with my own
kind of people. That’s not neces-
sarily lesbians and gay men —

that’sworking class people. You
do have to identify as gay, but
that’snot the be all and endall.
We'll never get our liberation
until the heterosexual majority
wantthatas well.

So you think it's important that
the support that lesbians and
gay men give the miners is
visible, so we can ‘reap the
benefits’ofit?
MJ: It would be an arroganceif
LGSM was to say we are les-
bians and gay men. We are an
openly lesbian and gay group.
But there are hundreds and
thousands of lesbians and gay
men who’ve supported workers’
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struggles since the year dot. But
lesbians and gay men aren’t
visible unless we care to say so.

There’s a problem in London,
becauselife’s a bit easier here.
So people come here from all
over the place and are cut off
from their roots. It can have a
bad effect on working class gay
people.

The places gay people go are
predominantly middle class.
It’s only by meeting other work-
ing class gay people that I
started to think ‘how dare these
middle class people dominate
mylife-style’.
Whatsort of political links has
the group made between the
miners’ strike and the struggle
for lesbian/gayliberation?
MA: When I came over from
Northern Ireland I thought
England wouldbedifferent and
thatit was quite acceptableto be
lesbianor gay. But when I went
on my first gay pride march,
three people were arrested. You
comeoverhere and it’s thesame
police force arresting the same
people — and for what reason?
What is wrong with being
lesbian or gay? It shocks and
frightens me.

Six weeks ago we have SO
police raiding a gay pub for no

other reason than that it was a

gay pub, and the same in hun-
dreds of others. You have plain
clothes policemen who go into
pubs, say ‘I want to pick you
up’, then you go round the
corner and you’re piled into the
backof a police van.

What the miners and class
conscious workers haverealised
now — and I hope to got it’s
not too late — is that the police
are our enemies. They’re on the
side of thosewho’ve got power.

We,as lesbians and gay men,
black people, the organised
workingclass, are a threatto the
power of the state — and their
main weapon is the police
andtheyuseit.

What we’ve got to say now to
the organised labour movement
is ‘look, we’ve been going
through this for years, and you
are experiencing it now. Don’t
everforgetit.’

We've got to fight together
because there’s no way we’re
going to be able to beat them if
we're divided.

: ¥

MJ: The miners from Dulais
valley who’ve met us have said
just that. They’ve said that they
are now outcasts of the state —

we've seen what the police and
themedia are like. So theyknow
whatit’s like.

What response have you had
from- lesbians and gay men
themselves?

c

MJ: Mixed. But lesbians and
gay men haven't had the chance
before to voice an opinion on

class lines. People are mostly
gay Tories, or they: support the
miners. Very few have equivo-

Copsattackprotestors outside San Francisco ’s City Hall. Violence
munities happensall over the world. In the US, the communities —

The modern gay movement was born after militant
police in 1969.

ERED
“We don’t want to be in the same ghetto in 15
years time, with the same policeraids, and the
same straight landlords ripping us off, and
now is the time to do somethingaboutit, by
linkingup with the miners.”

cated.
MA:You can get dragged into
the idea of ‘defending’ourselves
on ‘lesbian and gay’ terms —

but it’s a class question. It’s
working class lesbians and gay
men who get queer bashed
because you can’t afford a taxi
backhome, you don’t have your
own transport or live in nice
Belgravia-type areas.

For some gay mentheir life
is one big joy-trip and every-
thing is great until someone
rocks theboat.

But once you realise it’s a

class question you see that it’s
not a question of defending a

privileged minority of middle
class gay men. I don’t have
much in commonwiththe clones
who go to Heaven on £10,000 a

year. I don’t have a vested inter-
est in defendingthem.

LGSM has shown methat I
have more in commonwiththese
miners than I have with those
lesbiansand gay men.

But do you thinkLGSM andthe
response it's had would have
been possible without the inde-
pendentorganisation ofgay men
and lesbians that have existed
overthepast decade or so?

MJ: No. For all the criticisms
we’ve made, we’re obviously
indebted to the efforts that
liberationists have made over
the years. But the middle class
gays, living in their ghettos,
don’t realise thatwhat has been
achieved was achieved by the
left. A dialogue with the miners
would have been impossible
15 years ago.
MA: The old Gay Liberation
Front etc achieved some short

_

term gains, but didn’t achieve
anything in the long term.
We’ve won places to meet,
etc. But this group, LGSM,is
achievinga real interaction with
the workingclass. That’s a long-
term thing. When it comes to
the crunch, the old GLF-types
aren’t interested in a dialogue
with the workingclass.
What response have you had

fromtheminers themselves?
MA:Brilliant.
MJ: Once people meet you as a

person they can accept you as a
person. Despite all the rubbish
from the media, people can see
you’re just like them, you’re not
a stereotype, so their prejudices
melt away.

;

The community in Dulais

valley where we’ve been send-
ing most of the money, have
invited us to stay withthemfor a
weekend. I can’t think of any
better solidaritythanthat.

We've focused on one partic-
ular community because wefelt
that by establishing a real rela-
tionship we could achieve a lot
more than just by issuing a few
pressreleases.

Now the people in Dulais
valley have said they want to
keep in touchafter the strike is
over.
MA:A miner from Dulais came
up in person to get the first
cheque off us, becauseit was the
largest single cheque they’d
received. The thing he said
really stunned me, becausehe’d
obviously really thought about
theproblems we’ve got.
What's been done outside
London? :

MJ: Groupsare being set up in
Glasgow, Edinburgh, Cardiff
and Leeds. We’re offering as
much support as we can. We
don’t thinkwe have the resour-
ces to be a national organisa-
tion. We can help, but we'd
waste our energies trying to
run a nationalorganisation.
MA:Our group’s been a spark,
to say look we’ve doneit, so can

you.

What about Women Against Pit
Closures?

MJ: We went to the Women
Against Pit Closures .demon-
stration quite nervous, not
knowing what to expect. There
was an explosionof clapping and
cheering when we took our
bannerout.It was marvellous.
MA:Now you’ve got women on

picketlines it is changing a lot’
of men’s attitudes towards
women. If it hadn’t been for
Women Against Pit Closures,
the strike would have collapsed
months ago.

What activities have you got
planned?
MJ: In the short term it’s
collecting.
MA: And- we've got a public
meeting. It’s a way of getting
people: into a hall and saying
‘lesbiansand gay menarehere.
Wesupport the miners and here
are our problems...why we’re
supporting the miners and what
yousando for us as well.

The purpose of the public

   
by the state against lesbianand gay com-
which unlike in Britain are often concen-

trated in whole areas of bigcities such as San Francisco — haveorganised to defend themselvesagainst attack.
defence of the Stonewall bar in New York against the

meetingis to bring to the labour
and trade union movementthe
idea that lesbians and gay men
are its allies, not its enemies.
We're not something to be
frightened of or shunted away
into a cupboard. We’re useful
people who’ve done a hell of a
lot of good work.
MJ: We are part of the labour
movement, and most of us are

part of the working class. It
suits the boss class very well to
fuel prejudices and ignorance.
They can use prejudices about
people’s sexuality to divide the
workingclass. _

Take the Sun article. The
background is that Rugby coun-
cil was presented with an equal
opportunities policy worked out
by the unions that included a
clause on sexual orientation,
whichtheyrejected.

A councillormade a statement
that actually went on the offen-
sive against gays and lesbians
employed ‘by the council. It’s
just blatantprejudice.
MA:TheSun’s jumpedontothis
and applauded Rugby Council
— saying they’re giving a lead
to what other councils should
be doing: these queers have
been annoyingusfor years. The
Sun saysthatthe reforms we’ve
won should be taken away —

these people are perverts and
something’s got to be done
aboutit.

But then the day after, the
Sun didn’t appear becauseofar
article attacking the miners. Sc
the day after they were bashing
the queers, they were bashing
the miners. The Sun car
obviously see whatit’s got to de
with us, evenif a lot of lesbian:
and gay men can’t.

Do you think the issue of sexud
liberation can be pushed wy
again on the agenda of th
labour movement?
MA:The left and the labou
movementhas gotto realise the
the working class is made up ©
lesbians and gay men,of blac
people, of old age pensioners
of women, of young people, an
it’s not just white heterosexu:
fifty year old men.
MJ: One of the miners wh
came to an LGSM meeting
couple of weeks ago said th
since the strike their ideas ha
really changed, and that pe
haps now the ‘traditiona

_
labour movement should go 1
black people and lesbians an

gay mento relearn what socia
ism is all about. And we all nee
to fight together,of course.

At the end of the day, I fir
gayliberationincredibly borin;
At the end.of the day I want
see an endto all this fightin
anendto all theselabels.
MA: And the only way we ¢

end thestruggle is if we win.
MJ: And that means workit
class people taking powercolle
tively and overthrowing tl
interests of thecapitalistclass.



 
 

DiethelmLazar, a
reader in West Germany,
reports. He is a member
of the Internationale
Sozialisten Deutsch-
lands
IN LATE April a few comrades
of the National Union of Mine-
workers, from the Sheffield
atea, came to West Germany to
tell trade union activists about
the great miners’ strike against
pit closures.

Spontaneous solidarity activi-
ties were organised. For exam-
ple, in Cologne, at the demon-
stration to celebrate May 1,
after a short speech by one of
the miners, about £500 was

‘collected.
Since August the NUM has

had an authorised representa-
_tive in Wuppertal, near Col-
ogne,in theoffice of the Educa-
‘tion and Finance trade union
GEW. In accord with Arthur
Scargill,thisrepresentative, Joe
Holmes (secretary of the Kent
NUM).has the task of organis-

 
 
  

Support in W.Germany
ing solidarity among trade un-
ionists in West Germany.

A lot of rank and filebodies or
individual members have org-
anised meetings, at which near-
ly £20,000 has been collected,
to be sent to the central miners’
solidarityfund in Sheffield.

The official so-called solidar-
ity has been quite the opposite.
As Socialist Organiser has re-
ported, high-quality West Ger-
man coal is being imported into
Britain withthehelp of unorgan-
ised workers in small private
harbours.

Neither the West German
miners, nor the transport work-
ers or dockers, have been mobi-
lised by their leadership to stop

the export of the coal. The lead-
ership of the Mining and En-
ergy trade union, IG Bergbau
und Energie, has forbidden Joe
Holmesto askfor solidarity from
rank and file members of the
union. To guarantee this, the
leadership has paid DM20,000
— nearly £5,000 — to the min-
ers’ solidarityfund.

Wedo not know whether Joe
Holmesis trying despite this to
make contact with rank andfile
membersoftheunion.

Thesolidarityof the strongest
union, the metalworkers’ union
IG Metall, is similar. Before the
TUC Congress, the leadership
was discussing organising trans-
port of food worth DM100,000

(nearly £25,000). A delegation
was sent to the TUC Congress
to get more detailed informa-
tion.

After the Congress, the only
move from the metalworkers’
leadership was a decision to
open a central solidarity fund.
As in Britain, the main solidar-
ity will therefore come from the
rank andfilemembers.

A campaign has now been
started to get union members
to contribute monthlyan amount
equal to their union dues. Oth-
er groups, incHiding anarcho-
syndicalists, are organising holi-
days for children from striking
miners’ families.

A special kind of so-called
solidarity has been initiated by
the Militant affiliate in the
Young Socialists of the Social
Democratic Party, the Voran
group. In a meeting last week,
they appealed to people to con-
tribute a quarter of their month-
ly income. But who can pay that
today? Aftersome protests, they
appealed for contributions of a
‘day’s income.

This kind of lottery provoked
protests from nearly half the
meeting. Ten or 15 people left
themeetinginprotest.

The Militant tendency is col-
lecting moneyfor twovillagesin
South Wales (Maesteg) and in
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South Yorkshire (Great Hough-
jon). This separate support
could be a danger for solidarity
and for the striking miners as a
whole.

The donations cannot be pro-
perly distributed to the miners’
families in most urgent need if
theyare notcentralised.

Some areas would be better
provided with money and food
than others. Splits could arise
among the miners. That cannot
be our task in organising full
support for theminers.

 

A workers’answer for coal
John Douglas discusses
how the coal industry
needsto be restructured
to save jobs

A SECRET letter leaked to the
Liberal Assembly regarding the
government’s plans for the
nationalised industries reveals
theconcernof the ruling class to
make those industries even
moreprofitablefor capitalism.

Nothing new in this. The
secret agenda of the Thatcher
government dates back to 1978
whenNicholasRidley drew up a
plan later revealed in the pages
of the ‘Economist’ magazine.

And the previous Labour
government’s efforts to make
nationalised industries, like the
National Coal Board, provide a
greater return on investment
were broadlysimilar.

Productivity
Their first concern was to

keep wagestrailingbehind. The
1975/6 NCB Report was enthu-
siastic about the planned Selby
complex, where productivity
would befive times the national
average, but it complained that
thenationalbonus scheme must
bejudgedto havefailed.

The NCB under the Labour
government went for technol-
ogical mining and a new bonus
scheme based on performance
close to the point of production.
This local bonus’ scheme was
imposed on the NUM nationally
by the Labour government in
cahoots with the present Lord
Gormley who was then national
president of theNUM.

  
By offering local bonus deals

to profitable NCB areas (Nott-
inghamshire, for example),
against NUM national policy,
the Labour government set the
precedent for the divide-and-
rule tactics ably developed by
Edwardes at BL and MacGregor
at British Steel in 1980, andathroughby Thatcher in
1984.

The imposition of this bonus
scheme accompanied the rapid
introduction of new technology
in the pits, particularly in the

|

most profitable areas, with pit
closures and redundancies.

The newtechnology wasseen.
as forming “‘animportant part of
the industry’s long-term plans
for increasingefficiency. So was
the introduction of Manpower

. PO OS OSTHTSSSSS COSTSSS STESSSTEOHVHHHOHHHOS OHTTOSAHOSHOHSSOOOS®

Increasing our sales
THE best bit of paper-selling
this last week has been by
student comrades at the Lon-
don School of Economics.

In one hour outside
Holborn tube they sold 29
papers. They report thatsales
increased noticeably when
they started mentioning the
Tony -Benn interview in last
week’sissue.

The Islington SO group
_

has also recently started a
tube station sale at Highbury
Corner. Over the last three
weeks “their sales have
increased from four to 13-
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Sales incinde 3) unt Guage
University, 15 at Km
College London, and 12 2t
Central London Poly, where
an SO student society is being
set up.

Estate sales continue to
increase. Southwark’s estate
sale shifted 43 papers this
week (same as the previous
week); Islington’s 16 (up
from 13), and Manchester
comrades started a new estate
sale, on which they sold 18.

PeverrrriTiiitiitiii

Over the past few weeks
SO has also spread to new
areas. We have new sellers m
Hastings, im Worthing, and in
Salisbury: and the Glasgow
comrades have decided that
they are now too numerous

bh
Savings Schemes and retreat
face working which increased
productivity to 50% per face per
day by 1978.

The NCB presented the new
technology to the as a
means to increase’ productivity
and also to “‘lessen the expos-
ure of men to danger’’. Yes, the
new systems could detect
dangerousbuild-upsof methane
gas or coal dust — but they
could also assist pit mamage-
ment to control more eSecaneh
the wort of the met

If they win the fight over jobs,
then they hope the coal industry
will then be highly profitable
and a plump pigeon for privat-
isation. Behind their determina-
tion lies theknowledgethattheir
investment of £2,815 million
during the last four years will
cause the rate of profit to fall
drastically, if they cannot
increase the rate of exploitation
of theirworkforce by combining

‘Tories and their class.

automated coal extraction with
fewer miners.

And here lies the lesson of
the current struggle for the

This
method of comibing the new
technological means of produc-
tion with a highly exploited
smallerworkforce will provide a
general model for capitalism
which in Britain is suffering
from a general crisis of falling
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Strategy’. Could this be the
reason why the leaderships of
both the TUC and the Labour
Party refuse to endorse the
demands of the NUM for a four
day week now?

_The current fight by the
NUM challengesimplicitly the
right of the state to control the
eoal industry. The NUM, by
demanding the ‘‘elimination of
computer-based work monit-
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 Maxwell’s not welcome!
At a fringe meeting in
Blackpool,John Sutton
(speaking)said that the
anti-union print million-
aire Robert Maxwell (on
platform,right) should
not be in the Labour
Party. Sutton is a
SOGAT membersacked
after 23 years service by
Maxwell when he took
over the Radio Times

  oring” and the “‘expansion of
coal demand through Combined
Heat and Power Schemes,
fluidized bed combustion, sub-
stitution of coal for imported
fuels, liquefaction and use 2s
chemical feed stock”’, caters far
the needs of the mimers and
other working people bat mur
for the need of capi ir 
cleo orwell  
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ttempt to defeat the mummers.

would bereplacedby thespectre
of a confident section of the
workingclass prepared to use &S
power for an advance towards
socialism.

Thatis the logic of the NUM's
current demands. All Labour
Party members and trade umom-
ists should support those
demands as part of 2 first Blow
in thebattle for socialism.
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Hattersley and Kinnock

JB: You’ve said that the min-
ers are near victory

TB: I don’t necessarily say
that the miners are going to
win in a very short time. It
would be foolish to predict.

But if the Government
have an accurate understand-
ing of what is happening,
someone mustbetelling them
that they will not get the
miners back to work on their
terms. They just won”
succeed.

All the indicationsnow are
that they are really desperate.
Leon Brittan’s speech about a
life sentence for minersinvol-
ved in picket offences was a

desperate speech.
I think the expectation

that they will have to use
troops to move the coal from
the pits to the powerstations
is very great. As this goes on,
it becomesclear that they are
really desperate, and there-
fore they are making onelast
throwto break the miners.

But there is no indication
that this is succeeding. Miners
and their families are holding
firm. They are not being beat-
en — the drift back to work,
MacGregor’s letters, the
threat of a ballot which never
came off, and so on,haveall
failed.

 
Although it is a very bitter

dispute, the fact is that the
miners do have the strength
to win — and of course re-

quire. and should have the
100% other
unions.

support of

JB We’ve argued in Socialist
organiser that the miners’
strike could have been won
muchearlier if there had been
more widespread industrial
action from other unions, and
we’ve talked about a general
strike.

You’ve called for indust-
rial action from other unions.
It was reported in the press
that you had called for a
general strike, but you said
afterwards that you hadn’t.

How do yousee that issue
now,after the TUC?
TB: It’s certainly true thatif
the Nottinghamshire miners
had been out throughout,
100%, it would have shorten-
ed the strike. It’s certainly
true that if the support thatis
now promised by the TUC
decision had been given earl-
ier it would have shortened
the strike.

Andit’s certainly true now
that. the more_supportive
action can be given, the
better.

But I thinkyou have to be
careful of sitting on the side-

so SARS

Kent miners collectingfunds in London

Tony Benntalked to John Bloxam and Martin
Thomasabout the miners’ dispute and thecall for a
general strike. The first part of this interview,
covering other issues. was published last week

lines and calling for a general
strike. It is not for people not
directly involved to call for
something, but to support it
when it happens

There is always a danger of
calling for what can’t be deli-
vered, and unnecessarily
exposing a weakness

So although I fully under-
stand why a number of
papers, including Socialist
Organiser, have been calling
for a general strike, and it is
certainly true that the depth
and extent of supportive
action that can be madeavail-
able will contribute to
victory, you’ve got to bear in
mind that these actions have
got to be taken by people
consciously knowing what
they are doing.

But. there is a danger of
complaining too much — and
in particular of suggesting
that if only you could dothis
then everything would be
solved. You have to be
careful.

But supportive action,and
the principle, ‘Do not cross a
picket line’, are very import-
ant to the success of the
dispute.

MT: In a discussion we had
before, you described the
general strike as ‘an industrial
short-cut to socialism’ which
you opposed.

But if you have spreading
industrial action.— trade un-
ionists refusing to cross min-
ers’ picket lines to an ever-

widening extent — that will
have a tendency towards a
general strike, whatever we
call for. General strikes can
indeed happen without any-
body very influential calling
for them — that’s what hap-
pened in France in 1968...

TB: It depends what you
mean by a general strike — a

day of stoppage or a continu-
ing action. The only thing I
would say is: Don’t leap
ahead from the comfort of a
non-striking household into
a position where you’re mak-
ing demands on people which
go beyond what they them-
selves are ready to do and
what would be likely to
succeed.

Don’t cross

I think the principle, ‘Do
not cross a picket line’, if ap-
plied, would have a tremen-
dous effect. Now, under cer-
tain circumstances — and ]}
think this might very well
have happened over sequestr-
ation of the funds of the
South Wales miners — it
seems to me that it would
have been quite appropriate
for the TUC to have made a
call for a one-day strike.

I was chairman of the Lab
our Party in 1972, when the
five dockers were arrested.
The TUC General Council
said to the government. if
you don’t release them there
will be a general strike. As
chairman of the party I put
a similar motion forward. It
was carried unanimously,and
in those specific circumstan-
ces thatis right.

But I think also that you
have to take account of the
strategy of the miners them-
selves. I don’t thinkit is right
for people to develop a
wholly different and parallei

strategy that might not be
effective.

But I’ve also said that this
whole dispute has become a
rather broader struggle. It’s a
revolt, really, not a dispute in
the ordinary sense of an
industrjal argument.

The question, really, is
how far should one step out-
side the strategy that the
NUM executive themselves
have adopted. They’re carry-
ing the heat and burden of
the dayin this dispute
MT: Obviously it’s not pos-
sible for Socialist Organiser to
call a general strike, or even
call for it, in the way that the
TUC or the Labour Party
National Executive could

But we're trying to say
that. if we get the solidarity
action the miners call for,
that could develop into a gen-
eral strike — and we would
like to assist that develop-
ment as muchas we can.

What we’re also saying —

which, I think,relates to the
‘short cut to socialism’ argu-
ment — is that a general strike
is not something that we plot
as a short-cut. It develops
by the logic of the movement
itself — by the increasing
awareness of trade unionists
that they can take action,
that if they do take action it
will have an effect.

It has a logic of its own;
convincing trade unionists
that the government is not as
invincible as it seems, that
demands that previously did
not seem winnable can be
won.

TB: I don’t disagree with
that. You’re now putting a
formulation very much like
my own.

What you’re saying is that
an understanding of whatis
at stake is growing, and that
the no-picket-line-crossingfor
coal and oil is important.
You can see an accumulating
movement:

But it’s important to
recognise that those who are
not directly involved are in a

supportive role, not running a
campaign of their own which
is separate from those in
struggle. That’s very much in
line with what a good social-
ist should believe: that the
change in our circumstances
will come from working
people themselves, and not
from people sitting in editor-
ial offices or MPs’ offices.

You’ve got to provide a

supportive role — and that
support has got to be 100% —

and also an explanatory role,
an analytical role, which is
what you’ve done and I’ve
tried to do.

Asthelevel of understand-
ing grows, and more and
more people are drawn in,
more and more

-
people

respond to what the NUM
wants, then the movement
has a rolling character, as you
described. I’m not sure how
far your formulation and
mine are different, but what I
am saying is that you’ve got
to be careful you don’t sit
somewhere safe and come out
with plans which aren’t neces-
sarily in line with people’s
perceptions or the strategy of
the unions which are actually
involved.

JB. There’s also the propag-
anda role. You referred to
1972. The whole campaign
against the Industrjal Rela-
tions Act did prepare the way
for what happened in 1972.

It happened on twodiffer-

MARTIN
SHAKESHAFT(IFL)
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‘The principle

ent levels. When the five
dockers were jailed, some-
thing like 250,000. or
300,000 workers took action
immediately, and then you
had the response from the
TUC. :

In other words,thecall for
a general strike came from
the bottom first, moving
upwards.

But that could happen be-
cause the idea wasin the air
at the time, it was being dis-
cussed. Thereis a role of pre-
paration and propaganda.

?ont cross @

Supportive
TB: There’s an educational
and an analytical role, but I
also think that it’s very
important when people aren’t
actually involved in the strug-
gle themselves their prime
role is supportive and explan-
atory, not running a separate
type of strategy.

Now if the NUM itself
were to decide that the point
had been reached when it
should issue a call, that would
be a different situation.

But the situation has moy-
ed. The TUC Congress deci--
sion was a very significant
step forward.

The fact that the NUM
4

was not preparedto go to the
General Council and haveits
strategy taken over by them,
but was prepared to make an
appeal to the Congress. and
will make another appeal to
the Labour Party conference
— whereit will get, I think,
even more overwhelming
support — is an indication of
tthe pace and timing of the
struggle. It now goes well
beyond the question

©
of

Cortonwood.
;

It’s a very, very much big-
ger struggle. And that’s why
the blacks, and the gays, and
the Irish, and the women,and
the local authorities are all
being drawn into this cam-
paign. It’s got an impetus and
direction of its own.

MT: But always somebody
hasto say it first. Before the
TUC called for a general
strike in 1972 there had to be
months of papers like ours
agitating for it, raising the
idea. Somebody has to come
first, and it seems to me that
is the role of socialists:

Obviously you’ve got to be
careful about the way you d
it, and not counterpose your
self to the actual struggle.
TB: I’m only saying that
there are different roles to be

  
i



  
perfor..°:. Arinur Scargu
and Peter Heathfield and
Mick McGaheyare represent-
ing the NUM executive. The
strike committees are doing
their work. I’m doing my
work in a supportive role.
‘You’re writing as a socialist
journalist and_giving an
explanation.

I'd also say that if the
principle of not crossing pick-
et lines is applied we'll be in
a muchstronger position that
we are now. So why \jump
ahead of what the NUM has
said, and I’ve been saying: do
not cross a picket line?

 
 

UB: One of the big questions
recently has been picket line
violence. The leadership in
the NUM have taken a veryRethrightand clearposition.

Arthur Scargill has said
hat he will not condemn his
embers on the picket line,

nd he takes, as he described
it, ‘a class position”’.
_ But there is a massive pro-

 
public mind by the media...’

 

 
paganda campaign against the
NUMonthisissue. And it has
been reflected in our own
movement, ineluding in Neil
Kinnock’s speech. at theTUC.
TB: I’ve taken the same view
as the NUMleadership. I’ve
given a press conference every
week in Chesterfield, and I’ve
said that the issue is the viol-
ence of government policy,
the ‘violence of the media,
and the violence released by
the police.

If picket line violence is
raised, you haveto be absolu-
tely clear that the responsibil-
ity rests 100% with the gov-
ernment and their use of the
state apparatus to do violence
to people who are then being
criminalised in the public
mind by the media

But we don’t want to fall
for the Tory argument that
this is a law and order prob-lem. The emphasis has to be
on the other issues, which are
of civil liberties, human
rights, democracy, rights of
trade unionism, rights to full
employment, rights to wel-
fare and so on. You mustn’t
be diverted on/y into the law
and order argument, because
that is only a secondary part
ofit.

On what other people have
said — I’m not naming names
— I don’t thinkwe wantto be

diverted into internal discus-
sion about what other people
in the movement are doing.
The important thing is that
those who support the miners
should be 100% clear in their
presentation of the argument.

I do not want to get diver-
ted from a comment on the
Coal Board and the govern-
ment, and supporting the
miners, into a secondary argu
ment about whatotherpeop-
le should be doing that they
are not doing.

Controlling the police
MT: What conclusions do you
think we should draw from
the dispute in terms of the
policy of a future Labour
governmentonthepolice?
TB. There are enormousles-
sons. The national police
force under the HomeSecre-
tary’s control is wholly unac-
ceptable and has not been
authorisedby Parlia:..cat.

The police chiefs must be
under the control of the local
authorities — properly under
control. I’m not suggesting
that the police committee
decides where to put their
effort in particular operation-
al cases, but there must be
total accountability.

Indeed, I think the argu-
ment for the police author-
ities appointing and being
able to change the local
police chief is unanswerable.

I also think that theelec-
tion of magistrates is very im-
portant. I’ve been pursuing
the question of the appoint-
ment of magistrates.

I wrote to Lord Hailsham,
and hesaid they were appoin-
ted by a committee. I asked
who were the membersof the
committee — ‘we're not
allowed to tell you’, was the
reply, ‘because they don’t
want to be known’.

It’s a sort of medieval
structure, and the magistrates
are being forced into becom-
ing administrators. They’re
imposing punishments,
by the bail conditions, before
the case has been heard.

The other thing, obvious-
ly, is the repeal of the Police
and Criminal Evidence Act.
There should also be an am-
nesty for the miners involved
in the dispute.

The question of the
appointmentand selection of

SIHYWHNHOF

judges should be raised. We
should ljook at a retirement
age for judges and a Parlia-
mentary confirmation of
judges comparable to the Sen-
ate’s confirmation of Sup-
reme Court judges in the Uni-
ted States.

The law andorder aspectsof all this — includingplastic
bullets and water cannon and
sO On — are very important.

Here is a case where exper-ience develops understanding,
and bit bybit as the dispute
goes on you can raise these
matters and theyare seen to
be relevant. If at the begin-
ning of the dispute you jump-
ed too tar ahead. people
would have said. ‘We’re fight-
ing on pit closures, why -are
you raising the magistracy?’
Six -months later people
regard theseissues as directly
relevant.

I have no doubt whatever
that a Labour government
will have to deal, and will
deal, with these matters.

MT: It appears that the pre-
sent police operation has
been planned and built up for
since 1972 — and the build-
up was going on continuously
during the last Labour gov-
ernment.

TB: I have no doubt that it
was.

MT: Doesn’t that make the
case for a much closer, more
extensive system of accounta-
bilityover the police?
TB: Ohyes. I’m not even sure
the Home Secretary is told
very much.

If you take the question of
bugging of telephones, for ex-
ample, successive Home Secr-
etaries have sworn blind in
the House of Commons that
every interception is done by
a warrant. But is totally con-
tradicted by the statement
issued, I think, in February
last year, in an answer to.a
parliamentary question which
revealed the guidelines given
during the last Labour gov-
ernment on the interception
of telephones.

It turns out that any Chief
Constable, or an authorised
officer, can intercept a tele-
phone.It is quite untrue that
the Home Office controls it.

I also think that she
Northern Ireland experience
has fed into the Home Office,
and the appointment of Sir
Kenneth Newman [former
head of the RUC, to com-
mand of the Metropolitan
Police] and various other
things confirm it. In Northern
Ireland they have been practi-
sing for what they intend to
do here.

All this developed under
successive governments.

A Freedom of Information
Act would have a part to play
here. If you knew more about
what was happening, then
you would be able to monitor
more correctly what was go-
ing on when Labour was in
power.

JB. Some police authorities
with Labour majorities have
taken some important steps
during the dispute, thougn
I’ve been disappointed this
hasn’t heen more extensive.

But there are two issues.
There is the cost of the poli-
cing, and there is the whole
tole of the police as basically
to defend property.

I don’t think there is
enough explanation of that

basic role of the police, which
is not somethingnew.

TB: Theissues do go well be-
yond local control. It is afact that the police are there
primarily to uphold the law,
whichis itself related primar-
ily to the protection of pro-
perty and not of labour
rights. 5

Why weren’t the police
there to stop Mr MacGregorsacking 100,000 steelwork-
ers? The right to work —

where werethey? If the peop-
le at Cortonwood had turned
up the day after it had closed,
would you rely on a big
police force to get them into
work?

This is the way the contra-
dictions are presenting them-
selves to people through their
actuallydaily experience.

You can also relate it to
other questions. If this force
of police were devoted to
preventing violence against
women on the streets, or
racist violence against the
black community, then these
problems could be solved.

MT: Doesn’t the experience
make a case for operational
control of the police by elec-
ted authorities?
TB: Operational in the sense
that the guidelines for opera-
tions should be laid down by
the police committees. They
should be able to ask, for
example, what the police call
a subversive and who they
put ontheirrecords.

There must also. be
accountabilityafter an opera-

tion. But clearly you can’t
have a committee determin-
ing that that particular night
you will have a raiding squad
sent in for drugs or whatever.

You can’t have that opera-
tional control, but there must
be full accountability and
responsibility to an elected
body, and the policy of the
police must be determined in
advance. :

JB: Paul Whetton, the secre-
tary of the Notts rank and
file strike committee, writes
a regular diary for Socialist
Organiser, and-recently he
made the point that we can
thank Margaret Thatcher for
creating a ‘situation which
makes for tremendouspoliti-
cal education and people
learning very quickly.

In Ollerton, Notts, they
had 43 new applications for
membership at -their latest
most ot whicn were from
striking miners and their fam-

-ilies. From the National Exe-
cutive of the Labour Party,
how have you seen the Party
relating to the strike?
TB: The National Executive
has come backto thestrike
every month. We’ve sat down

 
and worked out what was the
appropriate resolution at each
stage. On the principle that
we didn’t want to divide the
Executive on the miners’
question, we’ve put forward
as strong a resolution as we
could and gotit carried, cul-
minating ‘in the July decision
to have a joint campaign.

We have to recognise that
there is a majority on the
Labour Party NEC of trade
unionists who have to keep
in step with the policy of
their own unions. That’s
where the TUC Congress will
have madea difference.

~. One issue that has been
“cussed during the miners’

strike is Poland and Solidar-
nosc. With the Polish govern-
ment and the. official trade
unions in Poland sending in
scab coal, and the messages of
support for the miners from
Solidarnosc...

TB: What about Walesa’s
interview where he was re-
ported as attacking Arthur
Scargill and praising Mrs
Thatcher?
MT: That was a_personal
interview. But there has also
been an official statement by
the Solidarnosc miners’ union
supporting the NUM, and a
statement by the central bul-
letin of Solidarnosc condemn-
ing the sending ofthecoal...

TB: I didn’t see the interview
with Walesa, but I understood
he did make a sharp criticism
of Arthur Scargill, and give
warm praise to Mrs Thatcher.

MT: He attacked Arthur Scar-
gill, saying that Arthur Scar-
gill was taking onthe State
and Solidarnosc had never
gone for confrontation with
the State.

But I thinkwe should real-
ise that he said that as an
individual. The relevant
bodies of Solidarnosc have
come out in support of the
NUM, whereas from the
Polish government coal
imports to Britain are now
316% of what they were
before.

TB: Well, thatshouldn’t have
happened. But I: assume that
Solidarnosc in Poland is a
mixed bunch,isn’t it?

MT: A movementof millions
of workersusually is.
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=RevieWm
Gerry Ben-Noah reviews Lenni
Brenner’s books‘Zionismin
the Ageof the Dictators’ and
‘The IronWall’

DENIAL of the holocaust has
becomethestock-in-tradeof the
far right in Europe and the USA,
from Richard ‘Harewood’ ’s
“Did Six MillionReally Die?’’ to
ArthurButz’s ‘‘The Hoax of the
Century”. That pro-Nazis
should seek to excuse their
heroes of one of the greatest
crimes in history can hardly be
surprising.

Whatis remarkable,however,
is the recent emergence of a
“‘left-wing’’version of holocaust
revisionism.

At themost extreme, a French
Trotskyist defends Robert
Faurisson’s right to deny the
existence of gas chambers and
extermination camps. More
often, though, the ‘“‘left’’ revi-
sionists do not deny that the
holocaust happened:_they
merely argue for a redistribu-
tion of responsibility for the
tragedy. They suggest that the
Nazis were not solely to blame
for the disaster that befell the
Jewish people. Zionism, too,
must share theguilt.

Now,in fact, various Zionist
leaders did calculate that anti-
semites would for their own
reasons collaborate with them.
They understood thatthere was.
logical common ground between
Zionism and anti-semitism —

old-fashioned, central-Europe-
an, pre-Nazi Christian anti-
semitism — in thatboth rejected
assimilation.

Zionism was generated by
anti-semitism. Then, once
embarked on their project of
removing the Jews to Palestine,
out of reach of the anti-semites,
the Zionist leaders_made
hard-headed calculations and
assessments of the world they
lived in, seeking to find ways of
realising theirprogramme.

Thus Zionist leaders had dis-
cussions with ministers of the
viciously anti-semitic Tzarist
government, with Von Plehve,
for example.

In the same way the Zionists
have allied in succession with
Turkish. British and then US
imperialism. Brutal realism and
cynicalreal-politik in the service
of their central goal of creating
the Jewish state has always
characterisedthe central leader-
ship of the Zionist movement.It
has led to shameful episodes
and unsavoury contacts.

The realpolitik of the Zionist
leaders — together with a slow-
nessto realise that older strains
of anti-semitism had evolved in-
to the lethal, genocidal Nazi
variant, with which there could
be no accommodation — may
well have helped blunt the
response of European Jews to
Nazism.

Identify
But to go onfrom this tragic

confusion to identify Zionism
and anti-semitism, to place the
moral or political responsibility
— or any share of it — on the
Zionist Jews for Hitler’s holo-
caust of European Jewry — that
“is hysterically and obscenely

stupid.
:Yet that is what the new

revisionism — at its sharpest
when it stops playing with
hollow, abstract logical identifi-
cation between Zionism and
anti-semitism and bases itself
on the historical facts — con
cludes and now proclaims to the
world.

It is important to recognise
that, whilst holocaust revision-
ism is absolutely central to the
ideology of the far right, “left”
revisionismremains — so far —

a marginal and aberrant belief
withinthesocialist movement.

Until now, it has been propa
gated only by scattered articles
in the ‘‘Workers Revolutionary
Party” press, or by quaintly-
titled pamphlets such as Tony
Greenstein’s ‘‘Zionism: Anti-
semitism’s Twin in Jewish
Garg’.

 

  Rewriting

Until now, it has looked like
theworkof cranks.

Until now. Lenni Brenner,
‘4eft’’? revisionism’s newest
recruit is a Jew, whose books
have all the appearance of
serious works of history and are
published (expensively) by
commercial publishers.

Both the books argue, with
apparentauthority,thatZionists
did not fight back against
anti-semitismbecausetheywere
in sympathy with it. According
to Brenner, the Zionists saw
anti-semites as nationalists like
themselves, with a common
objective in the removal of the
Jews from Europe and

a
similar

evaluation of the intrinsic worth
of diasporaJewry.

Where does one begin to
review work like this? The
revisionists of the right have
shown how easy, it is to contest
and even subvért what had
seemed unassailable historical
facts. For, of course, very little
history can survive scepticism
of thiskind, based on the rejec-
tion of any evidence one does
notlike.

theHo 

Now Brennerdoesnot, by and
large, engage in this kind of
revisionism. Brenner’s unique
contribution to historical revi-
sion lies in the sense he makes
of events.

Mostof theeventshe refers to
are real and publicly known.
They have been described
before by pro-Zionist writers,
notably Hannah Arendt in
“Bichmann in Jerusalem’’.
(This is not to say that a sizeable
catalogue of inaccuracies and
contradictions within the
Brenner corpus could not be
assembled — but such an exer-
cise would miss thepoint).

Congruence
Brenner’s ‘“‘theory’’ of Zion-

ist-Nazi congruence rests upon
two sets of phenomena: the
actions of individual collabora-
tors who were Zionists, and the
policies of Zionist organisa-
tions which, for him, were
lackingin anti-Nazi resolution.

With the benefit of hindsight
it is, of course, easy to see that
many Zionists underestimated
theNazis. They thought the new
anti-semitism would be like the

 - =

old; brutal, humiliating and
dangerous for individual Jews.
They could not and did not con-
ceive of theannihilationthatwas
to come. Thus, their strategy
was based on a series of
assumptions about the immed-
iate prospects for Europe’s
Jews which washorriblywrong.

Innerlogic
To move from this tragic

confusion, however, to the
suggestion that they were
unconcerned about the fate of
those Jews is absurd. To argue
that they were therefore in
sympathy with the Nazis is
bizarre.

It would be foolish to deny
that there were Zionists who
collaborated. So, no doubt, did
some Communists, Bundists
and liberals. In the nightmare
world of Nazi Europe many
people did bad things to save
their own lives or those of
people theyloved.

tor Brenner, though, these
individual acts of collabora-
tion are expressions of the inner
logic of Zionism. Individual or

locaust

collective acts of anti-fascist
resistance by Zionists on the
other hand. are dismissed as

merely historical accidents,
exceptions that in some unex-
plained wayprove therule.

It would be trivially easy to
write a similar account of the
‘nnerlogic’of capitalist demo-
cracy, or of Marxism, which
proved to this standard their
affinity with Nazism. Such
accounts havelittle to do with
serioushistory.

Brennerclaims to be opposed
to Jewish, Arab and every other
kind of nationalism.Perhaps he
is so far from nationalismthathe
does not feel the need to avoid
racial slurs, which he sprinkles
throughout his writing. Thus,
the inter-war Palestinian Arab
leadership were not only “‘a
parasitic upper class’”’ but also
*‘classic levantines” (ron Wall
p.57); and the Palestinian Arabs
as a whole had a “‘low level of
culture’’ (ibid p.65). As for the
Jews:

‘*. theold Jewish slums were
notoriously filthy: ‘Two Jews
and one cheese make three

smells’ was an old Polish
proverb. Karl Marx was only
being matter-of-fact when he
remarked that ‘The Jews of
Poland arethe smeariest of all
races’ ’’. (ibidp.11).

For a self-proclaimed social-
ist to repeat anti-semitic Polish
proverbs as matters of fact is
simply incredible. Such remarks
are frequent in Brenner and
range from the paranoid: the
suggestion that rich Jews con-
trol the US Democratic Party
and thus American foreign
policy — to the merely unpleas-
ant — AgudatIsrael demanding”
from the Likud ‘‘their pound of
flesh’’ (p.207) as the price for
parliamentarysupport. ;

There is, then, a curious
ambivalence in Brennet’s
writing. He censures Zionism
for despising Jews and on the
other hand he clearly despises
them himself. Similarly, he
characterises the. Zionist-
Revisionists as near-fascists,
and cites quotes from anti-
revisionist Zionists to estab-
lish this. But he also argues that
the Revisionists were the most
authenticZionists, closest to the
innerlogic of themovement.

Therefore, the opposition of
the Labour Zionists to Revision-
ism, of which good use is made
in proving the latter to be reac-
tionaries, is then dismissed as
either bad faith or false con-
sciousness. Hither Labour’s
disagreements with Jabot-
insky’s followers were entirely
tactical, a contest over who
should control the colonialist
venture — or the left simply did
not appreciate, as Brenner can
appreciate, thattheywere really
just logical Zionist-Revisionists:

For a Marxist, Brenneg places
enormous weight on his own
abilityto criticallyexamine other
‘people’s psyches across the
years. (Thisabilityis not restric-
ted to the minds of Labour
Zionists; Brenner also ‘‘shows’’
that Betar was Fascist by refer-
ence to the mental states of a
hypothetical “average Betari”
(ZAD,p.114).

Psychoanalysis
Wearealso offered a psycho-

analysisof Jabotinsky:
‘*” there was nothing ambig-

uous about Jabotinsky’s oral
fixation...he hated mathematics
and was always undisciplined as

a student: the infallible signs of
oral fixation...He had other
stigmata of the fixation...he
became hopelessly addicted to
detective stories and westerns.”’
(Iron Wall, p.6).

This is the sort of thing that
gets psychoanalysisa bad name.
It reveals, too, that underneath
the glossy covers Brennet’s
work is every bit as crankish as
former attempts to construct a
“‘socialist”’ version of historical
revisionism.

Why, then, has it any credib-
ility? A comment by Isaac
Deutscheroffers a clue:

“The anti-Zionist urged the
Jews to trust their gentile
environment, to help the ‘pro-
gressive forces’ in that environ-
ment...and so hope that those
forces would effectively defend
the Jews against anti-semitism
...The Zionists on theotherhand
dwelt on the deepseated hatred
of non-Jews and urged the Jews
to trust their future to nobody
except their own state. In this
controversy Zionism has scored
a terrible victory, one which it
could neitherwish nor expect.’”’
(The Non-JewishJew, p.91).

Brenner, like most socialists,
wishes that this victory had not
happened. But instead of think-
ing seriously about what kind of
socialist strategy could win the
Jews away from Zionism, he
constructs a fantasy-world in
which the Zionists did wish for
and expect the holocaust, and
in which the most fanatical
Jewish nationalists were, in
reality,ardent anti-semites.

All of this would undoubtedly
be an interesting case-study for
.psychoanalysts. Marxists would
be better off by turning to
Nathan Weinstock’s Zionism:
False Messiah.



  
Arthurand Terry. “a very male world”

  
A male world

BEING perhaps one of the first
females to write a TV review for
this paper I found myself in a bit
of a quandary. Would thearticle
become marginalised, seen to be a
(typical) feminist’s view of gender
politics?

Women on the Left are still
often faced with this circular
reasoning —.the issues are seen to
be ‘women’s issues’ and,like the
tea and sandwiches,left .entirely
to the women. While we need
space to work somethingsout on
our own, gender politics are,patently, everyone’s business.
Unhappily, until most men have
sussed this out it remains up to us
to keep putting it on the agenda.

So here I am, asked to review
Minder. Great! Love the pro-

_
gramme — just as much asI love
Corrie Street and get hooked on
Brookside (how cometheseprogs.
aren’t reviewed more often?
Could it be that despite attempt-
ing to depict working class life
and having a mainly. working

. class audience they are seen to be
silly women’s programmes? No,
surely not).

What makes Minder so
popular? And popular it must be
’cos it’s one of the privileged few
with subtitles. For me it’s initially
the nostalgic (illusion of) realism;
the accents, the overdone jargon,
the London locations, the less
than legit deals done with the
flashy confidence

.
of the,

supposedly,up front City.
And then again there’s the

humour. Dear old Arfur, what
problems he lands poor old Terry
with. We laugh,or is it snigger, as
yet again he earnestly defends
some lost cause, adding that it’s
his money at stake. So used to

.
 Arfur’s ways are we that we
know that Terry’s ‘sensible’ pro-
testations will prove to be correct
and, of course, will.end up with
lovable Terry having to physically
‘mind’his boss.

-Robert WyattHeartening
IT was heartening to read ‘of
Robert Wyatt’s new songs in SO
197. However, your interviewer
assumed that the readership of
SO would automatically know
who Robert Wyattis!

Firstly for your younger
readers; Robert recorded ‘Ship-
building’ — the song about unem-
ployment and the Falklands war
— which was a hit for Elvis Cos-
tello who wrote the. song and
recorded his own version ofit
last year.Secondly, for your older
readers, Robert was the original
drummer of the Soft Machine,

 

 

GlynisPowell reviews

 

‘Minder’ (ITV,Wednes-
days, 9pm)
It’s the inevitability that

makes the characters humorous.
But it’s also double-edged. It’s
the pathos of the loser. Arfur
always loses and Terry always
gets the rough bits. How many
times have you seen a British cop
series where the central figures
alwayslose out? Evenif in Minder
the police are depicted, like the

.

petty criminals, as lovable but
stupid rogues, the message still
seems to be that it doesn’t pay
(literally) to break the law.

But as I said it’s double-
edged. Watching Minder, like
watching Coronation Street is not
just a passive occupation. Think
of all those little snide remarks,
touches of satire, and little vic-
tories over the police, the bigoted
and ‘fate’ in general. They might
not constitute organised socialist
resistance but it’s the strengths
and pleasures of these little oppo-
sitional practices of everydaylife
that provide the real basis for any
social change. This is one of the
reasons for the programme’s
popularity, I think. It gives us
space to enjoy these practices and
in seeing them on the screen kind
of legitimises them for us.

I don’t suppose the producers
think of it in that way, but
they’re clever enough to know
whatwill bring quite a few laughs
from their audience.

Take this week’s episode, a
particularly juicy one for my
purposes, all about the discovery
and ‘come-uppance’ of a multiple
bigamist. Of course decent Terry
and Arfur are suitably shocked at
‘Confidence’ Cosgrove’s caddish
secret. Terry is rightly indignant
at the shit the deception has put
the women with children in.

Besides if it weren’t seen as
slightly unnatural, there’d be no
pleasure in the fantasy, would.
there? :

Again the double-edge. From
the very beginningwe’re given the
‘pleasure’ of seeing Cosgrove as
the desired lover of a number of
women who hehasalso set up as
managers of his business (what
was that about. women as
exchange values?) On the other -

hand a moralstricture is hinted at
as we see these very same women
as harassed and_over-worked.

Later,.asour heroes are trying
to help Casanova to lay low fora
bit he’s taken to a health club. He
protests thathe’s not comfortable
out of the company of women,
“it ain’t natural” to be in a totally
male environmenthesays. Ho ho,
says the viewer, that’s a bit OTT,
us lads down the gym are improv-
ingour masculinity.

At this point the writers risk
losing the sympathy of these new
fit bodies by indulging in a bitof
homophobia. On his very first
visit Cosgrove is approached by a

gay bloke in the sauna, horror of
horrors! Beyond the cheap giggle
the implications are clear. If once
you stray from the constant
expression of virile heterosexual-
ity this ‘unmanly’fatelies in store
for you. The ‘unnaturalness’ of
the bigamist is transformed into
the ‘norm’ in the face of ‘un-
natural’ homosexuality.

But Minder’s world is a very
male world. Usually very few
women even appear, Daley’s wife
is present only in the awesome
phrase, “her indoors”. A touch of
realism here perhaps? As a woman
mypublic life seems to be domin-
ated by having to take men
seriously. Are men’s daily lives so
absent of women?

In this episode the fantasy/
Les Dawson factor (voracious sex,
dominating wife, etc) is.set up at
one end by thetitle, ‘““A number
of old wives’ tales” and rounded

 

who brought the poly-rhythmsot
60s jazz to the experimental
‘underground music’ (as it was
then called) of the late 60s.

Robert’s

|
drumming was

matched only byhis singing style.
I used to think some of the Soft
Machitte’s material a bit twee, a
sort of ‘subyrban ‘Sittingbourne
Sound’. But “no-one could deny
their musicality.

I read somewhere of an obser-
vation by Robert that the poten-
tial ef drum kits hasreally still to
be explored. The. fact that the
modern drum kit is a somewhat
recent invention in musical his-

tory, and demands the use of
four limbs, would seem to indi--
cate that there are some remark-
able rhythmic permutations
around,still to be discovered.

This serious attitude to the
gentle craft of drumming has been
carried over by Robert into his
songmaking (Robert lost the use
of his lower limbs a number of
years ago after an accident at a
party). Try and hear his versions
of the Red Flag and Guantana-
mera. I’d love to hear him do a
version of the Internationale

.. .

Comradely greetings,
JOHN DOUGLAS

off by the last scene:all the five
wives are brought together in the
police station. Instead of round-
ing on the man they are made to
enact a stereotypically bitchy
scene and then run down the
street, seaside postcard fashion,
after their husband. “‘Hell hath no
fury like a woman scorned” and
this seems to be the only repri-
mand meted out. :

Minder might haveriditself of
its racist, anti-semitic ‘jokes’ but
it certainly hasn’t questioned it’s
teliance on these boringly tradi-
tional cliches of the Benny Hill
type. ;

But that’s obviously still what
the audience want, isn’t it? A bit
of fantasy in a realistic arena, an
easy giggle and a bit of pathos and
common sense values. A bit like
a soap opera, really, that much
maligned form!

Look at the adverts they show
in the breaks. Two about building
material suppliers, one about an
exciting new magazine ‘Car’ and
one about buying your council
house. All concerns designated to
the male.

Lookat the opening sequence.
We’re not only given clues as to
Daley’s trade, but more import-
antly we’re shown, via alterna-
ting shots of the two characters’
faces, just exactly what kind of
relationship they have. It’s all
really quite sentimental buddy
stuff and that’s why we love ’em,
just like Bet, Marie and our Barry.

The advantage the ‘feminine’
soap opera has over_the
‘masculine’ soap is that by openly
privileging the domestic and the
emotional it sometimes explores
and confronts teal social
problems. I think the average
male viewer could cope with a bit
of revolutionary display of emo-
tional interdependence between
men. Or -perhaps they’re waiting
for the revolution to do it for
them.
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From
LeftPress

Keynesto.
e

Sandinistas
By Martin Thomas

LAST week’s Socialist Action
carried a strange article by
John Ross. In form it was an
argument against Keynsian
reformism, as proposed by
Roy Hattersley in particular.
In substance it was an

, attempt to define the econ-
omic policies of the Sandin-

‘ista government in Nicaragua
as socialist.

:

In my view it completely
misrepresents the issues and
ends up confusing socialism
with state capitalist measures.

Ross’s argument runs as
sollows. Keynesians and
socialists can agree on the
first step in an economic
policy to tackle the crisis:
increase demand for consum-
er goods by more state spend-
ing and/or by redistribution
of income.

Where they differ is on the
way to increase demand for
investment goods. The prob-
lem is that this demand
depends onhigh profits.

A socialist policy gets
round the problem by govern-
ment intervention to raise
fixed investment, profitable
or not.

“There is of course a way
out of this situation. If the
capitalists refuse to invest in
the way that is needed then
the decision is simply taken
out of their hands. If this is
done then the ‘reflation’ of
the economy can becarried
through on an ongoing long
term basis.

Put in its simplest terms,
and reduced to pure econom-
ics, that is exactly what the
Bolsheviks in Russia did,
Castro in Cuba did, and the
FSLN is doing in Nicaragua.
All simply refused blackmail
from capital. They passed
simple laws. Firms or capital-
ists which complied with the
needs of the economy in
increasing investment, out-
put, particular needs of pro-
duction and so on wereleft
owning their companies.
Those that did not had the
decision taken out of their
hands -—

_
through being

nationalised.” :

Intervention
But a Keynesian policy,

says Ross, rejects such inter-
vention. And so disaster.

“Increasing demand for
consumer goods, increasing
public spending and so on
will (where there are unused
resources in the economy)
produce a short term increase
in output. But any sustained
increase in output requires
new investment — and the
need for that new investment
increases the nearer the econ-
omy approaches full employ-
ment and the limits of its
existing productive capacity.

“If the investment does
not take place then theresult
is raging inflation -. as more
and more money is pumped
into the economy but the
number of goods andservices
being produced does not
increase (because investment
and productive capacity is
not increasing).

“This situationof rising
or even uncontrollable, infla
tion is in practice the out
come of every reformis
Keynesian experiment — a
Allende found out in Chil
and Mitterrand found out 2
France.”

Now,for astart, the caus
of inflation in Chile am
France was not full employ
ment of all theexisting pre
ductive capacity!

Ross’s economic analysis i
completely garbled. He get
just about everything wrong
it would take far too long t
disentangle it all.

His description of the diff
erentpolicies is also garblec

He even gets Keyne
wrong. Keynes himself pre
posed “a somewhat compre
hensive socialisation of inves!
ment” — and thus, in Ross
scheme, should be placed o
the socialist side of the socia!
ist/Keynesiandivide!

Management
The best sense that can b

made of Ross’s article is tha
he has reduced Keynesianiss
to a particularly crude an
limited form of demand maz
agement. Heis therefore abl
to identify socialism wit
bolder state-capitalist form
of economic managemem
andstill believe he is drawiz
a clear line between socialis:
and Keynesianism.

Noneof this should dim
ish our solidarity with t&
Sandinistas agairist the threa
and bullying of the US. Suc
solidarity need not, a
indeed cannot, depend oa
defining the Sandinis:
governmentassocialist.

That the Bolsheviks di
not nationalise industry unt
1918 is not very relevan
power was held by worker
councils, not of a radic
nationalist guerrilla mow
ment.

Misplaced enthusiasm hi:
driven Ross to a positic
from. whichit is impossible
distinguish socialism fro:
radical state capitalism.

Socialism is not abot
getting the existing state 1
force capitalists to invest «
be nationalised,or even aboi
radically democratising tt
existing state. It is abon
razing the existing capitali
state to the ground ar
replacing it with new instit
tions of workers’ democrac
— and these new institutioz
taking control over ti
planning and organising «
the economy andsociety.

The existing state is the:
to be used against the labor

.
movement — as the action ¢
the police and the courts no
have shown — and they wi
resist with force any serion
threat to the ruling clas

The Labour Party’s con
mitment to nationalisatic
has to be defended agaim
Hattersley’s revisions.
expresses ‘the labour mow
ment’s commitment to cham
ing society. But it is
confused commitment and i
limitations need to be reco
nised.
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 -   USS Ranger in manoeuvres offNicaragua

STOP REAGAN

 lhierntint——_—___

Ill on the dole
Les Hearn looks at somerecent findingsaboutclass

we |;i

DEFEND NICARAGUA!
Daniel Ortega, a leader of
Nicaragua’s Sandinista
government, has accused the
US of planning to invade
Nicaragua on October 15.

US officials denied the
charge, made in a speech at
the United Nations, and the
Sandinistas themselves have
previously reckoned that the
main danger of an invasion
would come after the US
presidential elections in
November.

However, the USis under-
taking major joint exercises
with the Honduran army.

The US has hadits bluff
called by the Sandinistas’
decision to press ahead with
elections on November 4 and
to sign the ‘Contadora’ treaty
without reservations.

The conservative ‘Demo-
cratic Coordination’ in Nicar-
agua is still threatening to
boycott the November4 elec- 
Mubarak:

RIOTS against food price
increases rocked the Egyptian
state at the weekend. Attempts
to increase the prices of basic
foodstuffs — which are very
heavilysubsidised— sparkedoff
fierce resistance, especially in
thetown of Kafr ad-Dawarin the
Delta.

The government recently
introduced a new two piastre
price for bread, known as
*baladi’ bread, which is brought
from state bakeries, apparently
as a first step to raising the price
of all such bread from the 1
piestre it has been for many
wears. (A piastre is worth about
" The new round of2 penny
Serezses raised the price of
gir foadis such 2s butter and

Te 2cImmwurt 2

ome > axe _EEL

By Martin Thomas
tions, demanding  postpone-
ment and a longer pre-elec-
tion, period. But the ‘Demo-
cratic Coordination’ has lost
credibility by its previous
insistence that it would not
participate in elections unless
the Sandinistas opened talks
with the US-backed counter-
revolutionary guerrillas, and
six other opposition parties
are contesting the election.

The US’s campaign against
the Nicaraguan revolution has
been justified by claims that
the Sandinista regime is
undemocratic and — along
with Cuba and the USSR —

is backing ‘terrorism’ else-
where in Central America,i.e.
the armedstruggle against the
bloodstained regime in El
Salvador (a regime which the
US finds quite democratic

The Sandinistas’ signature
on the Contadora pact, and
their insistence on holding
elections before the US presi-
dential poll, are intended to
undermine the US’s propa-
ganda position. And they
have succeeded to the extent
that the US, having previous-
ly supported the Contadora
pact, is now_suddenly
demandingamendmentstoit.

The problem is that the
pact embodies the reformist
solution for Central America
proposed by the EEC coun-
tries and Mexico.

Drawn up by the govern-
ments of Mexico, Colombia,
Venezuela, and Panama, the
Contadora treaty requires the
Nicaraguan government to
join with the government of
El Salvador, and__other

port to persons, organisations
or groups which seek to de-
stabilise the governments of
Central America” and expell-
ing all foreign military per-
sonnel.

Implementation of the
treaty would mean the
Sandinistas renouncing all
active support to the. Salva-
dorean resistance. The Salva-
dorean resistance has already
moved its headquarters from
Nicaragua to Mexico.

The Sandinistas’ calcula-
tion, probably, is that they
can safely promise such
renunciation because the Sal-
vadorean regime will never
implement the clause of the
treaty requiring them to
expel US personnel.

But to make the struggle
in El Salvador a pawn in

 

Central American regimes, in diplomatic bargaining can

enough!) renouncing “any military sup-_only weakenit.

R10t force

1977 led to nationwide rioting headaches.

_
Food

_
subsidiesBy Clive Bradley

workers in Kafr ad-Dawar
which was supplemented by
riots. Three people were killed
and many injured when the
armywas sent in to put down the
rioters. Forty people — accord-
ing to official figures — were
arrested.

President Mubarak immed-
iately ordered that the increases
be withdrawn and that other
subsidised price levels be
frozen. It is possible that the
level of resistance was much
greater than has been reported
in the press ingorder to force
such an instant climbdown by
the government; but it is also
likely that any sign of mass
opposition would terrify the
grwermmemt — the afiempt 1

Ee: Ti auinsaibes 1 an

and a major crisis that forced
ex-President Sadat to back down
very ignominiously. The mem-

ory of 1977 is very live to Presi-
dent Mubarak now.

Kafr ad-Dawar, near Alexan-
dria, has a long history of mili-
tancy. The textile factory
there (although. the press
reports here do not specify it,
thestrikingworkers were almost
certainly at the textilefactory)is
the oldest in Egypt, dating back
to the 1920s. One of the first
actions of the Nasser regime in
1952 wasto crush an occupation
there and execute the strikers’
leaders. There was a big strike
there in the 1970s.

The inabilityof the Egyptian
regime. whichis heavily in debt.
to lower its subsidies on basic
ids. Ss ame af Es mar

accountfor 15 per cent of budget
outlays, and their impact is
worsened bythefact that Egypt
imports more than half its food,
and is one of the world’s largest
importers of wheat. The regime
is under pressure from both
domestic capitalists and bodies
like the International Monetary
Fund to do away with the sut
sidy system.

In January 1977 they proved
utterly unable to do so; and the
event last weekend showthat
popular resistance to any
attempt to do sois still far too
strong. For the mass of the
Egyptian people, even an
increase in the price of bread to
2 piastres pushes them towards
starvation levels. They have
shown their determination to

 

ScienceTT

 

and health.
 

BACKin the 19th and early 20th
centuries, whole generations of
working class children had their
growth stunted by malnutrition
and poverty. This only started
to bother the ruling class when
they found that some 40% of

Warswereunfit.
Things were not much better

when the Great War arrived.
The average height of the Al
(h -1'thiest) recruits was only
five feet, six inches, while there
were brigades made up of
bantamweights (men of less
thanfive feet in height).

Average
Medical circles tried to

encourage better nutrition by
recommending healthy diets,
but these were out of the reach
of many workers, let alone the
unemployed, whose numbers
were above two million almost
continually between the two
world wars.

Things changed with ration-
ing and then with the Welfare
State and the post-war genera-
tions have in general been well-
nourished. Average male height
is nowfive feet nine inches (for
all males, not just the Al army
recruit).

But nowthepicture is chang-
ing. The return of mass unem-
ployment, coupled with the
attacks on the Welfare State,
has resulted in the fact that two
year old children of the unem-
ployed are significantly shorter
than the children of working
parents.

This malnutrition starts in the
womb. The Maternity Alliance
reported in June that pregnant

THEDalkon Shield intra-uterine
device (IUD) is notorious for
naving caused thousands of
cases of pelvic inflammatory
disease which have led to spon-
taneous abortions and infertility.

The US drug company, A.H.
Rots, which manufactured it,
is now being sued by about
10,000 womenandit has already
paid out $200 million in damages
to 7,000 of these.

Many IUDs seem to. cause
infections of the normally
bacteria-freewomb by meansof
a “‘tail’’ that protrudes through
the neck of the womb. This
allows bacteria to enter the
wombfrom the vagina, much as
a piece of string will soak up
liquid.

 
Such infections can damage

\ 

volunteers to fight in the Boer

Become a supporter of the Socialist
Organiser Alliance —- groupsare.establi-
shed in most large towns. We ask £1.50 a

month minimum (20p unwaged) contri-
, ution from supporters.

| want to become a Socta:.
: iser supporter/ | want more 1.orm-

"ation.

Send to Socialist Organiser, 28
Middle Lane, London N8 8PL.

women on Supplementary Bene-
fit or low incomes could not
afford an adequate diet. One
Hackneywoman on Supplemen-
tary Benefit would have £3.23
left to cover all other expenses,
except rent, including feeding
her five year old daughter, if
she ate the diet recommended
for thepregnant.

The nutritional value and
varietyof the diets of mothers in
Hackney was found to be
inferior to that of mothers in
Hampstead and whereas only
one in six Hampstead babies
were under three kilogrammes
at birth, one in two Hackney
babieswere.

Deaths of babies around the
time of birthare nearly twice as
high for the unskilled section of
the working class as for the
professionalclass. ;

Other effects of unemploy-
ment and poverty are found in
the rise of .diseases of dirt
(such as dysentery and food
poisoning).

Children
A Glasgow study has found

that children living in deprived
areas are up to 100 times more
likely to suffer illnesses requir-
ing hospital treatment.

Finally, a government study
has found a 20%higher rate of
deathamongst unemployed men_
and the wives of unemployed
men. Thisis on top of the higher

‘death rate of working class
people. Suicide rates of unem-
ployed men weretwice those of
employed men.

Unemployment is causing
disease and death from the
unborn to theadult.

~ TUD danger
the Fallopian tubes or ovaries
resulting in infertility.

It would be interesting for the
papers detailing Robins’ own
medical studies on the Dalkon
Shield to be available to the
courts to see if they suspected
that their highly profitable pro-
duct could have suchaneffect.

Unfortunately, such papers
have been ‘“‘accidentally’’ des-
troyed, by thewife of one of the
company’s lawyers who was
“‘spring-cleaning’’.

A.H. Robins are_terribly
sorry, no doubt!

Incidentally, many * thous
ands of womenin Britain ma:
still be wearing Dalkon Shiel<
IUDs, unaware and uninformed
of therisks.

mie
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Workersshut
down theSun

THE Sun has been putout of
business by print unions. The
dirtiest gutter rag in Fleet
Street has not been printed
for three days — since last
Saturday.

The print unions took
industrial action to stop a

front-page article attacking
striking miners as ‘the scum
of the earth’.

Once before, workers at
the Sun refused to print a

particularly contrived front-
page photograph of Scargill.
This time they have gone
one better and halted produc-
tion of the whole paper.
Goodfor them!

This is precisely what is
needed. The bosses squeal
endlessly about the freedom
of the press, the right to free
speech and so on. And there
should be freedom of the
press, and free speech is a

right that the labour move-
ment should defend to the
death. But to suggest that
the Sun, pumping out vile
propaganda against the
miners is press freedom, or

free speech, is hypocritical
rubbish.

Now,in capitalist society,
the freedom of the press
means the freedom of the
press barons to say what they
want, regardless of the truth,
regardless ofits effects on the
lives of ordinary people. It is
the freedom to use their
money and power: against
the interests of the working
class.

The popular press has been
conducting a vile propaganda
war against the miners for the
last six months.

For print unions to take
action against the disgusting
lies the press barons want to
force downourthroatsis pro-
foundly democratic.

‘this is
People who rant on that

totalitarianism,
infringement of democratic
liberties, talk as if a news-
paper editor automatically
printed everything he was
given.

Of course, in fact, what
they decide to publish is
highly selected, according to
what effect they want to
achieve.

Print’ workers refusing to
print are not challenging the
right to free speech — they
are challenging the right of
self-opinionated, money-
wielding professional scabs to
decide. They have every right
to do so.

In fact, the workers in the
news industry, by any mean-
ingful standards of demo-
cracy, have more right to
decide what goes into a news-
paper than the press barons
do.

The press barons have the
power they have purely and
simply because of their
wealth, Money gives them the
right to decide whoedits the

_paper, what editorial policy
will be, and who will be
sacked for breaking it. No
one elects them. They buy
their freedom.It is a travesty
of democracy.

Print unions should step in
more often. The Sun every
day produces offensive filth.
It is always offensive to
women and has a deliberate
policy to daily degrade them
by printing pin-ups for its
male readers.

Last Friday it had a dis-
gusting editorial calling for
the sacking of gay workers,
denouncing them as ‘per-
verts’.

The print unions should
put a halt to this sort of anti-
workingclass filthas well.

 RAILSTRIKE
ON OCTOBER 9

By Rob Dawber

The National Executives of
the rail unions NUR and
ASLEF have finally decided
to put into practice their
oft-repeated promises that
they will call action in sup-
port of members suffering
harassment by management.

They havecalled a one-day
strike on October 9 in Shef-
fieldand Donec:“ter.

For nearly seven months
now, tailworkers carrying out
union instructions not to
handle coal, coke, or oil have
been locked out. They have
had tax rebates lopped by
management defining them as
‘on strike’. They have faced
abuse, threats of sacking,and
so on.

The conflict has been
sharpest at Shirebrook depot,
on the border between the
Nottinghamshire and Derby-

shire coalfields, and among
siganimen around Worksop.

These workers have block-
ed traffic to Cottam and West
Burton powerstations.

What has most angered
railworkers has been the dis-
criminatory nature of the
harassment. Some areas have

_

been left alone, while others
_

which might be used to break

the NUM strike have suffered
badly.

Also, the few staff who are

prepared to handle coal at
Shirebrook are being used to
tear up all agreements and
working diagrams, and throw
out the Conditions of Service,
and. get as much coal out as

possible.
Those signalmen prepared

to signal coal trains have been
given preferential treatment,
overtime and so on.

Railway police make their
presence felt by regular visits
to individual signalmen.

On July 26 the rail unions
met management. Atfirst BR
said they would end their
discrimination and  harass-
ment, but next day they went
back to it. The unions did no-

thing.
This weakness was seized

on by management to
increase the pressure.

Now,finally,we have been
instructed to strike for 24
hours on October 9 in the
Sheffield and Doncaster
areas. &.

This has ‘resulted from
rank and file pressure and,
frustration.

If this action does not do
the trick, then weWill have
to press for more extended
action.

 
ANDREW

MOORE 
What is DemocracyForLondon?

It is the joint GLC and Inner
London Education Authority
unions (excluding the teachers
who have their own campaign)
campaign against abolition of
the GLC. This is the first time
that the 16 unions have ever
come togetherin any campaign.
Howdid thiscome about?

Primarily as a result of the
Tory election manifesto which
put forward the proposition that
the GLC and ILEA should be
abolished. The response from
officials of the Witley Council
(white collar negotiating body)
and the TUJWC had a meeting
which decided that a joint cam-

paign would be appropriate
encompassing all 16 unions.
The DemocracyFor London was

born.

So rightfrom the start it was an

official trade union body?
It was officiallysponsored but

it has no negotiating rights or

any official position with this
authority.
What has been your relations
withtheofficialGLCcampaign?

We haven’t had much to do
with the campaign. Our contri-
bution has been_principled
rather than active. It is in the
second phase that the trade
union involvement will be far
greater because it deals with
jobs and services. :

What do you think of the GLC
campaign?

It has beenvery effective from
a propaganda point of view.

‘Above: Tory minister Patrick
Jenkin. Below: Sheffield council
leader David Blunkett.

  PichieeenA3hJim Fitzpatrick, an FBU
memberandsecretary of
‘Democracy for London’,
spoke to Mick O’Sullivan.SievatsNees
They have transformed public
opinion in London from one of
apathy to active support and
have justified the existence of
the GLc and successfully
exposed the Tories’ undemo- *

cratic proposals.
What has been your relations
with the Labour Groups in Lon-
don?

The contact with the Labour
groups has been difficult and
even competitive in thatwe have
not been able to establish a

rapport. But this can be
explained to a certain extent
becausethecampaign so far has
been centred around the demo-
cracy question rather thanjusti-
fying staffing levels and where
the unions must have direct
accessto theGLC campaign.
You have been in existence for
15 months. Do you have an

overallstrategy?
Yes. Initially we organised

mass shop stewards meetings
whichbuilt for the day of action
on January 26. This was done in
conjunction with the Save ILEA
Campaign and was highly
successful. Subsequent to our
initiative the TUC called demo-
cracy week and democracy day
which we supported with quali-
fied success.

After this we entered into
discussions with officials from
the local government committee

AT THEexpense of its own
workforce, Sheffield City
Council is trying to dodge the
issue of rate-capping.

Workers in Sheffield City
Council housing department
are still on strike over the
City Council’s proposed new
technology agreement, ‘Re-
sponding to Change’.

The document destroys
existing agreements, and was

implemented unilaterally by
the council, without negotia-
tion with NALGO. Workers
in the housing department
refused to implement the pro-
visions of the document.

They were suspended, and
their colleagues voted over-
whelmingly for supportive
action.

As the strike enters its
fourth week, support within
the housing department re-
mains solid, with weil-attend-
ed meetings of the strikers.

Staff in other departments

sion, and already some have

Londons

face similar threats of suspen--
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Unions unite
of the’ South East Region
TUC and the Greater. London
Association of Trades Councils
in an attempt to plan a campaign
and avoid any similar disrup-
tion. We worked out a briefing
pack for stewards and activists
about abolition and_rate
capping. There were a number
of conferences to launch the
pack within the movement and
several other events which were
all building for a day’s strike in
late autumn.

How did this joint approach
work out?

Very simply, .SERTUC
proposals became compromised
by the TUC decision to call a
nationalrally against the attacks
in local government timed to
take place in the spring of 1985
as their sole effort when we

expected a muchearlierfocus.

Howwillthecampaign be won?
Wecannot guarantee victory.

Whatwecan prepare is an effec-
tive fight and the way we envis-
age that can be organised is
throughour policy of developing
shop stewards committees in
each department and in each
geographical area throughout
London.

These committees willprovide
the vehicle for the rank andfile
to have direct access to the cam-

paign andfully participate in its
tacticsand strategy.

These joint shop stewards
committees will provide a base
in the community to build the
alliancebetweentheusersofour
services and. the workers who
provide them.

 

By MichaelMorris
 

voted to take action it work-
ers are actually suspended.
The Sheffield branch of
NALGOhasvoted for escala-
tion of the dispute through
non-cooperation with coun-
cillors, a work-to-ule, and
selective strike action by key
groups of workers within the
authority.

It is likely that more sus-

pensionswill follow, as work-
ers refuse to cover for their
striking colleagues. So far,
councillors
of municipal socialism’ have
refused to negotiate in any
meaningful way.

Instead, they have made
irrelevant statements, and
fully supported the vindictive
style of management pursued
in the housing department.

Manchester branch of
NALGO,in

a
letter of solidar-

ity, stated that. “Mr Gridley’s
time as an assistant director
of housing in Manchester was

on ‘the pinnacle

 Se uUCcC—T———
Hold

councils
to their
word

By Michael O’Sullivan.
UCATT steward, Harin-
gey DLO.

IT HAD proved impossible in
five -years of Tory attacks to
bring the local authority
unions together. But now, in
a matter of weeks of the
announcement of the govern
menthit list for rate-capping
Londonlocal authoritytrade
unionists have come togethe:
in a ‘combine committee’ te
defend jobs andservices.

It is called the Londos
Bridge, because it links nortt
and south of the Thames.

In existence just over :

month it doesn’t yet repres
ent all London boroughs, bu
only the majority who are %
be rate-capped along wit
three non-rate cappe
boroughs. However, in loc:
authority terms, the comm
tee is a unique achievement.

Those involved are conf
dent that internal problems -

which mainly come froz
stewards bringing inter-unie
problems fo the table — c2

be overcome. Webelieve th
committee will embrace 2

32 London boroughs in ti
not too distant future.

Onestriking feature of #
new start is the ‘realism’
‘the stewards. There is gemer
recognition that there is 2 ri
between the stewards and #
shop floorand that it must ‘
overcome if the membersh
are to be organis.to figl

Unions and Labour
And, just like the mine

strike, the relation betwe
the trade unions and ¢t
Labour Parties has come
the fore, which is not surps
ing, given the central 1
Labour councils will play
this fight.

London Bridge willneit!
kow-tow to the councils x

simplistically write them «
as a bad investment. C
starting point is the fight
keep the rate-capped counc
to their pledge not to com;
withgovernmentdirectives.

Sheffieldvs NALGC
a period of unparalleled
moil in industrial relat»
An unminuted clause of
housing strike return-to-¥
agreement was that Mr G
ley was given an ultima
to seek alternative emp
ment’’.

The National Executiv
NALGOhaspointed out t
read in conjunction with
City Council’s industrial |

tions framework, “Resp
ing to Change’ amounts
virtual no-strike agreemen

Indeed, council le
David Blunkett has stil
respond to the questioz
why the documentis so

portant, and why he ane
colleagues on the La
group are more willing
jeopardise any real inv
ment by council worker
fighting rate-capping by|
high-handedattitude.

It looks as if ground |
ready being laid for a cl
down on

a
greaterscale

Liverpool.



A miner speaks
(0 

Paul Whetton, as delegate from
Newark CLP, moved composite
66, condemning police violence in
the miners’ dispute, at Labour
Party conference.

“I bring fraternal greetings from
the police state of Nottingham-
shire. We are very privileged to
move this resolution, because I
am a miner, a Notts miner, I
hasten to add a striking Notts
muner.

I’m one of the thousands of
Notts miners that came out on
March 12 and have lived in a
police state every day since.
And when people talk to me
about violence, if you want to
know about violence ask a Notts
miner who has lived for seven
months in a police state. We can
tell you aboutviolence.We didn’t
read it in the newspapers, we
didn’t see it on the television, we
werepart ofit.

And don’t let the BBC fool
you by switching round the pic-
tures to show pickets going in
first and then policemen charging
them — it was the other way
round,

And if you wantto see it in
the flesh, get your bodies up intoNottinghamshire and let’s see
where your solidaritylies.

Those people who condemn
miners for violence — they want
to realise what they are doing.

They are condemning the finest
class fighters this movement has
seen for many a year. All they
are appealing to, all they are
fawning to, is scabs, blacklegs
and strike-breakers. That’s who
they are appealing to.

If you want to back us, show
this by firm commitment — the
resolution has that firm com-
mitment, “This conference con-
demns the police violence used
against the miners”.

That is clear, unequivocal,
out-and-out commitment to the
miners, not walking. past the
bucket, dropping a fiver in and
saying ‘we like the miners’.

Let’s have it on the record.
Let’s see your hands in the air.
Let’s see what support there is.

I can understand that some
people are worried about the
last clause “enact legislation to
make the police play no part in
industrial disputes”, We accept
that normal policing must be
carried out. We do not accept
that the police can be used as an
escort agency for scabs and
blacklegs.

I would ask, Mr Chairman,
don’t let this be remitted: don’t
send me back to Nottinghamshire
without a firm cast-iron commit-
ment — because if you do, I might
as well not have comein thefirst
place.

And more importantly, if you
don’t give me that Commitment,
I might as well not bother going
back. I want a firm commitment
from you, a real commitment, not
just to the miners, because this
isn’t just about the miners, it’s
about what the police are going
to do to you when Maggie
Thatcher comes for your job.

We aren’t just talking about
the miners, we’re talking about
every industrial dispute.

We don’t accept the violence I
can tell you — = amembers

dr ol e street;oanto the floor in broad
daylight; school kids — we had
one school kid of 15 who objec-
ted to seeing his dad arrested for
the third time. The police arrested
 

Unionsvs.police
Newark CLP resolution, com-
posite 66.
 

~This conference is deeply con-
cerned and deplores the police
state tactics and involvement of
the courts to assist employers to
break industrial disputes. It
particularly regards the increasing
use of a national police force, the
Public Order Act, and restrictions
on the freedom of movementas
part of the growing attack on
democratic rights in this country.

“This conference condemns
the police violence used against
the miners. It regards the use of
riot gear, mounted baton charges,
combined with activities such as

eye one cee Ge es es ee eees

Join the LabourParty.
Write to: The Labour
Party, 150 Walworth
Road, London SE17
1T. '
Subscription is £7 per
year, £2 unwaged, SOp 4OAPs. J

photographing_individuals pulled
from the picket lines. stopping
miners lawfully travelling from
different parts of the country,
and other tactics, as methods
used in police and military dic-
tatorships, which cannot be toler-
ated and which graphically illu-
strate that the police are being
used as an arm of the aggressive
anti-union Tory government.

“Conference fully supports
trade unions drawn into con-
frontation with the police
through the actions of this
government, believing that the
right to protest, picket, assemble
and organise in trade unionsare
fundamental rights

“Conference calls on the next
Labour governmentto:

a) disband the Special Patrol
Groups and specialised police
groups;

b) abolish political surveill-
ance and pho:x-tapping of union
membersin dispute,

c) immediately ban the use of
riot equipment, mounted police,
dogs or any other inappropriate
means for the policing of indus-
trial disputes;

d) allow freedom of access to
all personal files,

e) institute a completely inde-
pendent public body to investi-
gate all complaints against the
police;

f) enact legislation to make
the police play no part in indus.
trial disputes.”

him, put the cuffs onhim, threw
him into the van — and when he
complained the cuffs were too
tight the inspector said “They’re
never too tight unless you bleed”.

When they took him out of
that wagon in Mansfield nick his

|wrists and his hands were covered
in blood. That’s violence.

That’s organised state violence
and we're not going to stand for
it.

We want that commitment
from you, from the conference.
You’ye passed a resolution con-
deming police violence earlier this
afternoon, now we want to see
your hands in the air and see if
you do back the miners.

Dennis Skinner has said the
miners are going for gold. Far
be it from me to disagree with
Dennis Skinner, but Dennis, we’re
not just going for gold, we want
goid, silver and bronze, and I
mean the bloody lot with a
tibbon tied aroundit. We’re goingfor the bloody lot, show us where
your commitment lies. Pass com-
posite 66. *

The NEC asked for this to be
remitted, Paul refused, and it was
passed on a showof hands.

  Message to Labour Party confer-
ence from Lol Duffy, Secretary,Cammell Lairds Occupation Com-
mittee, who was imprisoned with-
out trial on Monday for one
month for fighting to save his iob.
 

“Comrades, twelve members
of the occupation of Cammell
Lairds yard have been imprisoned
for defending their right to work.
The Tories’ class law does not
frighten us. The occupation will
continue, We will not be brow-
beaten with threats of prison or
with courts.

“Comrades, fori people
who exist in Birkenhead (I will
not say “live”),prison is a better
alternative. That is the reality of
the system which has thrown 22%
of Birkenhead on the dole (in
someparts of thearea it is 60%),
reduced hundreds in the area to
literally scavenging off the scrap
heaps, and manyof our youth are
turning to heroin and other forms
of drug abuse.

“The occupiers of Cammell
Lairds are fighting for thewhole
community, just as the miners
are. That is why we have the sup-
port of miners, dockers,. the
unemployed, women’s organisa-
tions, local factories, who have
picketed the yard and pledged
support for our fight to retain
jobs.

“In 1972, when the dockers
were jailed for the same crime
that we have proudly committed
thousands of workers spontan-
eously downed tools and struck.
In 1984thousandsof miners nave
been sent to jail, or gone through
the courts, been beaten up and
framed, and the labour movement
has not responded.

“Comrades, you are spending
all this week formulating Labour
Party policy on how to fight back

43 strikers have been occupying
the two remaining near-completed
vessels — a Type 22 destroyer,
and a North Sea gas supportrig —

at Cammell Lairds shipyard for 15
weeks now in defence of iobs.

 
Management twice sought legalaction to end the occupation in
order to go ahead with their plans
to further reduce the workforce
with mass compulsory redundan-
cies.
 

against tne Tories and how to
create a better society. While you
ate debating this the Cammeil
Lairds occupiers are sittmg in
prison, like so many of the
miners.

“Put your fine words into
action. Call for solidarity action

in.support of us and theminers”:
Loi Duffy,

Waiton Prison
When you leave the conference
stop off at the Cammeil Lairdsi which is on 24 hours a

Ly

No, the photos aren’t faked
John Harris, the photo-
grapher who took the
famous picture of a
mountedpoliceman
attackingLesley Boul-
ton at Orgreave, spoke to
Matt Cooper
THE POLICE Federation
have tried to defuse this
indictment of the policing of
the miners’strike.

They have tried to make
out that the photograph,al-
though not an out-and-out
fake, is a product of some
kind oftrickery or illusion.

In fact there is no illusion.
The scene I saw for myself
was one of police violence.
And it was by no means an
isolated incident.

Not only pickets and ob-
servers, but also photograph-
ers, have faced a direct threat
of police violence — to stop
us taking pictures of what
the police have been doing.
Socialist Organiser number 184 in
June featured the controversial
picture (on the left) together with
its sequel showing the mounted
riot cop after he had just swung
his club at Lesley Boulton, a
womanfrom the Sheffield Miners’
Support Group, who wasseeking
aid for a beaten-up miner. (Photo-
graph showing the miner on page
3 of that issue).

We need some emergency fund-
raising. While we’ve been collect-
ing for our premises fund, ordin-
ary fund-raising — which is part
of our regular budget, not some-
thing extra — has gone by the
board.

But our regular billshave kept
coming in. Result: problems with
our creditors!

We need £800, quickly,before
we can start putting moneyaside
for the premises fund again.
We’ve made a start with £90 this
week (details next issue). Send
more to: 214 Sickert Court,
London N1.

Paper of the Socialist Organiser Alliance No. 184 June 21 1984 25p ciaimantsand strikers 10p
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STOP STEEL!

oem: A womanfrom theSheffield support group shouts for
in riot gear swears at her andhits out with hi

Orgreave pickets
beat police vietente =

By John Bloxam
THE miners’ strike has suddenly escalated.

The t has given signals to em-

ployers to go ahead and use the anti-union
laws to sue the NUM. Such moves will makeit
starkly clear that theTories’ aim is not just to
shut pits but to beat down the whole trade
union movement. They should be answered
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4
aethe Tories have been persua- 

ding bosses not to use the
fear the effect

stop steel production. they Sis ANAL 1

play this card
On Mofiday 14th a nationally coordinated

effort_was mounted to shut-off Org
ing plant. The Notts area sent pickets for the
first time. Despite the police brutality. the
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regional and national meetings on the same
day and Friday. were about stepping up the
dispute. They produced immediateresults,

\ rule change at the forthcoming Special
Delegate Conference was discussed to put
clearly in the hands of the national union the
power to discipline officials who scab. Steel
dispensations were put firmly in the hands of
the national coordinating committee

Those urea leaderships who had gone along
with local agreements to permit large-scale
steel production were firmed up. On Tuesday
South Wales president Emlyn Williams was
publicly disagreeing with Scargill on theissue
By Friday he was calling for a igh er block~
ade on Llanwern steelworks.

¢ leadership of thesteel union ISTC was
day (Wednesday 20th) to agree

deal for ‘care and maintenance”
cel plants the levelthatexisted‘uring thesteel Sirii they rejected’ this, a

d organisation

nthe turst *hatdle
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