
 
 

 

No more Labour support for lran‘s butcher !
Stan INewens:‘Outwiththis
imperialist policesergeant’ 

by Geoff Bender

IN IRAN, a new wave of
strikes has brought oil
exports to a halt and
reduced output to a
trickle. The strike is de-
manding workers’ control
over the distribution of
theoil.

Street conflictsbetween
the anti-Shah forces and
the military have ap-proachedopen warfare. In
Mashhad troops killed
several hundred on Dec-

ember 31st.
The military want to

‘shoot it out’ with the
mass movement. In 1963,
after five bloody days in
which thousandsdied, the
anti-Shah movement was
crushed by brute force.
But today, the movement
has come too far to be
crushedin thisway.

Meanwhile the Shah
attempts to patch up a
deal; but any _politic-
ian’s credibilityevaporat-
es the moment he enters
any discussion with the

Shah about forming a
government.

The Shah’s future ulti-
mately rests on the loyalty
of the armed forces. De-
spite their perks, the rigid
discipline and the use of
special elite regiments at
key points, the fact
remains thatsome 40% of
the Shah’s soldiery are
conscripts. Reports speak
of fraternisation between
troops and demonstrators
in Tabriz, and mass de-
sertions, including 300
soldiers in Zanjan.

 
AFTERtheGovern-
ment’s Parliament-
ary defeat on pay
sanctions, the Gen-
eral Election can be
expected any month
now. The SCLV
mustbereadyto
spring into full-
speed action as soon
as theelectionis
announced.

Wehave decided
to publish Socialist

Organiser monthly.
But we need money
to enable us to print
thousandsofleaf-
lets and posters and
to finance speakers
and meetings. We
are appealingfor a
donation of £5'from
every sponsor, to-
wardsa totalof
£2,000.

The best wayto
support us is bygiv-

ing moneyandsell-
ing this paper.
Bundles of 10 SO
can be got for £1.
Send us £1 fora
bundle and add a
donation!

Contact: SCLV,
c/o Box 127, Rising
Free, 182 UpperSt,
London N1. Chequ-
es payable to Soc-
ialist Campaign for
a LabourVictory.
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But whatkind of system
will replace the Shah?
Islam can provide nopoli-
tical programme to re-
place the Shah’s rule.

BehindtheIslamic slog-
ans, the big merchants of
the bazaar andtheindust-
rial workers of Iran have
different grievances and
different interests. Thein-
dustrial working class is
only about three million
strong, but their strategic
poweris immense — esp-
ecially for the workers
concentrated in the keyoil

 Labour MP Stan
Newensspoketo
Socialist Organiser
about the Labour
Government’satti-
tude on Iran.

@B Why do you think
that David Owen and the
Labour Government are
so committed to support for
the Shah?

O10 He [Owen] is com-
mitted to the Shah because
it is the traditional policy of
the British Foreign Office.
Also particular vested int-
erests have thought that
any change in the area
would harm them.

The West hasinterests in
oil and in markets, espec-ially for arms... The West
also hasstrategic and mili-
tary interests.

They have built up Iran
under the Shah as an imp-
erialist police sergeant in
the Middle East. The Shah
sent forces to Korea and
Vietnam and, more rec-
ently,Oman.

@H One of the things
that the media and David
Owenhave used to justify
support for the Shah has
been the role of the Muslim
leadersin theopposition.

C10 The Shahhas been
successful in crushing any
sort of party or institution
through which an opposit-
ion could express itself, bar
one — Islam. It was there-
fore entirely natural that
the opposition should ex-
press itself through relig-
ious institutionsatfirst...

Whenin fact the Shah
does go, one will see the
Muslim frameworkwill not
be prominentat all. In the
west, where the predomin-
ant tradition is Christian,
radical as well as reaction-
ary movements have ex-
pressed themselvesin reli-
gious terms.

| utterly and completely
reject the view thatthis is a
reactionary, backward
movement. Of course,
there are reactionary ele-
ments, but overall the op-
position is democratic and
progressive.
 

 
industry and other basic
industries.

The Tudeh [Commun-
ist] Party is mistrusted
and aims no further than a
‘broad coalition’ govern-
ment. Maoists have been
discredited by Peking’s
support for the Shah. Now
the working class in Iran
needsto create a new,re-
volutionary socialist party
— a party independent of
the Muslim hierarchy.

Workers’ councils are
theonly way to reorganise
the economy, to ensure

supplies, to set up work-
ers’ self-defence, and lay
the basis of a new revolut-
ionary government. In
Britain we must throwour
full solidarity behind the
Iranian workers, until
they finish off the Shah
and the system thatcreat-
ed him.
  STOP ARMS SALES TO

IRAN!
Demonstrate, Saturday 3rd
February, in London.

Called by SWP, IMG,
Workers Action, Big Flame
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LABOUR
MANIFESTO
1979
LOBBYtheNECto demand
thatthe Party, not the Gov-
ernment, decide on the
Manifesto.
From 8.45am, Wednesday
24 January, Transport Ho.

See page 2
 

 

 

 



 
     Manifesto: the Party
must decide, not the
Government
1979 WILL BE a yearofel-
ections. In March come the
devolution referendums,
local council elections are
scheduled for April and
May, and the Common
Market Assembly elections
are to be held in June.

Without doubt there will
also be a Genera! Election
in 1979. To speculate upon
the date is futile. What is
vital for all socialists, Lab-
our Party members and
trade unionists is the poli-
cies the election is fought
on and who decides them.

Still red-faced from the
Commons defeat on pay
sanctions in mid-Decemb-
er, Callaghan and Chan-
cellor Healey have set ab-
out renewing efforts to en-
sure an anti-socialist, more-
of-the-same manifesto is
presented to voters.

Social
Contract

At the National Execut-
ive Committee (NEC) meet-
ing on December 20th,
right-wing MPs and trade
union leaders came clutch-
ing copiesof Into the Eight-
ies — the joint Cabinet,
NEC and TUC document
which enshrined the social
contract and pay controls —

demanding it form the sole
basis for the election
manifesto.

Strangely similar letters
had been sent to the NEC
from Sid Weighell of the
National Union of Railway-
men, Bill Sirs of the Iron
and Steel Trades Confeder-
ation, and Roy Grantham
(of Grunwick infamy), Secr-
etary of APEX. They ex-
pressed dismay that Into
the Eighties was not being
adhered to.

Finally Cabinet ministers
tried to persuade the NEC
to drop any other proposals
than those containedin this
wretched document. So
far these efforts havefailed

The row started long be-
fore the draft election mani-
festo produced by the
Home Policy Committee
was leaked to the Morning
Star. In fact, ever since the
topic of the manifesto was
raised by election specula-

tion, right-wing Labour
ministers have been work-
ing overtime to ensure none
of the left-wing Party con-
ference decisions or NEC
statements get a look in in
the final manifesto present-
ed to electors.

Although the contents of
the Home Policy Commit-
tee draft, steered through
by Tony Benn, are based
largely on the 1976 Lab-
our’s Programme, even
these are proving too radi-
cal for Callaghan. The most
progressive commitments
include:

* Full public ownership
of oil and gas resources

* Awealth tax
x% Public ownership of

ports
* Abolitionof the House

of Lords
* Replacementof the

1971 |mmigration Act by
‘non-racial’controls.

But the sweeping pledg-
es of nationalisation, re-
storing full employment
and massive expansion of
social services contained
in the 1974 election mani-
festo are gone. Commit-
ment to a statutory mini-
mum wage has also been
rejected.

Glaring
omissions
The most glaring omtss-

ions are the Labour Party’s
existing policies of opposi-
tion to all pay controls and
support for the 35 hour
week.

These issues are the
touchstone for the class
struggle today. It is here
that the Party is in contra-
diction to the Government.
That the HomePolicy draft
fails to contain these Party
policies illustrates its weak-
kneed desire to appease
Callaghan rather than ex-
press the democratic wish-
es of conference.

Socialists rnust fight for
the Party to decide, rath-
er than the Government;
for the NEC to stand up to
the Government and to
base the Manifesto on con-
ference decisions.

Constituency Labour
Parties and rank-and-file

trade unionists must have
an opportunity to discuss
the Home Policy Commit-
tee draft Manifesto. This
means circulating it to all
LabourParty affiliated org-
anisations. If we want an
end to secrecy and closed-
door decision making, the
whole Manifesto discussion
must become the province
of the members.

As the General Election
draws nearer, the SCLV
will attempt to amplify the
outrageof the labour move-
ment against the 5% limit
and support all struggles
for better wages. This must
be coupled with CLP sup-
port for all struggles ag-
ainst social spending cuts
and redundancies.

In
action

The Labour Party must
be seen in action to stand
against the reactionary pol-
icies of the Government. If
we can beseen to be cham-
pioning the struggles of the
women’s movement for
abortion and contraception
on demand, against rape
and sexual! discrimination;
of the black movement ag-
ainst racialism and against
police and fascist assaults
— then Labour has the
possibility of winning the
votes of the newly register-
ed and the disenchanted.

LPYS branches must
have their independent
voice in the election cam-
paign, speaking out for the
youth revolt manifested in
the Anti Nazi League.

Whatever the outcome of
the NEC-Cabinet  deli-
berations, CLPs should be
preparing election address-
es which spell out such poli-
cies to defend and improve
working-class living stand-
ards and promote class
unity.

The Labour Government
has discredited the Labour
Party with Tory policies.
The CLPs and prospective
MPs must show that social-
ist policies and socialist
action can keep Thatcher
out and pave the way for
working class power.

The right wingshut
downIslingtonNorth
KEITH VENESS,as re-
portedin the last issue of
the Organiser, was ex-
pelled from the Labour
Party in January 1976 for
giving an interview to a
community newspaper
exposing some of the
malpractice in Islington
North CLP. After an ap-
peal procedure lasting
over 2% years, the Nat-
ional Executive Commit-
tee voted to reinstate
him. However, the CLP
has flagrantly refused to
carry out thisruling.

This has recently been
the subject of a number
of articles in the national
press and was featured
in the ‘Tonight’ pro-
gramme on BBC tele-
vision.

SINCE MYarticle in the pilot
issue of Socialist Organiser,
thelid has really comeoff the
Islington Northsituation.

At its last meeting the
GMCvoted to suspenditself
rather than accept the demo-
cratic decision of the NEC.

This has effectively meant
that all Party activities have
ground to a halt — no ward
AGMs(due in January), no
participation in the selection
of candidates for the Euro-el-
ections, and no more meet-
ings of the GMC. This is the
consequence of this dis-
gracefuldecision!

However, the NEC now
has a golden opportunity to
sort out the situation on a

permanentbasis. As themaj-
otity of active members in
the CLP are aghastat thisbe-
haviour of a GMCthat is
quite unrepresentative of La-
bour views both locally and
nationally,the party can now
be reconstituted with the
backing of those members,
numbering hundreds, who
do support the NEC and
Party conference.

Luckily, the ball is now
firmly in the court of the
Party regionally and nation-
ally. The anti-NEC group has
voted itself into a ‘Catch-22’
situation. It cannot recon-
vene anything as it has sus-
pended any constituency
body capable of doing that.

The ultimate irony is that
I have actuallybeen reinstat-

ed already! The previous
GMChad agreed to accept
the NEC ruling, and I actu-
ally attended the December
meeting of my own ward
without incident. The ruling
of the GMC,pushed through
by the regional official put
in to chair all meetings, was
not accepted when its own
minutes cameupfor verifica-
tion at the next meeting, and
this led to the extraordinary
decision to abandon all its
activities rather than accept
my reinstatement.

Supporters of the NEC’s
decision who want the Party
re-started plan to lobby the
NEC meeting on 24th Janu-
ary from 8.45am_ outside
Transport House. All SCLV
supporters should try to be
thereto support them.

If you can’t, please aim to
get your CLPor union branch
to pass a resolution calling
for support for my reinstate-
mentand for the reconstitu-
tion of Islington North CLP
minus those people.who have
effectively removed themsel-
ves from the Party.

KEITH VENESS
 
  

 
 

  
SCLV CANVASS HORNSEY
TWENTY-FIVEactivists from
the SCLV spent a day on Dec-
ember 10th helping Hornsey
Labour Party in a registration
drive.

Hornsey, a key marginal
seat held by Tory ‘Landlords’
friend’ Hugh Rossi by 782, is
being fiercely contested by
Hornsey Labour Party. Both
the CLP and prospective cand-
jdate Ted Knight have spons-
ored theSCLV.

Postal votes and unregist-
ered bed-sit voters have been
key factors in the Labour de-
feats of the past, and on Dec-
ember 10th over 200 voters

were found who had been
missed off by the official re-

gistration drive.
The Party is keeping up a

regular leafletting campaign
againstcuts in public spending
and against the fascists in the
area.

The socialigt campaigns of
theParty were rewardedin the
Maylocal elections when there
was a swing to Labour. There
are more Labour Councillors
in the Constituency than at
any time in the Party’s 58-
year history.

JEREMY CORBYN

 
Hornsey s -abour candid-
ate, Ted Knight

 Let's have rank-
anad-filers
on Labour’s NEC

LAST AUTUMN'’s Labour
Annual Conference dashed
the high hopes of the Camp-
aign for Labour Party Demo-
cracy in two respects.

Mandatory re-selection
failed, due to Hugh Scan-
lon’s temporary amnesia, al-
though the diluted alternat-
ive proposals of the NEC
mayprovide a marginal im-
provementon thetraditional
position as regards local
parties’ rights (or lack of
them) in choosing parlia-
mentary candidates.

Whereas under the old
rules the Party Leader was

actually only the elected
Leader of the Parliamentary
Labour Party, under the new
rules he become Leader of
the Party as a whole, al-
though continuing to be el-
ected exclusively by parlia-
mentarians. Here one could
almost detect a swing to the
right. Conference opted for
this rather than having the
Leaderelected byan elector-
al college or by Annual
Conferenceitself.

Nevertheless, next to pay
policy it is quite clear thatthe
‘Party Democracy’ issue —

who controls the Labour
machine, distant bureaucrat-
ic elites or rank-and-file? —

is the most dynamicfactor in
Labour Movement politics
currently, with a widespread
appeal extending deep into
the trade unions.

In explaining why both
Ian Mikardo (highly com-

promised on re-selection)
and Jack Ashley (deeply
hostile to the idea) were forc-
ed off the Constituency Sect-
ion of the NEC, one should
note that Dennis Skinner and
Neil Kinnock, who replaced
them, were committed to
mandatory re-selection. For
the first time since CND’s
peak. a mass movement
emanating from below and
not controlled by the MPs —

only a minority of Tribune
MPs are even sympathetic —

has called the tune in Labour
politics, but this time, per-

   
by
RON HEISLER

haps, with more permanent
effect.

The key question now is,
where does the CLPD go
from here? With the three
year rule, the matter seem-
ingly cannot be raised again
at Annual Conference until
1981. In the immediate fut-
ure mandatory re-selection
cannot conceivably monopol-
ise the attention of the CLPD
in the way it has done over
the last threeyears.

Lord Hughie Scanlon
The Campaign’s recent

Annual General Meeting has
begun the task of reorienta-
tion and sorting out the other
areas of democratic reform
that should now be pressed
to the fore. Certainly, with
over 200 affiliated organisa-
tions and a higher proportion
of committed activists in the
provinces than previously,
the CLPDisfillinga strange
vacuum in Labourpolitics —

an evident desire amongst
many rank-and-fileto be act-
ively associated with a major
socialist campaign that has
teeth and clout. Unless the
issues it can engender are

big and important enough in
the eyes of its supporters, its
mass base will wither away.

The CLPD AGM approved
secondary reforms, such as
the abolition of the three year
rule at Annual Conference
and the publishing of the
record of howdelegatesact-

ually vote on resolutions. But
generally it was conspicuous
for its conservatism, caution,
and somelackof imagination
— probably a reflection of
the middle-class bias of the
retiring executive!

A working party is to be
set up to investigate the
structural relationships be-
tween the parliamentary
party and the Party outside
Parliament, between the
Cabinet and the NEC, and
between the Cabinet and the
parliamentary party. (Why
shouldn’t ministers be elect-
ed, as they are in the West
German SPD?)

A campaigning priority
will be change in the proced-
ure by which the election“| manifesto is prepared. At

4 present it is decided by a
joint committee of the NEC
and theCabinet.To make the
NECthe sole body respons-
ible for hammering out the
manifesto would serve to
undermine the current de
factoveto powerof the Prime
Minister.

Yet a wider, more funda-
mental strategy for democra-
tisation of the Labour Party
has been burked. The exec-
utive has held its hand quite
deliberately on the issue of
reform of the composition of
the NEC, partly out of fear
that to take a positive posi-
tion would add strength to
the right-wing Manifesto
group campaign to change
the NEC and reduceits Left-
ish element. Yet the CLPD
must eventually issue the
challenge to the elitists of the
Party, whether members of
the Manifesto or Tribune
groups.

The NEC has 29 members.
With the exception of the YS
member, all those members
are either full-time trade
union officers or else MPs.
The Constituency Section
has seven members,all MPs.
Surely the time is long over-
due for lay representation
once again on the Party’s
highest body!
 

  



 
   EAST LONDONStop thisracistthug law!

HARDEVS. DHESI, a
leader of thedefence
campaignfor theVirk
Brothers— East End
Asiansgivenlongjail
sentencesfor defending
themselvesagainst a
racistattack-—— reviews
‘BLOOD ON THE
STREETS’.
THISBOOKdescribesthe sys-
tematic oppression and intimi-
dation of Asians in the East
End ‘of London in precise,
simple, lucid and readable
language. The message is

_ vividly illustratedby pictures.
The police has rightly been

attacked for not only failing in
its duty to protect all citizens
but also siding with racists and
subtly encouraging them to

perpetuate their heinous
crimes. The apathy of the pol-
ice is quite evident in the
followinglines:‘‘An interpreter who often
helped out the police with
translationsaid thathe person-ally would not be complaining
about an assault on his own
person, in view of the lack of
activity by the police he had
experienced in his work as a
police interpreter’.

It is worth remembering
that the black community re-
gards the interpreters as ag-
ents of the police, who are al
ways eager to win the confid-
ence of theirpay-masters.

The anti-Asian role of the
police is also quite clear in the
followinglines

‘“We heard of numerous
cases where Asians who had
been attacked on the street

    
were themselves arrested
when the police arrived. The
charge against them was of
threatening behaviour or of
carrying offensive wea) ns[inseveral cases for holding
very bottles and lumps of wood
withwhich theyhad themselv-
es beenattacked]’’.

Attackson Asian adults are
intolerable, but attacks on
Asian children by organised
pangs

=

are beastlyand coward-
primary school-teacheriin Spitalfields [tried] to

deal with a group of childrenshouting racist slo
the school playground."When
she chastised the children
and said the school would not
tolerate such behaviour, the
mother of one of the boys
concerned stormed into the
Headmaster’s study to protest
at the school’s interference in
the freedom of political ex-
pression. She said she was a
National Front supporter her-
self and had brought up her
children to follow her views.
The teacher was asked by the
Headnotto provoke trouble’’.

It is a well-recognised fact
thatwithina capitalist system
membersof the so-called rac-
ially-inferiorgroups are treat-
ed as though they were not
members of that society and
can therefore be made to sub-
mit to practices of discrimina-
tion and exploitation which no
other member of the society
could be expected to tolerate.
Racist attacks create condit-
ions of.exploitation. Asians
have to submit to these con-
ditions:

“The many attacks that
have taken place on immigrant
workers on their way to and
from their jobs have had a
significanteffect on where and
when these workers are pre-
pared to seek employment...
Jobs are refused if they are a
long way from home,orif they
are in a field of employmentconsidered outside the tradi-
tional sco;pe of the Bangaleeworkforce”’

The localCouncilsare blam-
ed for discrimination against
the black people in housing
them,but it is amazing to seehowreadily they succumb to
racOn8 July the East London
Advertiser reported _that
tenants in Nelson House, Cob-
den Gardens, Bethnal Green,
sent a petition to the GLC say-

ingthe:
theydid not want blackson

T {original emphasis]ateienSlum clearancefamilies
Ali and Iqubal were rehoused
on theestate. Their arrival was
greeted with racialist abuse
and Nazi slogans. They were
wanred that there would be
trouble if theytried to move in.
The intimidation was, as
usual, totally effective. The
familiesdid not moveinto their
homes. Thug lawwon’’.

The racist atmosphere forc-
es the Asiansto live in squalor
conditions.

What remedy does the
pamphletpropose:@ Getrid of the racist orga-nisations by law...

“Britain is tolerating one
of the major racist strongholds
left in Europe. In Germany and
Holland, for example, organis-
ations like the British Move-
ment and the National Front
are banned. Here in the East
End of London racist incite-
mentis notonly tolerated, but,
incredibly,the authoritiessee
the threat to peace and har-
mony as coming from not the
racists but e immigrant
communitiesand anti-racists’’

M@ The community as a
whole should demand the era-
dication of racism and racist
organisations.“On balancewe believethat
there is little improvement to
be gained from changesin the
law on public order or racial
incitement. What is needed is
a significant shift in the poli-
tical climate so that the com-
munity as a whole are actually
demandingthe eradication of

racism and racist organisa-
tions’’.

M@ The black community
may consider organising their
self-defence, but on a peace-ful, discipli and multi-
racialbasis only.

igrant communitiesunder harassment and attack
in innercity areas like the East
End of London will look to the
organisation of their own self-
defence in one form or anoth-
er. We hope in East London
this will continue to be :

ful, disciplined and conducted
on the broadest multi-racial
basis, with the involvement of
thetrade union movement”’

Perhaps it was not in the
sco) e of this brief paper to

lyse thecauses of immigra-tion, but it does devote a few
pages to describing the back-
ground of the Bangalee com-
munity. Readingthat,one gets
the impression that poverty
stricken simple people came to
Britain on their own accord.
Now Britain should live up to
its generous and Christian

helpless people.
_

What it does not mention
is that exploitation of British
colonialism, which distorted
the economy of the colonised
lands, and built capital accum-ulation which resulted in ad-
vanced industrialisedBritain.

Critical labour shortagesimmediately after the war
were a major reason for the
Government’s decision to helpimmigration. In a highly com-

capitalist system,
bour-intensive industries

such as textiles and the ragtrade, could be kept funct-
ioning only by employing low-
paid Bangalees.

Thepaperalso has very little
to say on the discriminato
treatment meted out to blac
people by the courts. But it
deserves the widest possible
readership.
* ‘Blood on theStreets’,
a report by BethnalGreen and
StepneyTradesCouncilon
RacialAttacksin East London.

traditions and tolerate these £1 from 58 WatneySt, E1.
 

 

London Labour Party
Conference
on RACISM AND POLICE
POWER
Saturday 15 January, Con-
wayHall, Red Lion Square.
NATIONALCONFERENCE
organised bytheSteering
Committee of Asian Organ-

|

isations FOR THE
DEFENCE-OF THE VIRK
BROTHERS.
Saturday January 13th,
10am,at Plashet Grove
School, Plashet Rd, London
E12. All Asian and anti-
racistorganisations

 
welcome.

 
 

 
14 May 1978: 7000 march to Hyde Parkafter theracist

.

murderof Altab Ali
  ANL:unity iskeyto success

Anti-Nazi League
National Treasurer
ERNIE ROBERTS
writes on how he
seesthefuture for
theANL.

“THE FASTEST growing
movementin Britain during
1978’’ was the ANL. That is
thejudgmentof thepress.

The success and strength
of the League is based on the
old, who remember fascism
and the 1939-1945 War; on
the young, who see fascism
as a menace to their free-
dom, culture and future, and
on the women who know the
inferior position which fasc-
ism forces them to accept.
The League is strong be-
causeit is non-sectarian.

- It is not a political party
with a programme on all
social problems, but a politi-
cal movement composedof a
number of political party
and non-political-partymem-
bers with the aim of fighting
fascism and racism. On this
basis over 200 prominent
public figures sponsored the
founding statement of the

Anis united effort has en-
couraged hundredsof thous-
ands to demonstrate against
fascism and racism all over
Britain, including the two
massive Carnivals in London.
Five million leaflets and
posters have been distribut-
ed, and 500,000 badges and
tee-shirts sold. There are
50,000 members within 300
local groups, organising their
ownactivities.

All this and much more in
the ANL’s first year! No
single political party could
have achieved such a_succ-
essful movement against
fascism and racism.

The press and TV could
not ignore it. So they have
attacked and distorted it
with McCarthyite witch-
hunts, But the League conti-
nues to grow, in spite of
attacks, especially among
young workersandstudents.

Support for the NF, elect-
orally and in membership,
has shrunk. Nevertheless,
fascism and racfsm is still a
menacewhichattacksand di-
vides theworking people and
democratic organisations.
Trade unionists must never
forget that fascism is. the
enemyof working people’spolitical parties, of immigr-

ants ofall colours, and It 1s
still anti-semitic.

Therefore, the Steering
Committee, composed of
Audrey Wise MP,Neil Kinn-
ock MP, Martin Flannery
MP, Dennis Skinner MP,
Ernie Roberts, Peter Hain,
Simon Hebditch, Bill Dunn,
Nigel Harris, Miriam Karlin
and Paul Holborrow, must
continue their discussions
with theJewish Boardof De-
puties, AJEX and others to
establish a working agree-
ment against fascism and
racism in Britain. The Nat-
ional Working Council, of
representatives of ANL
groups from all over the
country, which has been set
up, must assist the Steering
Committee to prepare and
organise the League’s acti-
vities in the run-up to the
General Election, when the
NF will be putting up 300
candidates, and assist in
setting up ANL sections such
as Women Against the
Nazis, Footballers Against
the Nazis, Students Against
the Nazis,etc.

The ANL Trade Union
Committee, set up at the rec-
ent Trade Union conference
at Congress House, is plann-
ing to build industrial groups
against the Nazis, including

miners, engineers, council
workers, transport workers,
teachers, civil servants, etc.
They have launched a cam-
paign for financial support
called ‘Coppers Against the
Nazis’.

A Rock Against Racism
roadshowis being organised
jointly by the ANL and RAR.
It will visit 21 towns from 24
February to 20 March, and
local groups will be asked to
assist.

A National Financial Ap-
peal is being madeto assist
the central organisation of
the League, which is engag-
ed in a heavy loadofactivity,
most of it voluntary. As Na-
tional Treasurer, I have arr-
anged for an income and ex-
penditure statement of
account to be prepared and
sent in January 1979 to all
branches and organisations
that have contributed to the
League’sfinances.

Furthermore, after the
coming General Election, the
Steering Committee intends
to convene a National Con-
ference with a formal struct-
ure, and policy of the ANL
can be considered. Until then
let us do all we can to build a
powerful, united anti-fascist
and anti-racist organisation
wherewelive.

ONLYONEWAYTO
AVOID MOREFASCOS
NIK BARSTOW
puts anotherpoint
of view on theANL

1978 WAS THEyear of the
ANL’s rapid growth. It was
also a year of more and more
murderous fascist violence.
And state racism became
more menacing.

Five Tory MPs and five
Labour (including ANL
sponsor Syd Bidwell) sign-
ed a Select Committee report
calling for a harsher clamp-
down on immigrationand im-
migrants. The Tories took up
the report’s ideas.

Labour Home

_
Secretary

Merlyn Reesreplied by pro-testing that the existing im-
migration controls were be-
ing applied more strictly.
and were already as tight as
controls could be!

The ANL did not have an
answerto the fascist violence
or to the politicians’ united
efforts to scapegoat immigr-
ants as a ‘problem’. Septem-
ber 24th was the worst ex-
ample. While the NF march-
ed in East London, and a
band of fascists later ramp-
aged through Brick Lane, the
ANILdirected everyoneto its

concert in Brockwell Park,
diverting only an inadequate
few to East London.

In November, ANL Press
Officer Peter Hain tried to
placate Lord Willis and other
celebrities who quit the ANL
by saying: “‘Modern youth
uses words like fight and
smash.I don’t thinkit is any-
thing more than their ex-
pression or a style of self-
assettion’’. The celebrities
stillquit.

And socialists do mean
what we say when wetalk
about fighting fascism and
smashing the NF! On 27th
November,the ANL Working
Council discussed a call for
an ANL special conference
and rejected it by only 52 to

To make sure there are no
morefiascos like September
24. and that there is a real
fight against fascist violence
and state racism this year, a
special ANL conference must
be called as soon aspossible.
It must decide on a policy of
no platform for fascists, lab-
our movement support for
black self-defence, and oppo-
sition to all immigration con-
trols, and it must adopt a
democratic structure for the
Anti-NaziLeague.
 

  



 
 Labour
must
face
the
issues:
Troops
Out
Now!
BELOW:15,000 march in Ar-
magh, Sunday 26thNovember,
to support prisoners fighting
for politicalstatus.

Richard Chessum
THE LABOURParty has ab-
dicated all responsibility on
Ireland. Conference failed
once again last year -to
discussit.

Two years ago the Labour
Party research department
produced a document argu-ing that Partition was right
becauseIreland is ‘two nat-
ions’. It was rejected by the
National Executive Commit-
tee as a basisfor discussion.

Subsequently a_working
group was set up. In the
early summerof 1978 it pro-
duced a documentto all in-
tents and purpases advocat-
ing complete integration of
theSix Counties into the Uni-
ted Kingdom.

;Not all of the working
group agreed with the docu-
ment, and the NEC decided
to shelve it, some of them
feeling thatit closed the door
to eventualIrish unity.

The party is thus left with-
out a policy — and one sus-
pects this is the way Roy Ma-
son andotherspreferit.

There is dissent. All but
the most hard-line ‘Mason-
ites’ are coming to see that
the Catholic minority will
never be completely beaten
into submission by military
force. The Provisionals have
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ugain shown that iney are
capable of launching limited
offensives both in Northern
Ireland and in Britain; and
impressive demonstrations
have been organised by
groupslike theRelatives’Ac-
tion Committees and the
newly formed Trade Union
Campaign against Repress-
ion. These have focused
mainly on the demand for
Political status for Republic-
an prisoners, but have also
shown a strong feeling for
getting British troops out.

Persistent pressure from
the grass roots has led the
middle-classSocialDemocra-
tic & Labour Party to state
— by near-unanimous vote

the need for a British
withdrawalfrom Ireland. The
media, since the Daily Mirr-
or’s ‘Troops Out’ editorial,
has begunto report and com-
ment on some matters preyv-
iously taboo.

The only progressive solu-
tion is a united Ireland,
which willcreate a balance of
forces unfavourable to Loy-
alism in the absence of a
British military presence.The Labour Party must be
brought face to face with
this reality. A Labour gov-
ernment which brings. cata-
strophe to the Irish working
class will quite soon: spell
disasterfor the British work-
ing classtoo. 

 BRITAIN’SCEN
by
PETER CHALK

LAST YEARTVtechnicians
‘pulled the plugs’ in protest
against political censorship
in Britain. In June Thames
TV screens went blank for
half an hour whentheIndep-
endent Broadcasting Author-
ity banned the This Week
programme on the Amnesty
International report on the
RUC.

The technicians’ union,
ACTT, also published an
article on censorship in the
union journal and held a
meeting.

This action gave a power-
ful boost to the Campaign for
Free Speech on Ireland and
the movement against cens-
orship and_distortion of
news on the British war of
repression being waged
againsttheIrish people.

Other examples of censor-
ship include:

Three films made for
television but never shown.
‘A Sense of Loss’, by Marcel
Ophuls, was commissioned
by the BBC but nevertrans-
mitted. ‘Hang out your
Brightest Colours: the Life
and Death of Michael Coll-
ins’, by Kenneth Griff-
iths, was banned by ATV in
1972. And ‘World in Action:
South of the Border’, by
Granada TV, was banned by
the IBA in 1971.

@ ‘Ulster: in Friendship
and Forgiveness’, an analys-

is of the Queen’svisit to the
six counties made in August
1977 by the This Week team,
was bannedbytheIBA.

@ The RUCput pressure
on the Chairman of the IBA
to visit the North in order to
‘show’ howthetelevising of
allegations of RUC brutality
puts themin danger.

@ In February of this year
ThamesTV ‘shelved’ a docu-
mentary series on ‘The Or-
ange, the Green, and the
Red, White and Blue’.

@ In May, many people in
the media protested against
the interviewing of the
Thamesheadof programmesby the Special Branch ab-
out This Week director Ian
Stuttard.

M@ Sections of the play
‘Willie: the Legion Hall
Bombing’, by Carol Chur-
chill, were cut by the BBC
amid loud protests. The play
described how Willie Gall-
agher was convicted of
bombing Strabane Legion
Hall on the basis of a con-
fession which he says was
forced.

The ‘Information on Ire-
land’ group, loosely associa-
ted with the United Troops
Out Movement (UTOM),will
soon be publishing a pamph-
jet covering these and other
examples.

Last month, over sixty
people, mostly newcomersto
discussion about Ireland,
heard about this censorship
at a meeting (with the film
HomeSoldierHome) organi-
sed by Haringey UTOM with

the help of local SCLV and
Big Flamemembers.

The speaker, Alistair Ren-
wick, also showed how the
‘reference-up’system (which
applies only to Irish cover-
age) forces ‘self-censorship’
on programme-makers who
know their work will be
vetted. Many do not bother,
or deliberately ‘tone down’
any references to the Re-
publican movement. None-
theless, reporters like Peter
Taylor (who made the recent
World in Action programme
about H-Block) and produc-
ers such as Colin Thomas
(who resigned after the cutt-
ing of parts of his BBC series
‘The Irish Way’) soldieron.

Renwick told the meeting
about the harassment of
the Belfast Provisional Sinn
Fein’s Republican News. In
December 1977 the RUC
raided its offices, seized an
issue, and arrested fifteen
people involvedin its produc-
tion and distribution. The
15 were soon released, but
confiscated equipment has
not been returned.

The raid was repeated in
April. The editor has since
then been arrested yet
again — but the production
of the paper continues, ‘und-
erground’, and 20,000 copies
are still sold every week.

@@ ‘Home Soldier Home’
is available c/o Information
on Ireland, 1 North End Rd,
London W14. The UTOM can
be contacted via Box UT,
2a St PaulsRd, LondonN1.
 

 

    More MPsfor thebigots
by
DON FLYNN

IT NOW seemslikely that in
the early new year the Labour
Government, with the support
of the Conservatives and the
Ulster Unionists, will succeed
in making the House of Com-
mons[Redistribution of Seats]
Bill law.

This Bill proposes to in-
crease the numberof British
parliamentary seats from the
Northern Ireland state from
twelve to seventeen.

The Labour Government and
its Ministers ‘responsible’ for
the Northern Ireland set-up
are attempting to pass this
measure off as an increase in
democracy for the people in
the area. The Secret of
State for Northern Ireland,
Roy Mason, and his junior
Minister, Dennis Concannon,
talk about the need for parity
with the levels of representa-
tion which exist in Great
Britain.

On the surface this looks like
an attractive argument. Many
Labour supporters will no
doubt be saying that more
MPs must equal more demo-
cracy. But the truth is that the
‘tight’ to send MPsto the Brit-
ish Imperial Parliament has
only been won by the support-
ers of Ulster Unionism at the
expense of the democratic

rights of the rest of the Irish
people.The Catholic people in the
Six Counties are hostile to this
Bill. Even Gerry Fitt MP point-
ed out, during the debate on
the second reading of the Bill.
that: ‘The way the Bill had
been introduced was coming
down in suppor’ of one com-
munity agains. -he other. and
that was why it would be a
total disaster’.

The Catholic community in
Northern Ireland has suffered
the consequences of British
‘democratic’ interference in
the affairs of the Irish nation.
They have had to endure
nearly sixty years of the bigot-
ed, undemocratic

,
domination

of the Ulster Unionist Party.
They have suffered, are still
suffering. the massive pres-
enceof British security forces.

Constant patrols of National-
ist areas mean living under a
state of permanent harass-
ment andintimidation. People
are ‘worked over’ by these
security forces for the crime
of beingyoung,a Catholic,and
living in a Nationalist area.

Nationalist 4nd Republican
sympathisers can be held ‘on
remand’ — withouttrial — for
three years and longer. Kvi-
dence of the ill-treatment and
torture has been confirmed by
the Court of Human Rights in
Strasbourg, Amnesty Inter-
national and the Belfast-basea
Association for Legal Justice.

And scores of men andseveral
women have been given life
sentencesin prison by special-
ly constituted no-jury ‘Diplock’
courts.

In a number of cases the
only prosecution evidence was
a signed confession from the
defendant — a form of evid-
ence which is specifically ex-
cluded as not being bona fide
in the legal systems of Eng-
land. Wales and Scotland.

The Unionists support this
repression, and

_
constantly

urge the British Government
to clamp down even harder.
Duringtheir fifty years of do-
mination of Northern Ireland
they ran it as a ‘Protestant
state for a Protestant people’
anda sectarian police-state for
the Catholics. The new Bill
means giving more influence
to these right-wing bigots, in
a squalid deal to buy some
support from them for a few
months’ further survival of
the Labour Government.

The Labour Government's
promotion of allegedly greater
democracy in Northern Ire-
land by increasing the number
of British parliamentary seats
is only a thin veneer over the
brutal reality of the totally un-
democratic Northern Ireland
state. A precondition for pro-
moting the cause of democracy
on the other side of the Irish
sea is an end to the interfer-
encein Irish affairs by the Brit-

  
ish state.

Moving
Richard Chessum

WHEN BRITISHtroops were
sent to the Six Counties in
August 1969, the Royal Ul-
ster Constabulary (RUC) was
a small] force of 3,000, defeat-
ed and demoralised after a
year of demonstrations and
riots. It was backed up by
8,000 B-Specials whose be-
haviour and reputation en-
sured thatthey created more
‘disorder’ thantheyquelled.

Today the RUC is —

thanksto the British state —

one of the best trained and
equipped forces in Europe.
Recently it has been used for
the first time since the be-
ginning of the ‘Troubles’ to
deal with Catholics in West
Belfast.

The figures show what has
happened. In 1970, before
the rise of the Provisionals,
there were almost 10,000 Bri-
tish soldiers in theSix Count-

to a police state
ies. The number of men and
womenin the Ulster Defence
Regiment (UDR), RUC, and
RUC Reserve was a little
over 8,000.

By 1973, just before Lab-
‘our took office, the number
of British soldiers had risen
to over 16,000, but the num-bers in the Northern Ireland
forces had also risen faster,
to slightly under 16,000. By
March 1978thefigures were
13,500 soldiers and 18,000RUC, UDR, and RUC Re-
serves.

The RUC is now 6,000
strong — and according to
the Dublin paper Hibernia
the British Armyplans to re-
duce its operational troop
strengthto 3,000 men.

The percentage of Cathol-
ics in the RUC and UDRis
negligible. The ground is
being prepared for a Loyalist
police state to follow direct
rule.

Last autumnthe Timesre-

ported thatGlen Barr — one
of theorganisers of the UWC
strike of 1974 against the
power-sharing Sunningdale
executive — had been spon-sored by the US State De-
partment to visit the USA.
Barr was canvassing supportfor a plan for an independent
Ulster drawn up by the UDA
with his assistance. It envis-
aged a presidential constitu-
tion, with an executive ap-pointed by an elected presi-
dent. The plan incorporated
a ‘Bill of Rights’, but no in-
stitutionalised Catholicparti-
cipation in government.

Meanwhile, Irene Brennan
of the Communist Party
(which advocates a Bill of
Rights for Northern Ireland)
has recently had talks with
the UDAand claims to have
seen some “‘hopeful signs’’.
She is prepared to consider
an independent Six County
state as a ‘prelude’ to an
eventuallyre-united Ireland.

Bombsin London
are a result of

British troopsin
Northern Ireland
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COLIN FOSTER
FOR NEARLYten years now
the advanced capitalist coun-
tries have been wallowing in
stagnation. There have been
only brief spurts of growth.
Unemployment has crept
upwards.

The present Labour lead-
ership has no answers. They
call on workers to make more
and more sacrifices, and
hope to muddle through.

The Tories, in contrast,
pretend to have an answer.
They preach a new, tough,
competitive world. They say
they have re-discovered the
true Conservatism after 30
years and more of semi-
socialism. And theyhopethis
creed will appeal not only to
the Tory middle classes but
also to individualist-minded
skilledworkers.

Drift
Thechief intellectual back-

ing for this new Toryism
comes from the monetarist
economics of Milton Fried-
man. Since the 1930s most
orthodox economists — foll-
owing the Keynesian tradi-
tion — have held that the
capitalist economy is not
automatically—self-righting.
The state must boost demand
abovethelevels set by ‘free
enterprise’, or else the eco-
nomywill drift into stagna-
tion and unemployment.

Friedman argues that this
‘Keynesian’ state intervent-
ion is undesirable, unnecess-
ary, and useless. And since
‘Keynesian’ policies have
shown themselves pretty
useless in dealing with the
economic crisis of the ’70s,
his views have gained
increasing influence.

Friedmanstarts off from a
re-statement of the 19th
century arguments on free
enterprise as ‘‘the ideal
economic arrangement for a
free society’. A ‘‘free eco-
nomy... gives people what
they want instead of what a
particular group thinks they
ought to want’? — and the
market will act as an “‘invis-
ible hand’’ making public
welfare the outcome of
private self-interest. ‘‘The
employee is protected from
coercion by the employer
because of other employers
for whom he can work’’.

in short, he preaches ideas
which might have had some
meaning in a society of small
independent producers —

and applies them toa society
where the problem is by no
means individual employees
being cheated byindividual
employers, but the exploita-
tion and oppression of the
entire working class by a
monopolistic capitalist class.

19th century free-enter-
prise economists used to say
economic crises were caused
by sun spots. Friedman says
they are caused by govern-
ment bungling. The free-
enterprise system is basic-
ally self-righting, but blund-
ering government action can
pushit into crisis. Friedman
says the Great Depression of
the 1930s was caused by the
Federal Reserve Bank’s fail-
ure to increase the money
supply sufficiently.

In principle, argues Fried-
man,state intervention could
help to stabilise the capital-
ist economy. However, no-
one can predict exactly what
the spontaneous trends of
the economyare in any given
short-run, nor what the pre-
cise effects of particular
types of state intervention
will be. In practice, there-
fore, state intervention is

¥ supolyevil?
  

The Tories’ new guru,
Milton Friedman of Chica-
go University.

He argues:
THAT: ‘‘History offers

ample evidence that what
determines the average
level of prices and wages
is the amount of moneyin
the economy and not the
greediness of business-
menorof workers’’

THAT: ‘‘The Great De-
pression in the United Stat-
es, far from being a sign of
the inherent instability of
the private enterprise syst-
em, is a testament to how
much harm can be done by
mistakes on the part of a
few men when they wield
vast powers over the mone-
tary system of a country’’.

THAT: ‘‘There is one
and only one social respon-
sibilityof business... mak-
ing maximumprofits...’

THAT: ‘Unions have...
harmed the public at large
and workers as a whole by
distorting the use of
labour”’

  
 

more likely to be de-stabil-
ising.

Apparently simple policy
ideas follow from this ana-
lysis. State intervention
should be reduced to a mini-
mum. The money supply —

the key economic factor
which the state cannot avoid

IS

‘interfering’ with — should
be fixed by a rule which says
it rises at a fixed rate, about
3% every year. Then instabi-
lity will work itself out and
inflationwill be cured.

The monetarist recipe is
not quite as simple as it
seems... because the money
supply, in Friedman’s defini-
tion, includes not only curr-
ency but bank deposits, the
amountof which the govern-
mentcannot directly control.Chile

In Chile Friedman andhis
friends were brought in as
economic advisers after the
coup. Friedman protested
that he had a ‘profound dis-
agreement with the authorit-
arian political system of
Chile’, but according to evi-
dence given to a US Senate
Select Committee his friends
had received CIA money to
prepare a_free-enterprise
blueprint for Chilean military
leaders before the coup.

Government economic
controls were lifted. The re-
sult was a wild spiral of
monopolistic price-raising
and speculation. By the end
of 1975 Chile had the highest
rate of inflationin the world,
341%. Real national income
dropped 26% in 1975, and
manufacturing_production
27%

.
In July 1976 unemploy-

ment had climbed so high
that one Chilean out of four
had no income and wassut-
viving on charity hand-outs.
For those who kept their
jobs, average real wages
declined by 8% in 1975.

IHarm
ManyTory leaders, with

the traditional Tory distaste
for theories (even right-

 

wing ones), dislike Fried-
man. In traditionalTory ideo-
logy, a careful balance is
struck betweenthevirtues of
individualism (to be practis-
ed by the bourgeoisie) and
the virtuesof loyalty to Fami-
ly and Nation (to be practised
by the working class). But
Friedman holds — ‘logically’
enough — thatinafree ent-
erprise system union leaders
should be governed only by
the interests of their memb-
ers, not by any idea of the
nationalinterest.

In Chile, the generals had
already made sure there
were no unions. In Britain,
the Tories conclude thatthey
can use Friedman’s ideas to
help their tired speech-
writers... as long as they
don’t take them too. ser-
iously.

The Tories will argue that
a bout of unemploymentdoes

 
The cultured friends of Milton Friedman clear the decks
to implementhis policies.

no real harm,as it is merely
part of the self-righting pro-
cessof the capitalist system.They will argue thatthe mon-

ey supply must be restrained
— which means, in practice,
that social services spending
must be cut even further.
And they will probably re-
sort to wagecontrols,too.

Last-ditch
In fact, they will go fur-

ther on the path already
blazed by the present Labour
Government. Bleating about
‘moderation’ (as against the
Tories’ supposed ‘dogmat-
ism’) is no answer to them;
nor is a last-ditch defence of
clapped-out Keynesian eco-
nomics. The principles of
capitalism must be opposed
bytheprinciples of socialism.
   Bahr

BRUCE ROBINSON
RUDOLF BAHRO’s book,
The Alternative, which earn-
ed its author an eight year
jail sentence in East Ger-
many, has just been publish-
ed in English. And people
who haveverylittle in com-
mon with Bahro’s indomit-
able revolutionary spirit are
rushing to try to make Bahro
‘theirs’.

In Tribune Ken Coates set
out to show that Bahro
agrees with Coates’ own
ideas of what socialism is and
how to achieve it. Bahro’s
book indicts the bureaucratic
regimes of the USSR and
Eastern Europe, and tries to
develop a Marxist analysis
of bureaucracy as rooted in
the division of labour. A
breaking-down of the divis-
ion of labour must, Bahro
argues, be central in the new
revolution needed in these
bureaucratisedstates.

Coates transfers Bahro’s
ideasto capitalist society and
uses them to argue for a re-
formist perspective. ‘‘Be-
cause, in all sobriety, the
overcoming of the fragment-
ation of people in mutilating
and stultifying economic
roles is a task for the long

haul, life seems to be simpl-
er if the whole processis in-
definitely postponed”’

Arguing that the abolition
of alienated forms of labour
is a task for the ‘here and
now’, blurring over the fact
that Bahro refers to post-
capitalist society while he
(Coates) is referring to Brit-
ain, Coates ends up claiming
Bahroas authorityfor a con-
cept of socialism as an exer-
cise in moral persuasion
rather than as a revolution-
ary political movement.

Already won
But Bahro’s comments on

the social democratic parties
show that he haslittle in
common with Coates. ‘‘The
existence of this party is tied
to the relationship ofcritical
loyalty of certain layers of
workers, employees and in-
tellectuals to the bourgeois-
ie. What can its specific task
be after the !f{uidation of
the bourgeoisie as a class?
Its state-monopolistic option
has been taken up only too
well by the formerly Com-
munist parties in power. For
the defence of the terrain al-
ready won from the bourg-
eoisie it can be dismissed

without anydispute.
“Its defence of democratic

formsofpolitical life — in so
far as it does not mean in
critical situations a counter-
revolutionary class  com-

promise which benefits the
bourgeoisie — has a certain
historical legitimacy in that
the communists have no-
whereyetfinally shown their
ability to positively defend
democracy. But as soon asit
could be politically relevant
to talk of the re-founding of
social democratic parties in
our countries, they would al-
ready be superfluous in pre-
cisely this respect. For then
precisely that socialist demo-
cracy would prevail, which
the social democrat Rosa
Luxemburg left to the West
European CPs at their
founding”

Bahro, believing that the
working class in the West
now has no_ revolutionary
potential, and rejecting the
equation of socialism with
nationalisation,does express
some sympathy for the Ital-
ian CP’s strategy. But what
distinguishes Bahro from
manyother oppositionists in
Fastorn  Feeape is his
commitment le werkers’
democracy and to socialism
as the complete emancipa-

ith ¢
tion of humanity fromaliena-
tion, and his clear idea of
how‘real existing socialism’
differs from this and must be
changed.

Monty Johnstone. review-
ing Bahro’s book in the
Morning Star. decided that
the best way to deal with
these awkward questions
waswith a front of brass. He
ticked off Bahro for not being
radical enough!

NewElite
Johistene acacked Bahro

for failing to come out for a
multi-party system. and for
being “extremely vague"
because he “takes us little
further than’ Marx's model
of the Paris Commune as a
truly democratic workers’
state. And the new Leagueof
Communists advocated. by
Bahro would, Johnstone
claims, just mean the creat-
ion of a newelite.

Onthestrength ofthe Brit-
ish CP's servile attachment
to bourgeois Parliamentar-
ism. Johnstone speaks as an
expert on
‘the 2

demecracs
 py
 Ocialism so strengiy advoc-

ted by Weestern CommunistParties. includingour own’

e MarxistsJohnstone's hope for East-
ern Europe is a movement
like Dubcek’s in Czecho-
slovakia in 1968. But Bahro
is absolutely right to show
that reform movements
based in the Communist
Party apparatuses — which
above all represent the bur-
eaucracy— cannot get to the
roots of the deep problems
caused by the bureaucracy’s
role in the economy and
society

Joh: ends with a
rather pathetic-sounding
plea for nubl ication and dis-
cussion of Tie Alternative in
the ‘socialist’ countries. For
him. the repression of the
socialist opposition can be
corrected by lobbying the
bureaucracy to change its
policy.

Changingit
Bahroanalyses the struct-

ure of East European so 6

to show why the repre
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Rudolf Bahro — sentenced
to eight years’ imprison-
mentanc the warm apprec-
iation of left reformists.
The first becauseof his
close relation to Marxism,
the latter despite it.
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The Shah’s apolog-
ists say that he has
modernised Iran,
improving theposit-
ion of women, and
that theopposition
represents a relig-
ious backlash.

That is not how
womenin Iran see
it. ‘Manny’, an Ir-
anian socialist femi-
nist, told Socialist
Organiser about the
struggles she saw
andtookpartin last
autumnin Iran, be-
fore returning to
London in October.
She started by describing the
women's contingent on the
great demonstration of
Thursday7thSeptember, the
day before the ‘BlackFriday’
massacre in Tehran's Jaleh
Square.
CONSIDERING THE situa-
tion in Iran, that women do
not comeonthestreet in any
circumstances, except for
shopping or taking their kids
to school, it was very import-
ant to see women — such a
large number of women,all
together, united — in a
massive demonstration.

They were all together
there, and they had their
slogans. Of course, they
weren’t women’s slogans,
they were the national slog-
ans. It was a glimpse of the
revolution.

The women were very
strong. I walked with them
and we chanted the same
slogans. They knew what
they were saying, and they
were very militant. They
were holding hands, in case
something went wrong, and
theywerereadytofight. 

 
 
  
 
  
  
  
  
  

    
  

When we passed one of
the main squares, where
there were masses of sold-
iers and tanks, they stopped.
faced the soldiers, and chant-
ed: ‘Brother soldier, why are
you killing your brothers?’,
“Why don’t you stop support-ing the Shah?’

Someof those women were
carrying children. I just can’t
see how those women walk-
ed for 14 miles, under the
heat of the sun. I have never
seen such a sight in Iran. |
have never seen it anywhere.
I have seen demonstrations
in this country, but not with
thatmilitancy!
WH Do you knowhow the
women organised themselv-
es for thatdemonstration?
Organising anything in Iran
is not the same as in the
West, because of the re-
pression.

The organisation is usually
local. But some of the wo-
menare in touch with other
women in other cities and
other provinces. I was amaz-
ed that so many people had
come from the provinces.

The organisation is invis-
ible, because of the life
women lead in Iran — wo-
men are invisible — but at
the same timeit exists and
is very strong.

Accordingto Iran's accept-

ed standards, women in the
poor areas — in the southern
part of Tehran — are more
backward. They are more
oppressed and, as workers,
doubly exploited. But they
were the ones who were
participating in the demons-
tration. They were the ones
who had their meetings
in the mosques, and their
organisation through the
mosques and the localities.
They had a network of in-
formation links.and contacts,
and organised support for
single parents and prisoners’
families.

Women in the northern
part of the city, where the
bourgeoisie and well-off
people live, must have had
sympathies with the move-
ment. But in comparison
theydid very,verylittle.

Shooting
The minute the shooting

started on Black Friday — I
live just five minutes away
from Jaleh Square — wo-
men pouredinto the streets.
Thefirst thing that came to
everybody’s mind was to
start a fire, to combat the
tear gas. So women rushed
into their houses. brought
out wood and old furniture,
put them in the street and
set themalight.

Later, women went round
to the hospital near Jaleh
Square.

Blood was needed there.
Women came back to the
street and told us. Many wo-
men went to the hospital
to give blood. Later another
group of women came and
said that the blood donors
had been shot at from heli-
copters — so if we were go-
ing to the hospital we must
be very careful.
MM What attitude did the
men on the demonstration
have to the women being
there?
The attitude of the men to-
wards the womenonthe de-
monstration was very com-
radely. It was perhaps the
only time I have seen men

comradely towards women in
the street!

The streets are men’s
territory. Women are not
supposed to be there; and
when they are, especially
without a chador[robecover-
ing their heads] they are
seen immediately as sex ob-
jects. Women in the streets
are usually molested, pinch-
ed. and botheredby men.

But during the days the
people were struggling, unit-
ed for a political aim, theatti-
tudes of men towards wo-
men were so comradely... it
was unbelievablefor me that
menin Iran could see women
in the street and beso friend-
ly towards them.

There was no_ hostility,
even from men whowerenot
demonstrating with us. On
Thursday night there were

many menstanding outside
their houses, or on the pave-
ment, looking at the demons-
tration, and chanting solidar-
ity with the demonstration.

Whenthewomen’s contin-
gent was passing, most of
the men I saw were chanting
solidarity —- but at the same
time they were moved, they
were so moved by seeing
women there participating.
I think that the men on the

pavement felt inferior to
thosewomen,and they were
questioning themselvesfor a
minute: everyone is thére,
and we are on the pave-
ment...

It was a very moving situ-
ation. Someseldiers couldn't
take it. One soldier with a
machine-gun couldn’t toler-
ate women chanting at him:
‘Whydo you kill your broth-
ers? Why don’t you kill
those who oppress you?’ I
saw thetears in his eyes. He
came down, left the machine-
gun, and wentto the van. He
was very moved, and tears
were running downhis face.

It was a scene that I had
never seen in my life, and
perhapswillnever see again,
if there is no revolutionary
movementin Iran in the fut-
ure. After 25 years of const-
ant repression, not just from
the state but from their men,
at home, in the family, in
their area, these women are
nowcomingoutin the streets
and chanting slogans against
the system, becausethey see
the system as the main reas-
on for their oppression.
MH Do you know anything
about the participation of
women workers in the strike
movements?
The people’s movement in
Iran is going through stages.
Now it is the stage when
workers are dominating the
scene. There are masses of
women workers mobilising
and organising in the factor-
ies. But when I wasthereit
was shopkeepers, petty
bourgeoisie, and bourgeoisie
who had the. leadership. I
did not hear then of women
factory workers going on
strike to support the
movement.

But oneofthe first groups
of workers who went on
strike was the telecommuni-
cations workers. I was there
when the  telecommunica-
tions workers went on strike
for better wages, better
opportunities, a better health
service and better nursery
facilities.A great numberof
people in telecommunicat-
ions are women. My mother
is: she went on strike too,
and she brought home news
about their organising, their
demands, and how it pro-
gressed daily.

Teachers
Later on, one of their de-

mands was‘End the Martial
Law’. And teachers were one
of the first groupsof striking
workers in Iran who made
their main demand, ‘End the
Martial Law’. A great num-
ber of the teaching work-
force in Iran is women.

Then the nurses came on
strike. The nurses’ demands
were really militant, too; they
had had to nurse the people
who had been beaten up and
smashedand bruised by the
soldiers, and one of their
demands was that they
couldn’t face any more re-

pression.
Of course, these are not

very well communicated. If
you were in Iran, you would-
n’t know that the nurses are
on strike, because the Gov-
ernment doesn't publicise it
and the nurses are in their
workplace. They haven't got
the organisation to publish
or give out leaflets to inform
the people.

There were strike com-
mittees among the tele-
communications workers and
teachers and nurses. Women
were a very strong part of
the strike committee among
the telecommunications
workers. But they hadn’t the
resources to publish leaflets
and to inform other people.
Their main aim was to keep
their workplace together.
They went to the workplace
but theydidn’t work.

Nurses were the same.
They had their own strike
committee in the hospitals.
They had their links with
other hospitals. They set up
information committees and
people were responsible for

mullahs take to the partici-
pation of women in the
struggle?
I have never seen mullahs so
enlightened in Iran! The
mullahs were so much
against seeing women in
the street, hearing women’s
voices — so utterly against
that, all their lives — but
there and then I saw them,
when the women hadtheir
fists up and were chanting,
left speechless. They could-
n’t do anything but admire
the women’s courage.

And when they saw the
women in the streets, I
think they began to think
about their attitudes towards

 

getting news from other
hospitals.

.Many hospitals in Iran
at that time had really close
links, and were giving out
news and information —

but not in a published form,
becausethey didn’t want the
police or the army to burst
into the hospitals.

Teachers — not in Tehran
so much, but in other towns
— had very strong strike
committees. Teachers I
spoke to in a small town in
the southofIran were feeling
very strong. They had links
with the students, and most
important of all they had
links with the students’
parents, with great support
andsolidarityamong them.
WO What attitude did the
stricter Muslims and_ the
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women. Women werethere
in the streets, showing the
mullahs that ‘we can do as
much as you can, perhaps
more!’

The mullahs’ interpreta-
tion was that the women
were coming out on the
streets and demonstrating
‘against. the system because
they were religious. They
saw it in those terms. But
I saw them changing their
attitudes. Of course it takes
a long time. But I thinkthose
womenin the street took the
first step to tell everybody
that attitudes had to be
changed. They were telling
everybody: you can’t go on
in your struggle against re-
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your humanforce sitting at
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— and there was notimefor
the women on the demonstr-
ation to support those who
wore robes or those who
didn’t. Women on the de-
monstration were calling to
all the bystanders, ‘Come
and join us’ — whether they
worerobesornot.

I wore a chador just
because I felt easier to be
close to other women like
that: but when I have a
choice whether to wear a
robe or not, I don’t think it’s
repressive.

It is still customary for the
majority of women to wear
some form of head covering.
Those who don’t are seen as
students, middle-class, 
western-type women. It 1s
very easy to alienate women
thisway.

Women were fighting for
general national issues,
to kick out the Shah — and
I didn’t see any argument
in Iran about wearing a robe
or not. We didn’t have time
for that petty argument. Of
course, I saw the argument
here (in England). I was
verysurprised!

Women in Iran in the
streets, fighting the army,
were not bothered about the
veil... but someof us here, in
the West, were bothered! I
am not saying the issue is
not important, but it is not
our demand today. Iam sure
it will be one day. The issue
of the chador has to be
raised by womeninIran rath-

Vida Hadjebi-Jabrizi,one of
the many womenjailedand
tortured by SAVAK.Arrested
in 1972, she was freed recent-
ly,but Iran’sjails arestill
packed.

er thanby us in London.
MM To what extent did
you find that the women in-
volved in the struggle were
beginning to raise their own
demands, as women?
The telecommunications
workers and the nurses are
better off than any other
workers in Iran because the
government has made some
attempt to have nurseries
organised for them, in the
workplace. But nurseries
were not sufficient. They
were not run by trained
nurses.

During the strike, the wo-
men realised that it was
high time the nursery was
run better. They began to
demand that there should be
a trained nurse, that there
should be a heated room with
facilitiesand medical care.

During the nurses’ strike,
cleaners and cooks joined
them. One of their major
demands was: why couldn’t
they have their kids in the
hospital nursery? why should
it be exclusive to nurses’ and
doctors’ kids?

Mysister is a qualified
nurse, and she was active
among the striking nurses.
She told me hownurses (who
in Iran are all women) be-
gan discussing their oppress-
ion as women during the
strike. They were question-
ing male domination in hosp-
itals and the wayit affected
them.

Local nurseries are non-
existent in Iran. But because
of the high intensity of the
situation the question of
nurseries in localities was
not brought up thatmuch.

However, I talked to wo-
menin a village in the south
of Iran, and theywere so mil-
itant about having nurseries
in that.village! The govern-
ment had promised them a
nursery for about 30 under-
fives. But the women were
saying: we’ve got 450 kids
under five in our village.
Howcan this one govern-
ment nursery, do us any
good? '

Equabity
Today militant women

workers in the oil industry,
in textiles, in banks and oth-
er places are raising the
issue of equal wages and op-
portunity in the strike com-
mittees, and making
demands.

 

WMH Did you find women
questioning what Islam says
about the inferiority of
women?
There is a very heated disc-
ussion among the women
who are for an Islamic Re-
public and the women who
are not — students, women
workers, and professionals
who are against Islamic
rules for women.

The Muslim women say
that women have always
been oppressed by the syst-
em, not by men; if men are
oppressing women,it’s be-
cause of the system. They
say that if we have an Islam-
ic system which is based on
equality and sharing, then
there will be no oppression
of women.

Other women bring for-
ward the argument in the
Koran; there is a long pass-
age on women saying that
women should obey their
men.

Muslim women do_not
want to see the Koran de-
bated. But a great numberof
these Muslim women are
coming out on the street,
participating in the demon-
strations. Their whole pract-
ical life doesn't fit the Kor-
an. The contradiction is
making them thinkthat what
it says in the Koranis very
good, -very progressive...
but not by today’s standards.
I heard them saying: ‘The
Koranis great, it says very
good things, but it was
written in the seventh
century’.

I recently discovered a
story of women in Medina
sending a delegate to the
prophet Mohammed with a
list of demands: what sort
of a prophet are you? are
you a prophet just for men?
They hada list of feminist
demands which questioned
Islam’s male supremacy.
that was the seventh cent-
ury! If that happened in
Saudi Arabia then, | think
it’s bound to happen among
Muslim womenin Iran now.

You can say almost every-
body in Iran is Muslim:
but whopractises it? Women
factory workers can’t pract-
ise it, because it is in no
way related to their lives.
According to Islam, they
should besitting at home and
not working.In the villages,
women do so many jobs.
I saw womenright up on the
roof of a house, putting a
newroof on: you can’t do
that with a robe on! The
practicality of their lives
shows that we can’t keep
to the orthodox Muslim
practice.

Mostof the womenin the
villages don’t wear robes,
just somethingto covertheir
heads while they’reworking.
Whentheygo into town they
wearrobes.

WhenI went to the vill-
ages, I wore a robe. I don’t
agree with the argument
some people use, that we
shouldn’t wear robes or
Iranian customary clothing
if we don’t wear them
usually. In Iran what bourg-
eois women wear is very
distinct from what ordinary
womenwear.

Ordinary women wear
very simple dress, usually a

 
sate from the workplace
mess. The robe is part of
their clothing. So if I go to
thevillages in Western cloth-
es, they will see me as a
bourgeois woman or some
kind oftourist.

Women workers don’t
wear a robe in the factory,
but they put one on to go
to work, because they feel
saferlike that.
MM How hastheposition of
women changedoverthelast
15 years, with industrialis-
ation?

  
 

A great number of women
were brought into the fact-
ories. But the largest wo-
men’s workforce in still in
home craft production (like
carpets).
MM You read a lot in the
British press about Western-
isation. What does that mean
in practice?
Massiveintroduction of con-
sumer goods, like TVs, re-
frigerators, washing machin-
es, and thousandsof kinds of
cosmetics. Using women as
agents of consumer society,
through the media and mass
advertising.

Attacksou
Wwonten

In a country where 90%of
women are illiterate and
70% of women are house-
wives, during the last few
years there have-been scen-
es of semi-nude women on
TV or advertising hoardings
to advertise British Leyland
Cars. Japanese electrical
goods, cosmetics. and wall-
papers... and manufactured
carpets. in a country where
the majority of the female
labour force does craft pro-
duction of carpets. There has
been massive screening of
foreign pornographic films.
causing more prostitution,
attacks on women in the
streets, and rape.

The present Shah's father
banned the chador and said
to women: ‘You were hidden
behind the black: robe. I
liberated you!’. The present
Shah gave womentheright
to vote. brought womeninto
the workforce, and madehis
Queen and his twin sister the
patrons of women’s liberat-
ion in Iran.

The ‘Women’s Organisa-
tion of Iran’, led by the
Shah's sister, has sophistica-
ted. highly costly buildings
in every majorcity.

I visited its headquarters
a fewtimes. It has a compre-
hensive library of women’s
literature. 1] was amazed to
see books by Sheila Row-
botham and Juliet Mitchell,
and Alix Holt’s selected
writings of Alexandra Koll-
ontai! They have most west-
ern feminist writings. in
French, English and Ger-
man,all tucked away, com-
pletely unused. The few tim-
es I was there I saw it pract-
ically empty all the time. It
was a grand show of
prestige.

prestige
Women's liberation is not

a grand showofprestige. It
is part of the developmentof
a nation, and precisely be-
cause of this. it is such a
long. painful, constant
struggle. We are sick and
tired of being liberated so
manytimes bythe Shah, his
father, his Queen, and his
sisters, according to Western
values and slogans of ‘take
the chadoroff, get the vote’.

Our demands and

_
pro-

gramme for women’sliber-
ation must be based on the
general needs of women in
Iran, in relation to their
social and cultural develop-
ment.

BY Chenhamo C.
Chimutengwende,
authorof the rec-
ently published
book, ‘SouthAfrica:
The Press and the
Politics of Liberat-
ion’, Barbican
Books, London.

THE FUTUREof the former
German colony of South West
Africa [now Namibia] is clear.
The one million people of
Namibia will, sooner or later,
rule themselvesas an indepen-
dentAfricannation.

The Namibian liberationstruggle. which is being spear-
headed by the South West
African People’s Organisation
(SWAPO) is an unstoppable
process and an integral part
of the world-wide anti-colonial
movement. This freedom
movement has gone_from
strength to strength during
the past four decades and has
resultedin the liberation of
much of Africa, Asia and other
parts of theworld. .

Asa result of South Africa’s
attempts to annexetheterri-
tory of Namibia into a ‘greater
South Africa’ and the applica-
tion of apartheid policies in
Namibia, the United Nations
revoked the right of South
Africa to administer Namibia
on behalf of the world body in
1966. In 1971 the International
Court of Justice ruled that
South Africano longer had anyright to administer Namibia
underinternationallaw.

South Africa remains deter-
mined to decide and control
the content of the constitution-
al development of Namibia.
Being a politically desperate,
bankrupt and backward colon-
ial power, South Africa has
manufactured many schemes
designed to produce a solution
in Namibia which is worse
thanneo-colonialist in charact-
er. This is in line with the in-
ternal policies of SouthAfrica.

For South Africa, to imple-
mentany policies or to cooper-
ate in the implementation of
any policies in Namibia which
are not gearedto its own racist
white supremacist ideology
would result in the automatic
introduction of another de-
vastatingcontradictioninto the
olitics of white power in
uthAfricaitself.
South Africa is indeed in a

quandary over Namibia. As a
result of the determined
struggle by thepeople of Nam-
ibia coupled with international
pressure, especially through
the UN, South Africa has fail-
ed to divide up Namibia into
non-viable Bantustans along
ethniclines.

This political approach,
whose practical implementa-
tion is being resolutely oppos-
ed in South Africaitself, where
its evil intentions have been
thoroughlyexposed, is proving
to be a ‘mission impossible’
both in South Africa and in
Namibia.

In a desperate moveto,stop
the inevitablevictory of the lib-
eration forces of Namibia led
by SWAPO,South Africa has
recently been trying to unite
local racist white groups,
opportunist black groups. and
conservative and_ traditional
African chiefs under the um-
brella of the Democratic Turn-
halle Alliance (DTA). This
ethnic coalition, a creation of
the governmentof South Afri-

 NAMIBIA:
WHERE
APARTHEID
FACESA
‘MISSION
IMPOSSIBLE’

ca, is led by Dirk Mudge, an
Afrikanerand former ‘Govern-
or’ of the territory who is a
memberof the National Party,
the ruling party within South
Africaitself

Under the DTA Namibia
would be a racial and ethnic
federation based on ‘consens-
us’ and ‘power-sharing’, very
much the same thing the in-
ternal settlement of lan Smith
is meant to produce in Zimb-
abwe. But of course any solu-
tion that leaves the white min-
ority in poweror withthe pow-
er to veto is no solution at all.
It onlyprolongstheconflict.

From December4 to 8 South
Africa organised elections in
Namibia which were aimed at
electing a DTA-led Transition-
al Government and at exclud-
ing SWAPO. These elections
were boycotted by almost ev-
ery party outside the DTA,
includingSWAPO.

The UN andtheinternation-
al community opposed the idea
of elections controlledand sup-
ervised by South Africa and
outside the UN framework.
Through force, threats and in-
timidation, 412,000 Namib-
ians were registered as vot-
ers. It is also clear that similar
methods were used to get at
least 80% of the registered
voters to vote for theDTA.

Just before the elections,
many officers and activists of
SWAPO in Namibia were de-
tained in order to ensure that
everything went according to
the South African  master-
plan. In a 13-page document
recently released to the

_
press

in London by the Namibian
churches, detailed evidence
wasgiven of how the people of
Namibia were coerced into
voting for the DTA.’

South Africa has conceded
that some time in 1979 anoth-
er election under UN super-
vision could take place. This
makes the recent elections
seem a pointless charade. Ho-.
wever, South Africa insists
that the UN should use the.
South African/DTAcontrolled
state machinery for the pro-
posed UN-supervised elect-
ions, so that South Africa can
maintain its ability to mani-
pulate the course of events.
The negotiations between the
UN, South Africa, and the
Western powers are continu-
ing on the numbersof UN ad-
ministrative and military per-
sonnel and on the numbersof
South African personnel and
security forces that may
remain in the territory during
the election period.

South Africa finds that it
has to co-operate or pretend
to co-operate with the UN for
fear of further and speedier
isolation by the international
community. Economic sanct-
jons could hurt South Africa
sharply enough to provoke or
deepen internal contradictions
within the white ruling class.
There is already a crisis of
confidence and direction with-
in the ruling class, which is
bedevilled by scandals like
the ‘Muldergate’affair.

The West too would be dam-
aged by sanctions against
South Africa. The West hassignificant investments and
other highly profitable links
with South Africa. This is why
the Western countries are try-
ing to persuade South Africa
to cooperate with the UN. But
the dilemma that remains for
South Africais that, whetherit
cooperates or not, its policies
both in Namibia and within
South Africa itself are increas-
ingly becoming untenable be-
cause of the emerging internal
and external opposition.
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THE COMMON MARKET:
A CAPITALISTDISASTER
 

ALF LOMAS[Secr-
etary, London Co-
OperativePolitical
Committee] argues
that ‘‘We must
send anti-market-
eers to the Europ-
ean Assembly,de-
mandingradical
changesin the
wholestructure of
the EEC and keep-
ing alive theoption
of withdrawal’’.

  
 

MEMBERSHIP OF the Com-
mon Market has proved dis-
astrous for our working
people.

CAP has forced up. food
prices and created huge sur-
pluses in a world where mill-
ionsare starving.

Ourtrade deficit with the
other EEC countries is runn-
ing at £2,000 million per
year, compared with a
surplusin 1970.

We have been prevented

from giving state aid to our
industries, and we now have
to phase out the TES which
has saved over 100,000
jobs.

The gap betweenrich and
poorregionsis widening.

Wewill be paying nearly
£1 billionnet into the budget
by 1980.

NoSocialist can support an
organisation which has as
oneof its main principles the
free movement of capital.
This means investment goes
where it is most profitable
and not to the mostsocially
desirable areas.

I want more socialism in
Britain not less and, there-
fore, I have consistently
opposed our membership of
the Common Market and be-
lieve it would be in our best
interests if we withdrew.

At the moment, however,
we are a member,legislation
is being passed affecting
working people, elections
will be held. We cannot leave
it to the Tories to represent
us. We must send as many
anti-marketeers as possible
to the European Assembly to
fight for the Labour Party’s
policies, demanding radical

changesin the whole struct-
ure of the EEC and to keep
alive the option of with-
drawal.

Weshould insist upon the
scrapping or at least funda-
mental reform of CAP, an
end to interference in intern-
al economic policies of mem-
ber states, a new system of
funding the EEC budget, the
rejection of moves to monet-
ary or economic union and
perhaps most important of
all to campaign for the Lab-
our Party’s objective of work-
ing ‘‘towards the creation of
a wider but much looser
grouping of European Stat-
es — onein which each coun-
try is able to realise its own
economic and social object-
ives under the sovereigntyof its own Parliament’’.

I am prepared to give up
‘national sovereignty’ to a
Socialist institution but not to
the anti-socialist, pro-capital-
ist EEC.

Membersof the European
Assembly must fight for the
interests of ordinary working
people against the bankers
and multi-nationals in whose
interests the Common Mark-
et now operates.

Break out of
.thenationalist

ambush
 

MARK DOUGLAS
[Hackney N. CLP]
asks, ‘Will we be
ambushed again?’

  
 

“THE UNITED Europe of
the future can and must be
pluralist politically. But
it will not exist at all with-
out the co-operation and
inspiration of European
Socialists. The Conserva-
tive Parties are incapable
economically andpolitically
of creating it, and of solv-
ing the crisis of capitalism.

“Only the Socialists can
provide a new model of
development and_civilis-
ation’’.

With these words Frang-
ois Mitterand launched the
‘united’ campaignof twelve
Socialist Parties for the
European Assembly elect-
ions planned for June 7th
thisyear.

That meeting, in the
Opera Housein Lille, was
held last November and
survived the almost total
absenceof any British Lab-
our delegate. That’s one
reason why readers of Soc-
ialist Organiser will almost
certainly have never heard
of it.

As. far as the ‘Labour

Safeguarders’ are concern-
ed, they would much prefer
the whole of ‘European’
politics to sink into the
‘English’ Channel.

As local Labour Parties
around the country select
their prospective European
MPsthis month, total con-
fusion has ensued over the
vexed issue of ‘Britain in
Europe’ once more. For
the right wing of the Labour
Party, the run-up to the
European elections provid-
es one more hard nail
with which to bury the
Labour Left.

On the Left, Dennis
Skinner, an arch ‘safe-
guarder’ and newly-elected
Labour Executive member,
boast their failure to hold
even a passport to ‘foreign
lands’. Norman Atkinson,
Party treasurer, whines ov-
er the lack of any funds
with which to fight the
elections on Labour's
terms, whilst adamantly
refusing to soil our clean
hands with money from
Brussels.

Nevertheless, as the
Campaign for a Socialist
Europe has shown, there
are increasing numbers of
socialists on the Left (and
not quite on the Left) who
have now broken ranks with

the ‘Euro-sceptics’. What
is there in Europe (of which
we haveall been part since
at least Caesar's time)
which we cannot be equaliy‘sceptical’ about in Britain?
The current arguments of
the ‘Safeguarders’ are a
concoction of pure British
chauvinism, laced with an
uncritical regard for the
traditions of British Labour.

The best opportunity for
socialists to campaign ag-ainst the impotent politics
of ‘Little England’, of Brit-
ain for the ‘British’, of
parliamentary sovereign-
ty in Westminster(or Stras-
bourg for that matter) has
now been presentedto us.

With capitalism both in
Britain and Europe becom-
ing increasingly paralysed,
the Social-Democrats’
dream of a_prosperous
and stable Europe incor-
porating the working class-
es of nine, then twelve or
more countries, will be
broken. For that dream to
be effectively challenged
in Britain, the socialist
Left must break out of the
nationalist ambush, or
the Social-Democrats of
the German SPD_= and
the Christian Democrats
of Italy will continue to
rule in Europe.
 

 

LET'S PRESS FOR
SOCIALIST REFORMS
IN THE E.E.C.
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SIMON TEMPLE
(Birmingham,Selly
Oak CLP] argues
that the issue is not
‘national sovereign-
ty’, but the fight ag-
ainst the bosses’
sovereignty, here
and throughoutthe
EEC.

 
 

 
MOST PEOPLE on the Left
opposed Britain joining
the Common Market and
don’t want direct elections
to the European Parlia-
ment.

They rightly say that the
EEC is a rich man’s club:
but so is British capitalism!
The European Parliament
is no instrument for winn-
ing socialism. But is West-
minster a more

_
likely

weapon?
It is the owners of the

banks and big firms who
control this country, not
Parliament. The objection
boils down to nationalism:
against direct elections,
not because the EEC is
capitalist, but because it’s
foreign!

The campaign against
direct elections is purely
diversionary, and makes
no more sense than a cam-
paign against Westminster
elections. In or out of the
EEC is not an issue for the
workingclass; international
unity in the fight against
EEC bosses, British boss-
es, and all other bosses,
is.

Unfortunately the struct-
ure set up by the National
Executive Committee to
organise for the EEC elect-
ions is designed to ensure
that accountabilitydoes not
extend to the membership
of the Labour Party con-
trolling the activities of the
Euro-MPs. The selection
organisations will choose
the candidates and then
dissolve. We need to cam-
paign within the Party for
these committees to be
kept going to receive regul-
ar reports from the Euro-
MPs and instruct them on
whatpolicies to pursue.

Work by committed soc-
jalists in the European
Parliament would be worth-
while, provided it is based
on an internationalist poli-
cy, not a nationalist one.
The struggle for socialism

has to be an internationa!
one, orit will fail.

An__isolated socialist
state in a hostile capitalist
world will either degener-
ate into a hideous bureau-
cratic caricature — such
as the Soviet Union today
— or, morelikely,be crush-
ed. Only the support of
workers in other countries
could save it and carry on
the fight for a united social-
ist Europe.

Right now we need to
build the closest possible
political and trade union
links between workers
throughout Europe. That’s
the only way to stop the:
multi-nationals playing
off workers in different
countries against each
other, and to carry forward
the fight against the whole
‘bosses’ system.

Socialist Euro-MPs
could play a useful — if
subsidiary — role in that
struggle. But if the Labour
members of the European
Parliament make it their
business to defend the least
competitive sects of
British capitalism, then
that will be a positive
hindrance in the fight for
socialism.

 ‘Bangingfists’ on
EEC tables is no
answer, argues
Donald Sassoonof
the Campaign fora
Socialist Europe.
Socialist advances
can be made more
easily in a European
than a ‘little Eng-
land’ context.

 
 

  
A CURSORY glance at the
literature distributed by the
anti-marketeer body, the
Safeguard Committee,
suggests that their main pre-
occupation is an economic

the Common Marketone:
simply costs too much.
Their statistical exercise
rests on a

_
peculiar logic:

the calculation of the differ-
ences to the British economy
between the cost of member-
ship so far and what it would
havecost had Britain remain-
ed outside the EEC.

At no timeis there an att-
empt to examine how much
it would actually cost us to
get out of the EEC, for ex-
ample, how much it would
cost us to re-establish the
old British system of agri-
cultural subsidies.

It is obvious that the cost-
ing argumentis a demagugic
one which hides another
line, namely that by entering
the EEC the UK has lost
some of its sovereignty lo .

‘foreign’ body over whom

we havelittle control.
The concept of sover-

eignty embraced bytheanti-
marketeers is a familiarone:
it rests on the liberaldoctrine
which identifies legal sover-
eignty with de facto sover-
eignty. The truth of the matt-
er is that the British Parlia-
ment is sovereign only in
the most limited legal sense.
In reality it must act within
determinate constraints
which result out of the bal-
ance of political, economic
and social forces within
whichit operates.

Bytrying to re-fight the
referendum which they have
lost, ‘the  anti-marketeers
are ready to sabotage all
attempts to democratise
the EEC, first by resisting
direct elections to the Euro-
pean Assembly, and then by
putting forward candidates
whose main task will be that
of banging their fists on the
table, demanding concess-
ions and derogations which
they know are unacceptable
to all socialist parties in the
EEC. Once these further
attempts at ‘re-negotiations’
will have failed, the anti-
marketeers will conclude in
mocksorrow that there is no
other solution except with-
drawal.

This line of action will not
produce any progressive
effects either in Europe
or in the EEC, andthis is
why it can be accepted so
easily by people like Enoch
Powell.

What the Campaign for a

Socialist Europe suggests is
a bold and_ imaginative
approach to Europe which
would abandonboththe ‘soc-
ialism in one country/siege
economy’ model offered by
the anti-marketeers and the
Labour centre-right_self-
satisfied approach that
‘now that we are in Europe
things will work out some-
how’.

The Labour Party can and
must play a positive role in
the first directly elected
European Assemblyby work-
ing together with the other
working class parties to-
wards a transfer of power
from the Commission and the
Council of Ministers to the
Assemblyitself, for a re-
form of the CAP,for a trans-
fer of resources from the rich
areas to the poor ones,for a
harmonisation of welfare
beneiits at the highestlevel,
for a European charter of
workers, for multi-national
control of the multi-nat-
ionals.

The objectives of advanc-
ing towards a democratic
regime of working class
control over social life as a
whole can be realised more
easily in a European rather
than in a “‘little England’’
context. The Campaignfor a
Socialist Europe therefore
calls upon socialists in Brit-
ain to abandon protectionist
and reactionary illusions,
and to begin the attempt to
create a socialist advance not
in an isolationist utopia,
but in the reality of Europe.
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NATIONALISETHE BANKSAND
FINANCE HOUSES—CAMPAIGN NOW!
THE PRESENT system of
local government finance is
considered so complex that
very few people fully under-
stand it. Because of this, it
is difficult and often imposs-
ible for working-classpeople
— even when elected as
Councillors — toplay a full
role in the management of
their affairs through focal
government. This in turn
must mean a loss in demo-
cracy, as understood by
Socialists.

There are two basic forms
of local government spend-
ing: ‘Revenue’ and ‘Capital’.

Capital expenditure goes
on the building of the more
permanent structures, such
as schools, day nurseries,
roads, etc. Revenue on the
whole goesto paying the day
to day running costs of the
Council, such as wages, debt
charges, and soon.

Capital expenditure is
almost entirely finance by
borrowing (from Banks, Fin-
ance Houses, etc.), while
Revenueis got from charges
for Council services, govern-
mentgrantaid, andrates.

Government grant aid is
mainly in the form of the
Rate Support Grant (RSG)

|
and can account for as much
as two thirds of a Council’s
intake for revenue expendi-
ture. The complexities of the
RSG were once described by
Richard Crossmanasa ‘tort-
uous administrative mon-
strosity’.

Projected
It is not only the complexi-

ties of the system that work
_
against local authorities,but
also the need to gain approv-
al for specific capital projects
from Whitehall. A case in
point is what happened rec-
ently in the London Borough
of Hackney.

Wehadthe highest num-
ber of children in care and
the least amount of day prov-
ision for under-Ss.

However, the government
deniedustheright to borrow
the money to build much-
needed nurseries. This tight
control over local authority

-spending means that if a
majority of socialist councill-
ors were voted into power,they couldn’t carry out the
programmetheywere elect-
ed on unless it met with the
approval of Whitehall.

But even when loan sanct-

nterest Charges: the noose around our necks
THIS YEAR Labour counc-
ils will be faced with some
tough decisions: to raise
rents and rates; to cut serv-
ices; or to mount a chall-
engeto thewhole system of
local government finance,
by refusing to pay interest
charges to banks andfin-
ance houses, with the con-
sequentthreatof surcharg-
es, bankruptcy, and im-
prisonment.

Many Labour controlled
councils were elected on
manifestos committing
them to radical social
changes: nurseries for all;
crash house-building and
modernisation programm-
es; £60 minimum wage for
council employees, opposi-
tion to pay limits; massive
expansion of social serv-
ices, recreation and leisure
facilities.

There is no shortage of
resources or workers to do

ion — approval to borrow —

is given, working class areas
like Hackney are then faced
with the task of finding the
money to repay these mass-
ive amounts. Hackney alone
is in debt to the tune of over
£215 million. This means
that we pay over £20 million
eachyearin interest charges.

But even this staggering
amountof dues did notsatis-
fy the City of London. They
claimed that, because local
authorities were such large
borrowers of money, they
were upsetting the money
markets by too much short
term borrowing. Short term
borrowing is of course cheap-
er than long-term.

So the Treasury issued an
edict last year which instruct-
ed all local authorities to
moveto an averageloan per-iod of seven years. For the
people of Hackney this
meant an extra £14 million
in interest charges.

Obscene
Hackney, which has the

lowest income per family in
London and which according
to the Department of Health
and Social Security is, the
most deprived area in Eng-
land and Wales,will now be
paying this extra moneystraight into the pockets of
banks and finance houses.
The poorest are to be squeez-
ed even harder to make the
rich evenricher.

Of course the people who
arrange loans for us have to
havetheircut. This year saw
the obscene spectacle of
£35,000 being votedto a firm
of accountants who arranged
a deal for Hackneyto borrow
£10 million from a consort-
ium of banks and finance
houses.

Again, this money comes
from the ratepayers of Hack-
ney. That money could have
been used to build and run a
nurseryfor one year.

It seems that rich pick-
ings can be obtained from
local government finance.
Wearealso excellentcollat-
eral, since we cannot go
broke. Services can always
be cut and rents and rates
‘put up in order to find the
money to repay the debt and
interest charges.

The whole system needs
radically altering. The first
step mustbethe carrying out

these jobs. But in present-
day society nothing can be
done without money. And
the councils face a money
shortage. At root, what
stands in the way is the
system which robs the
wealth from the workers
who have created it, and
produces only for profit,
not for need.

Cash terms
Even in cash terms the

moneyis available...only it
is in the wrong hands.Last
year Government depart-
ments underspenta total of
£2,500 million, as theywent
all out to meet cash limits.
That’s about £50 per head
of population, orgover £10
million for a borough the
size of Hackney!

But the councils don’t
have the money. What

by Hackney
councillor
JOHN SWEENEY

of Labour Party policy bynationalising the Banks,
Insurance Houses, and Fin-
ancial Institutions, groups
which hold local authorities
in hock. After that, the next
step must be to drastically
reduce rates. The majority
of money for local authori-
ties should then come from
direct government funding
withoutinterest charges (and
with just enough directives
to ensure it goes to those in
most need).

After all, it is money that
has been raised in taxes and

 

other payments, so why
should the government
charge itself interest? In
this way there would be a
massive shift of money and
resources in favour of work-
ing class people, fulfilling a
Labour Party pledge. It
would also mean_that
working-class people had
more control over their liv-
es, which again is central to

  
awe
by
MIKE DAVIS

should they do?
John Sweeney arguesfor

bank nationalisation, an
end to interest charges, and
direct central government
finance. This must be made
a campaign issue. Councill-
ors must organise meetings
with local tenants’ associa-
tions, trade unions and
community groups; demon-
strations to Westminster;
and city- and county-wide
conferences of Labour
Parties on the issue.

The Government pays
out money readily enough
to help capitalists in financ-
ial difficulties — Chrysler,
Harland and Woolf... Let’s
force them to pay out for
workers’ needs!

Butat the endof the day,
all councillors will face the

Socialist thought.
Theactivitiesof local auth-

orities affect the lives of
ordinary people far more
than anything else. They
range from education, hous-
ing and health to having the
roads swept. It is the place
where socialist policies can
be enactedon behalfof work-
ing-class people.

What must happen is
that Labour Councillors join
with the people who elected
them in resisting Treasury
policies which seek to penal-
ise the working class in order
to line the pockets of the
rich. After all, last year’s in-
struction to local authorities
to borrow money on a long-
term basis — and so pay
higher interest charges —

was only a request from -gov-
ernment to adopt a code of
practice. It could have been
resiste?

Labour Councillors must
.explain to people what is

going on and ask for
their help in fighting
theseTreasurypolicies.
Labour Councils must
put forward demands

 
)

.

problem that contonted
the Clay Cross councillors:
do we turn against our
working class electors, or
do weturn against the Gov-
ernment’s financial rules?

Environment SecretaryPeter Shore has recently
announced only an 8% in-
crease in the rate support
grant — barely enough to
cover inflation — and eventhe ‘Partnership Scheme’
gives the chosen boroughslittle more than £5 million
per year.

Already, some London
boroughs are choosing to
raise rates in order to main-
tain services. But the cruc-
ial issue of interest charges
— which ean absorb more
than a third of any bor-
ough’s expenditure — must
betackled.

Socialist councillors’ first
task is to mount a massive

\\

to government that are
are clearly in the interests of
he working class and then

seek the backing of the
people of the Boroughs in
fighting for these demandsto
be met.

Labour Councillors should
not see themselves as — or
allow themselves to become
— just managers ofa local
authority. Too easily, chair-
persons of committees see
themselves as heads of that
particular department, such
as Housing, and so set about
dividing up the often totally
inadequate resources avail-
able and thereby implement
central governmentpolicies,
without actively seeking to
changethosepolicies.

However, the financial
set-up is at the heart of the
matter and until that is
successfully challenged there
will be no real change.
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local campaign with all
working-class and commu-
nity organisations to high-
light this noose round their
necks. A refusal to pay
interest charges — by a big
council or, for example, by
several London boroughs
— togetherwith a big-cam-
paign of agitation, could
force the governmenteither
to step in with the necess-
ary finance or face serious
industrial action from trade
unionists.

If nothing else, the bur-
eaucratic capitalist jungleof local government fin-
ancein the inner-city areas
would be openly challeng-
ed, working-class people
would be more awareof the
stranglehold the banks and
big business have on local
government, and the need
for a revolutionary restruct-
uring of the system could
be placed on theagenda.
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threatover
GLC estates
THE TORY-controlled
Greater London Council
wants London Boroughs
to take over the GLC
housingestates.

The Labourcouncilin
Lambethhas putout aleafletstating thatthey
“are totally opposed to
the GLC transfer’’.
THIS WOULD divide London
up into 32 water-tight compart-
ments and end any hope of
Lambethtenants movingto an-
otherpart of London...

The financial terms offered
by the GLC would place an un-
justifiable burden on Lambeth
ratepayers... This is because
their rents are high (too high in
our opinion) and their stand-
ards of maintenance muchbe-
low those of the Borough
Council. We could never ac-
cept two classes of tenants in
properties under our manage-
ment. The onusis on the GLC
to raise their standards while
maintaining reasonable rent
levels...

As a Labour Councilwe are,
of course, against the sale of
council houses or flats... We
are even morefirmly opposed
to the present tactics of the
GLCin offering their best pro-perties for private sale, leav-
ing the boroughsto take over
therest thatnobody wants...

Have nothing to do with
their empty promises and help
us to make them accept their
responsibilitiesas landlords.
BUT THE Labourcouncil
in Islington wants to
accept the GLC transfer.
Cllr ValerieVeness ex-
plains why.
THE TWOcrucial issuesin the
argument, I believe, are the
material interests of thousands
of working-class GLC tenants
and the public ownership of
housing and housingland.

There has been muchrhet-
oric about the unity of the
labour movement: a unity that
produced no solution to the
sale of council housing by the
present Tory GLC,a unity that
offered nothingto GLC tenants

A unity. that stands by and
allows trade unionists to be
made redundant daily by the
resent administration at
ounty Hall; a unity that en-

tails doing nothing andletting
the Tories have a free hand,is
the unity of thegraveyard.

Theotherarguments:
1. No-oneis against theGLCplaying a strategic role in new

ouse construction, particular-
ly in outer London, though
withthepresent Tory GLC this
may be a somewhat academic
position. Whether we wantthe
GLC to be a management ag-
ency is quite another question.

2... Islington there can
be very little doubt that the
overwhelming majority of GLC
tenants would ratherbe Isling-
ton ones. The present run-
down of all management and
the savage cutbacks in main-
tenance carried out by County
Hall makeit imperative to take
overall these stocks...

_3. The onlypositive value of
the GLC being a housing ag-
ency is that tenants in decay-ing Inner London would have
thechance of moving out to the
suburbs. At least that is the
theory.

In fact two-thirdsof all GLC
housing is actually in Inner
London: 121,190 against
56,291 in outer London.Furth-
ermore 24,276 of the Outer
London total are in Barkin
and Greenwich, industrialised
boroughs whicharereallysim-
ilarto the inner areas.

So what weare left with is
some 32,000 units for the
whole of London, on average1,000 per borough. Hardly amassive chance for people to
moveto the suburbs!

In the long run the newinter
borough nomination scheme
willserve us better.

4. By our stand, we have
helped to stop the attemptedsale of municipal property in
areas like Barnsbury. As long
as housing remains in the con-
trol of the Tory GLC there canbe no guarantee that housingstocks willnot be sold.
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  GERMANY 60 YEARSAGO
The bloodhoundsof
Social Democracy
by
RAY SAUNDERS

NEW YEAR in Germany
sixty years ago was not a joy-
ous festival. The workers
shot on the orders of the
authoritieson Christmas eve
had only just been buried
when a new campaign of
anti-working class incite-
ment and murder was under
way.

The ‘authorities’were the
leaders of the German Soc-
ial Democratic Party (SPD).
The party of ‘peace’ which
supported war in 1914 was
now the party of ‘law and
order’ which. ordered the
brutal crushing of the rising
workers’ movement.

At the head of the ‘social-
ist’ government were Ebert,
Noske and Scheidemann. Eb-
ert had become Chancellor
when the Imperial govern-
ment collapsed in November
1918.

On November 10th, the
Workers’ and Soldiers’
Council of Berlin, the only
real power in the ‘capital,
appointed him head of the
government. Ebert left their
meeting and within hours
was secretly conspiring with
the mad-dog militarists on
how to crush the Berlin
workers.

“hate revolution like
mortal sin’, he assured the
Kaiser. Hefuriouslyattacked
Scheidemann for declaring
thatGermany wasa republic.

Scheidemann wasnot very
different. Later he complete-
ly defended the murder of
the revolutionary leaders
Karl Liebknecht and Rosa
Luxemburg. Using his son-in
-law — whohadoffered a re-
ward of 10,000 marks for
anyone who would assassin-
ate Liebknecht and Luxem-

burg — hewasattheheartof
the most reactionaryconspir-
acies.

The third top SPD leader,
Nosk-, boasted, on being
appointed commander in
chief of the German troops,
“Someone has to be the
bloodhound,and | will n ot
shirk my responsibility’’.He
personally directed the final
ferocious assaults on the
workingclassdistricts.

In Berlin their chief accom-
plice was Otto Wels, the soc-
ial democratic Commandant
of the capital. Wels was the
founder of the 15,000-strong
Republican Soldiers’ Def-
ence Corps, a counter-revol-
utionary shock troop directly
financed by capitalist
groups..

Having failed to crush the
workers at Christmas, Ebert,
Noske andthe military com-
manders launched another
waveofterror in early 1919.

From the newspapers loyal
to the government,including
the SPD’s Vorwdrts, came
the first blasts of the new
campaign. They demanded
the sacking of the leftist
Police Chief of Berlin, who
had organised a workers’
defence force.

The scctel-demes: aye

ernment ‘obediently’ sacked
him, replacing him with an-
other social-democrat who
within two years was to be a
fervent supporter of the in-
famous right-wing Kapp
Putsch. This cleared the
decks for an all-out attack.

Butchered
It started with the shelling

of the offices of Vorwdrts,
which had been occupied by
militants...on the suggestion
of an agent provocateur.
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George Grosz’s depiction of Free Corps savagery

In the following days, the
brutal riff-raff into whose
hands the SPDhadthrust the
bannerof ‘‘Peace, Democra-

E

cy, Freedom and National
Defence’’ murdered hund-
reds of militants. On January
1S they butchered Lieb-
knecht and Luxemburg. And
in the next four months they
succeeded in imposing on
the whole of Germany the
deadly order they had impos-
ed on Berlin.

As long before as 1884
Friedrich Engels had written
to the German socialist lead-
er August Bebel: ‘‘In any
case, our only opponent on
the day of the crisis and on
the day afterwards will be
the whole reactionary mass
grouped around the stand-
ard of pure democracy’”’.
Howright! But what Engels
could not foresee was that
Bebel’s own party. the SPD.
would degenerate to become
the standard-bearer for that
reactionarymass.

Bloody face
The social democracy at

homeoften wears the face of
peaceful reformism, of rout-
ine ‘progressive’ adjustment
to capitalism.Its bloody face
is usually seen only in its
colonial ventures.

The German events of
sixty years ago, like the Port-
uguese events more recently,
show that the essence of
social democracy is defence
of the existing order through
domination of the working
class. While this domination
is possible by peaceful
means, the social-democracy
largely confines itself to
those means. But whenit is
not, the ‘socialist’ leaders
will follow the same road as

Ebert, Scheidemann and
Noske...
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A servantof thesocial
democracy.

Rosa Luxemburg

 
 

by
BRYNLEY HEAVEN
IN JANUARY,the Director
of Public Prosecutions is
likely to open a case against
some Hull prison officers.
They face allegations arising
from the Hull Prison riot,
two and a quarter years ago.

Hull is a maximum secur-
ity prison, standing opposite
the docks. The riot there in
1976 was a watershed in
British prison history. 60%
of theprisoners took matters
into their own handsafter a

provocative assault by prison
staff. They demanded a

public inquiry into the prison
regime.

Before that,outside bodies
had made the same demand.
Therehasstillbeen no public
inquiry. But the prisoners’
rights organisation PROP
sponsored an investigation,-
with John Platt-Mills QC in
thechair.

It concluded:
@ ‘‘thatincreasing harsh-

ness of the regime’ was the
immediate precursor of the
riot;

W@ that the beating of a

prisoner, Martin Clifford,
wasthesparkthatignitedit;

W@ that, despite assuranc-
es by the Home Office’s
representative and by the
Governor, grave and obscene

assaults were carried out orf
prisoners after they had
surrendered;

@ that prisoners’ prop-
erty was destroyedorstolen,
often in the most spiteful
and petty fashion;

M that Irish and black
prisoners were singled out
for exceptional treatment;

@ and thatclear warnings
of trouble at Hull, passed to
the HomeOffice nine months
before the riot, were ig-
nored’”’.

Testimony smuggled out
by prisoners in conditions of
great risk and difficulty has
been published by the PROP
journal and byIrish:Prisoner.

SCREWS
Prisoner ‘B’: ‘‘... the

morning following the surr-
ender we were unlocked one
at a time for breakfast. Pris-
on officers lined the corridor
on both sides... Prisoners
were punched, kicked and
dragged to the place of
breakfast and then back by
officers, while the superior
officers stood by watching
and shouting Don't mark
theirfaces’’.”"

Prisoner ‘D’: ‘*... but the
worst thing I have ever seen
is the bastard screwslooting
cells, burning personal lett-
ers, photos, toys made for

Christmas for the kids,
laughing and reading our
letters...”

Another prisoner’stesti-
mony refers to the prison
files, which the prisoners
gained access to. “‘*... The
part which angers me the
mostof all is that they had a
section on it on my girl...
they underlined in red, this
relationship must be ended
...

Lwas also shownbya pris-
oner [named] that on his
file it said I was having a
homosexual affair with him.
I’d only ever spoken to him
twice...”

The prisoners were oblig-
ed to resort to clandestine
testimony because the offic-
jal inquiry, carried out by
police under the Home
Office Inspector of Prisons,
intoned this prior warning
to all 350 prisoners inter-
viewed: ‘‘False and malic-
ious allegations against a

prison officer are an offence
undertheprison rules... and
may be proceeded with in
the normal way as a disci-
plinary offence under the
rules’’. Indeed, extra sent-
ences through lost remission
— amounting to years in
some cases — were imposed
by the authorities.

The people responsible
for handing down non-trivial
prison discipline are the Pris-

on Board of Visitors (not to
be confused with honest
prison visiting). They are
appointed by the Home Off-
ice, the body which runs
theprison system.

This Board not only dishes
out the punishments, but is
charged with upholding pris-
oners’ welfare on behalf of
‘society’. Prisoners are
meant to turn to it for re-
dress when aggrieved!
Mr Charles Brady, chair-
man of Hull City Labour
Party, serves on the Hull
board.

SECRECY
Secrecy within a closed f

circle of authorities denies
Britain’s 40,000-plus pris-
oners full information or

any right of redress.
The use of mind-bending

and physically debilitating
drugs by prison ‘doctors’;
the systematised violence,
overcrowding, and degrada-
tion of much prisonlife; the
increasingly sophisticated
use of control unit tech-
niques... are all protected
by secrecy built into the syst-
em at every level. The forth-
coming HomeOffice inquiry
into the prison system
is intended to drawthe veil
still further over its inner
workings.

 
   
  

  
  
  
  Hull Prison

Defend the 
Huntley
Street l4

by
PIERS CORBYN

MILITANTSMUSTnot only
fight against ‘moves to a
strong state’, they must also
fight the actual manifesta-
tions of it — here and now.
This is the message from the
first three days ofthetrial of
the ‘HuntleyStreet 14’.

In August 160 squatters
were evicted from Huntley
St, Camden, in the biggest
eviction ever seen in this
country, and 14 werearrest-
ed under the Criminal Tres-
pass Law for ‘resisting
eviction’.

Defence Campaignleaflets
explain the importance of the
case for the labour move-
ment as a whole. The State
is attempting to use thetrial
to establish broadest poss-
ible definition of ‘resistance
to bailiffs’ under the new
Criminal Trespass Law. One
of the defendants was not
even presentat the eviction,
butlike theothers is charged
with ‘resistance’ over the
three week period between
the issue of the possession
order andtheactual eviction.
The implications for factory
and student occupations are
clear.

These new laws go hand-
in-hand with an arrogant dis-
play of physical hardware
and undercover methods. In
Court Commander Haber-
shon (formerly of the ‘anti-
terrorrst’ squad) admitted
under cross-questioning
thattwo police agents (Nigel
Wildman and Mary Mc-
Clusky) had been planted in
the squat. He described the
whole operation — which
involved 650 police, includ-
ing 100 SPG, carrying riot
shields and grappling hooks,
and led by bulldozers — as
‘perfectly normal’.

Under-Sheriff Michael
Harris, who has been in
charge of dozens of mass
evictions of factory occupa-

 
tions, squats, and student
sit-ins, denied having claim-
ed that the squatters had
‘stockpiled an arsenal of
‘bricks and pick-axe handles.

A defendant declared:
“Stories of missiles were de-
liberately concocted by the
police and sheriff in order to
justify their paramilitary
attack’’.

Contact Huntley Street
Defence Campaign at 01-
701 5691, 01-267 1456, or c/o
Camden Law Centre, 146
Kentish Town Road, London
NW1, for leaflets, posters,
film,and speakers.
THE DEFENCE CAMPAIGN
DEMANDS:
* Drop all charges against the
Huntley St 14 (and against the
five squatters arrested at evict-
ions in Battersea in Spring).
Quash all convictions under
theTrespassLaw.
* Repeal theTrespassLaw.
* Curb police powers, dis-
band the SPG.
* Abolish the office of Sher-
iff. The carrying-out of all
evictions must be madefully
accountable.
% A public Home Office in-
quiry into the Huntley St evict-
ion. Meanwhile, the Defence
Campaign is holding its own
Inquiry andwillreport back to
public meetings.
* Democratise the NHS. It
must be made accountable to
the community and activities
like thisevictionand thehealth
cuts halted. [Nos.1-9 Huntley
St are owned by the Area
HealthAuthority].
x Compensation to the evict-
ed squatters. Immediate re-
turn of any propertystill held
by Special Branch police (who
were at the eviction) and by
HealthAuthorities.

 
 

 
 

  



 
 
 
 THE NEW
COMPUTER
COPS
by KEN
LIVINGSTONE
[prospective parlia-
mentary candidate,
Hampstead]

ONE OF THE major social
changesin Britain over the last
30 years has been the evolu-
tion of the police force into a
fully political arms of the state
whose main interest is now
politicalcontrol ratherthan the
more mundane and uninter-
esting area of petty crime.

Even Sir Robert Mark (ex-
Londonpolice chief) has com-
plainedthatburglary no longer
attracts police attention.
contrast, the politica! activities
of thepolice must be one of the
main growth areas in the Brit-
ish economy.

The police force has chang-
ed with a massive influx of
computer_technolo; and
training in methodsof civilian
control, and the oppression
of minorities such as blacks
and Irish. And for accepting
these changes, the rewards
have beenextensive.

Whilst cabinet ministers
plotted the breaking of work-
ers’ strikes and usedthecivil
service to impose sanctions on
firms net holding the wages
line, Home Secretary Merlyn
Rees (an ex-employee of the
Police Federation, not best
known forhis intellectual gifts)
fell over himself in order to
give in to the demandsof the
police.

It is an interesting example
of the depths to which the
leadership of our party have
sunk that they have massively
increased pay by 40% for the
police force, with its record of
violence against striking work-
ers and black youths, whilst
holding down the wages of
ordinary workers.

By these acts the Cabinet
reveal only too clearly whose
class interests they seek to
serve.

Also under this government
there has been the greatest
ever expansion in the collect-
ion ofpolitical information. At
the recent siege of Huntley
St in Camden, hundreds of
police smashed their way into
a squatted block of flats at
dawnandseized political mat-
erial comprising diaries, min-

ute. bocks, leaflets etc., all
of which were taken away to be
copied and passed on to
Special Branchfiles.

Special Branch hold a spec-
ial place in the heart of Mr
Rees, who told Parliament on
2nd March 1978 that ‘‘Special
Branch collects information on
thosewhom I thinkcause prob-
lems for the state’. Perhaps
thatis why he let them operate
a spying system on the deleg-
ates at last year’s TUC annual
congress.

Clearly Mr Rees thinks
thingsare getting worse, as he
and other beforehim have en-
couraged the growth of the
Special Branch from 200 offic-
ers in the early 1960s to 1259
today.

These characters have been
very busy indeedof late, what
with setting up a good spying
network in the universities
(unfortunately they blew their
cover at Keele and at the WEA
college at Blackwood) and in
industry {a factory occupation
at Greenwich _Reinforce-
ementSteel showed that Spec-
ial Branch visited the works
manager for information on
trade union activists — and
gotit.)Horrifying though the in-
crease in Special Branch num-
bersis, it ignores the increas-
ing amount of political work
being done by the ordinary
police in things like vetting
applicants for education and
social workjobs on the Lothian
Council (amongst many oth-
ers), where the talents of the
new police computers make
life so mucheasier.

The National Computer at
Hendonnow holdspolitical in-
formation, despite all the pro-
testations to the contrary. The
computer has capacity for 40
million records — almost
enough for every adult in the
UK! Ontop of this the Special
branch have 600,000 spaces
on the Metropolitan Police
computer — which must make
for problemsas they havefiles
on threemillionpeople.

Soon, no doubt, the Govern-
mentwilldecide to relax public
expenditure in order tolet the
Special Branch have a new
computer... as befits their in-
creasing role under a Labour
Government who are worried
about ‘those who cause prob-
lemsfor thestate’.

  Thorpe trial — holdinga mirror upto society
by
JAMESDAVIES

DO YOU know anyone who
thinks Jeremy Thorpe is
innocent? Do you know any-
one who thinks he is not a
homosexual and thatNorman
Scott has been lying all
along?

‘‘Well, there’s no smoke
withoutfire’, they say. And
with thatsage remark—last
resort of the foolish or mali-
cious — they hope to make
gawping credulity sound like
caution.

Then comes the chaos of
ignorance about homosexual-
ity. ‘“You can tell by looking
at him’’ — the idiotic hind-
sight identification of male
homosexuality with effemin-

 

acy. ‘‘Andhim married too!”’
— the simple-minded notion
that all homosexuals are ex-
clusively homosexual. This
is tempered by the ‘kind’ “I
pity his wife’? — there being
no other picture of a wife
than a faithful one-man-wor-
shipping woman. Thenfoll-
ows the warped class atti-
tude expressed by, ‘‘All
these toffs are, aren’t they?”

Behind these remarks lurk
ignorant assumptions — that
homosexual activity is rare,
exclusive, and wrong.

The media, of course, do
not use the Thorpe trial and
the opening of the flood-gat-
es of anti-homosexual pre-
judice to educate the public.
On the contrary, every idiot-
ic prejudice is endorsed.
Note, for instance, the way
all themedia refer to Norman

Scott as a ‘male model’.
knowing how loaded the term
‘model’ is in English.

The result is, of course,
that although the law now
permits homosexual activity
between consenting men ov-
er 21 — with somerestrict-
ions — life is made even
more difficult for gays.The glarmgcontrast between
this real incitement against
gays and the meticulous de-
corum of bourgeois court
proceedingsis a modelof the
fakery of bourgeois justice
and democracy.

Perhaps the clearest dis-
play of press morality, how-
ever, is the revelation that
Andrew Newton was offered
thousandsof pounds by var-
fous papers for any story he
could give themfrvetriitg, the
leaders of the three main

parties. Most money was off-
ered for a storm impiicacing
Wilson.

Underlying the whole aff-
air is the assumption. shared
by all those conducting the
case in court, that firstly the
revelation that an important
political figure is gay would
be enough to ruin that pers-
on’s career, and thatsecond-
ly fear of revelation would
therefore be reason enough
to commit murder.

Every trial puts society on
trial; every court case holds
up a mirror to society. What-
ever the outcome of this
case, the image’in themirror
is clear: bourgeois society
oppresses gays. Even when
homosexual activity is not
punishable, a subtle incite-
ment against gays is poured
out by thepress.

 
  Callaghan backstheoilbosses

AS WE WRITE,the possibi-
lity of a national tanker driv-
ers’ strike seems to be fad-
ing. The TRGWUhave mov-
ed back the date that the
strike was due to start from
January 3rd to January 10th.

BP made £2,390 million
profit before interest and tax
in 1977 — a rate of 47% on
net capital employed. Shell
Transport and Trading made
£1,710 million (38%). But
from these huge profits —

swollen by such operations
as the ruthless exploitation
of Iran’s resources, hand in
handwiththe Shah,and san-
ctions-busting sales to Rhod-
esia — they could only with
great difficulty be forced to

make any decent offer. And
the Labour Government
stood right behind them,or-
ganising troops to act as
strike-breakersifneeded.

The strike was originally
called after the oil companies
made an offerof as little as
£3 a week, plus consolidation
of previous years’ wage in-
creases into basic pay. The
oil companies made even this
offer subject to increases in
productivity. For instance,
Esso were originally de-
manding that in 1979 the
drivers should do the same
amount of work in 8 hours
that they did in 8 hours 25
minutes at 1978 work speeds.

In responseto the original

offers, the T&GWUcalled a
ban on overtime which led to
some petrol shortages just
before Christmas. The oil
companies made a slightly
improvedoffer, and the over-
time ban wascalled off while
negotiationscontinued.

The T&GWU negotiating
committee, after discussions
with Moss Evans, recom-
mendedthatthe drivers ac-
cept the revised offer,
though it was little better
than the first and wasstill
tied to productivity strings.

However, in a ballot last
week the drivers rejected the
offer by a majority of over
two to one, and for a timeit
looked as though thestrike

would take place. But the
T&GWUandtheoil compan-
ies are continuing negotia-
tions and the strike has been
put off for a week.

The oil companieswillpro-
bably drop their demand for
productivity strings, but are
unlikely to make any increase
on the cash offer at this
stage.

The drivers are divided by
separate negotiations with
Esso, Shell, BP, Texaco and
Mobil, so the T&GWU bur-
eaucracy may just be able
to sell some deal to the driv-
ers as long as it is not sub-
ject to productivity strings.

JOHN COSBY
 
    TWENTY-ONE elderly pat-

ients were hurried from their
beds into waiting ambulances,
as workmen began to tear
apart beds and equipment in
the wards of Hounslow Hosp-
ital.

That raid, in October 1977,
was the brutal answer of Nat-
ional Health Service bureau-
crats to a work-intrying to stop
thehospital’s closure.

The occupation which foll-
owed the raid has recently
ended. The Hounslow Hospital
Occupation Committee
explained what they tried to
do, and what theywill do now.

THE OCCUPATION be-6 gan on 6th October 1977,
in response to the infam-

ous raid which endedthestaff
work-in. Our original demand
for the immediate re-opening
of Hounslow Hospital has not
béen achieved.

During our 13 months of
occupation we drew up our
own documented plans,
which have been widely publi-
cised, and laid the basis for a
campaign to have Hounslow
re-opened as a Community
Hospital.

e actively involved our-
selves in the general move-
ment of opposition to cuts in
public expenditure, and were
instrumental in launching the
Fightback campaign nation-ally. Wealso actively assisted
in bringing an Area Campaign
into existence to fight all loc-
al cutbacks in the health
service.

To manyour Occupation be-
came a symbolof resistance.
Yet the Occupation itself was
only one stage in a long
struggle to save our health
service. Our occupation has
made sure that the raid on

Hounslow Hospital will never
be forgotten.

The Committee decided that
no positive political gain to
help our campaign would be
achieved by an eviction.

Because we had provedpublicly that it was possible
to reconnectall services to out-
patients, within hours of the
ending of the occupation man-
agement were forced to begin
reinstating all those services
to outpatients which they hadcurtailed, and theyhave begun
the redesigning of the chest
clinic facilitiesto be housed in
the hospital as part of its com-
munity facilities. To maintain
pressure on management to
carry out its publicly declared
intentions will require an
active and_well-organised
campaign. The Commit-
tee stands dedicated to
thistask.

   Whatwe are fightingfor
* No more wage curbs! No morestrike-breakingby

Labour!
Wagerises should at thevery least keep up withprice

increases. The same should go for state benefits,grants and
pensions. Demandimmediate wage increases backdatedto
makeupfor thedrop in ourlivingstandardsoverthelast
threeyears.

* Start improving thesocial services ratherthancutting
them.Stop cutting jobsin thepublic sector.

* End unemployment. Cut hours not jobs — share the
workwithno loss of pay. Start now witha 35-hour week and
an end to overtime.

* All firms threateningclosure should benationalised
underworkers’control.

x* Makethebosses pay, not theworkingclass! Millions
for hospitals, not a penny for ‘defence’! Nationalise the
banksandfinancialinstitutionswithoutcompensation.End
the interest burden on councilhousing and otherpublic
services.

* Freeze rents and rates.
* Scrapallimmigrationcontrols. Race is not a problem;

racismis. The labour movementmust mobiliseto drive the
fascists off thestreets.

Purgeracistsfrom positions in thelabour movement.
Organise full support for blackself-defence.
o¢ &

* Thecapitalist police are an enemyfor the working
class. Support all demandsto weaken themas thebosses’
striking force: dissolutionof special squads (SPG,Special
Branch, MI5,etc.),public accountability,etc.

x Free abortion and contraceptionon demand. Women’s
equalright to work, and full equality for women.

* The Irish people — as a whole — should have theright
to determine theirown future. Get theBritish troopsout
now! Repeal thePreventionof TerrorismAct. Political
statusfor Irish republican prisoners as a matter of urgency.

* The blackworkingpeople of SouthAfricaand Zimbab-
we should getfull support from theBritish labour movement
for theirstrikes, struggles, and armed combatagainst the
white supremacistregimes. SouthAfricangoods andservic-
es should be blacked.
oe
* It is essential to achievethefullest democracy in the

labour movement. Automaticre-selectionof MPs during
each parliament,and theelection by annual conferenceof
party leaders. Annualelectionofall trade unionofficials,
whio should bepaid the averagefor thetrade.

oe
* The chaos, waste, human sufferingand misery of

capitalism now — in Britain and throughouttheworld —

showtheurgentneedto establish rational, democratic,
humancontrol over theeconomy,to make thedecisive
sectors of industry social property, under workers’ control.

The strengthof the labour movementlies in therank and
file.Our perspective must be workingclass actionto raze
thecapitalist system downto its foundations, and to put a
workingclasssocialist system in its place — ratherthan
having ourrepresentatives run the system and waiting for
the crumbsfrom thetable of thebankers and bosses.

WE SET UP the Socialist
Campaignfor a Labour Vic-
tory so that the left would
not be foot soldiers for
Callaghan in the general!el-
ection campaign.

An election victory for
the Tories would be a de-
feat for the working class.
But votes for Labour on the
basis of approving Callagh-
an’s record would also re-
present a defeat.

Too often Labour left
wings have put forward
their militant (or not-so-
militant) policies but shelv-
ed them when the call
came:all pull together ag-
ainst the Tories. They have
contented themselves with
vague hopesthat the poli-
cies they plead for will per-
colate through somewhere,
somehow, some time.

The SCLV aims to fight
for its policies, in debate
within the labour move-
ment and in action, now.
Wepress for CLPs (four of
which have sponsored our
Campaign) to throw them-
selves actively into the
class struggle. We organ-
ise local groups, meetings,
leaflets, posters. We fight
for the Party democrati-
cally to decide its election
manifesto, and for CLPs de-

mocratically to decide their
election addresses and
leaflets.

This activity provides the
only forthright working-
class answer to the capital-
ist principles so aggressive-
ly preached by the Tories.
And it ensures that the
voice of socialism is not
drowned out by Callaghan-
ite pro-capitalist ‘modera-
tion’.

Weask for support and
cooperation from those who
agree with our platform —

and also from those who,
without accepting the full
platform, are willing to
campaign with us round
specific issues.

Support us by selling So-
cialist Organiser, by join-
ing your local SCCV group
or starting a new one, by
inviting SCLV speakers to
your CLP, LPYS or trade
union branch and getting
them to sponsor the Cam-
paign.
Socialist Organiser is publ-
ished by the Socialist Cam-
paign for a Labour Victory,
Box 127, Rising Free, 182
Upper St, London NI, and
printed by AnvilPress [TU].
Signed articles do not nec-
essarily represent the point
of view of theSCLV.
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time workers,

END LOW PAY
£60 MINIMUM FORA35hrWEEK

by
JEREMY CORBYN

ON JANUARY 22nd the
National Union of PublicEmployeesis calling a nat-ional ‘Day of Action’ in
support of a £60 minimum
wage andagainstthe5%.

This action is the culmin-
ation of six monthsof ‘LowPay Campaigns’ by NUPE
to highlight the effect ofPay Policy, which leaves
public sector manual work-
ers even further behindtheir industrial_brothers
and sisters.

Members of NUPE arequite clear that the Govern-
ment’s efforts to operatethe5% policy are complete-ly without any authorityfrom anysection of the lab-
our movement,

CRISIS
Having been defeated at

the TUC in September, the
Government was told bythe Blackpool Labour Party
conferencethat:

“This Conference,
whilst recognising the
value of cooperation
betweenTradesUnions and
Government,totally rejects
any wagerestraint by what-
ever method, including
cash limits, and specific-
ally the Government's five
per cent in the forthcoming
year, as a meansof solving
the economic crisis facing
thecountry’.

NUPE members employ-
ed in the Health Services,
Local Authorities, Water
Supply, and Universities
are among the lowest paid
in the country. 5% on a
basic wage of not much
above £40 means rises of
£2 per week. Many memb-
ers of the Union are part

such as

school cleaners and cater-ing workers. For them ris-
es would beonly £1 or less.

In the past the LocalAuthority employers have
been aided in keeping wag-
es downbythelack of unitybetweenthedifferent trade
unions in the public sector{Transport and General
Workers, General & Muni-
cipal Workers, Confedera-
tion of Health Service Em-
Ployees] and the lack of
unity between the various
Parts of the public sector
over coordination of the
wage demands.

This time the approachhas improved. The Day of
Action on January 22nd is
supported by the T&GWU
and G&MWU, and the
wage claims have a
common theme: £60 mini-
mum wage, 35 hour week,
and four weeks’holiday.The struggle will cont-
inue in various ways after
the Dayof Action, when the
aim is to get more mem-
bers to the London demon-
stration than the historic
60,000 who supported the
“No Cuts’ lobbyof.Parlia-
ment on November 17th,

FORD
On the wages front the

public sector workers have
seen the way opened upby Ford workers and manyothers. The Government's
policy has been shattered
by the TUC and Labour
Partyconference decisions,
and sanctions have evenbeen defeated in Parlia-
ment.

The Labour Party Con-
ference decision was one of
historic importance. The
rank andfileof the Labour
Party have spoken. Nowit
is up to the National Exec-
utive to ensure that their
full support is given to the
public sector pay claim,

andthatevery Labour Party
up and down the countrygives the fullest possiblebacking to the Low PayCampaign.

In the last ‘dirty jobs’strike in 1970, an import-
ant factor was the willing-
ness of Labour-controlled
local authorities to settle
locally on the joint Union
demand and thus force a
national settlement. This
time, the local authorities
have been warned that
if they attempt to settle
locally with manual work-
ers’ unions, the cost of
thiswill be set against rate
support grants that make
up such a crucial element
in local authority  fin-
ancing!

The wageclaim present- 
Ow

ed by the Unions involved
in the public sector should
be seen as a crucial test
of the resolve of the Lab-
our Movement to fight the5% policy and the react-
fonary IMF-inspired eco-
nomic policy of the Labour
government.

It is the duty of the activ-
ists withinthe Labour Party
and Socialist Campaignfor a Labour Victory tofight alongside the public
sector workers. We must
expose thefraudulentsham
of theright wing in the Lab-
our Party and the TUC,
who have been desperatelytrying to renege on the
Conference decisions by a
series of sordid dinner
party chats with Dennis
Healey.

 
   

LAST WEEK six hundred
workers at the Times finish-
ed working outtheir notices,
and several thousands more
are on theirway.It was last May that theThomson Organisation iss-
ued their ultimatum to the
unions. Either end all un-official disputes, agree to
redundancies and the intro-
duction of new technology,
or we will close the news-
Papers.

A co-ordinated campaign
waslaunchedin the press ag-ainst the ‘‘wreckers of Fleet
Street’’.

Under workers’ control the
introduction of new techno-
logy could be a great boost to
the workers. It would not
mean redundancies but re-
duced working hours, re-
training, and the production
of a far greater range of
newspapers. As Times NUJ
Father of the Chapel Jake
Ecclestone told Socialist Or-
ganiser: ‘‘New technology
should be used to make it
easier for working men and
women. Times managementonly want it to reap biggerprofits. Newspapers should-
n’t merely be geared towards
profits’’.

Only the National Graphic-
al Association (NGA) has
taken a strong stand. They
refused to negotiate with
managementunderthreatof
closure. They will lose half
their membersif the bosses’
plan goes ahead. NATSOPA

ackings start!

at the Times
 

too will be hard hit, losing
mostof its members in somedepartments.

The proposals also spell
out the right of managementto hire and fire at will, to
tell any workerto do anyjob,
andto definestaffing levels.

The bosses want to by-
pass the chapel (workplacebranch) union organisation
completely and to negotiatedirectly with the union
officials.

As Jake Ecclestone says:‘‘Management don’t have
any serious intention of ne-gotiating, they only want to
break the unions’.

Thomsonsare in a strongposition for the lock-out.
They have massive profits
from oil. And one thing is
for certain: if Thomsons
get their way, then every
managementin Fleet Street
will follow theirexample.

What is needed to beat
Thomsonsis a workers’ occu-
pation at the Times backed
up by industrial action
throughouttheprint.

However, the unions have
organised little action. In-
stead they rely on putting
pressure on the Labour Gov-
ernment to mediate between
the unions and the employ-
ers. And unless action is
taken soon, the pleas for
mediators will just become
more and moreplaintive as
the workforceis whittled
away.CLARE RUSSELL
 
 

 
 

Road haulage:
CeOROE Bucy 
by
SIMON TEMPLE
[TGWU]

5000 LORRY DRIVERSwork-
ing for private sector road
haulage firms in Scotland
struck from Wednesday Jan-
uary 3rd. They have been
joined by drivers in many
areas of England.

The strike is over a claim
for a basic wage of £65, a
35 hour week, a fourth
week’s holiday, £2 a day
meal allowance, and £8.50
lodging allowance for nights
away from home.It was due
for settlement on January
1st.

oe
The employers’ organisa-

tion, the Road Haulage As-
sociation, has replied with a
uniform offer of 5% through-
out the country. Faced with
this insult, the Scottish driv-
ers voted to strike and called
on colleagues in England
and Walesto join them.

The T&GWUhas madethe.
strike official in Scotland, but
has so far advised everyone

 else to stay at work. There is
no doubtthatthe strike com-
bined with the lifting of Gov-
ernment sanctions will lead
the employers to increase
their offer.

But even the full claim
would not put real wages
back to the 1974 level, and
there is a danger that the
shorter hours and longerholidays will be sacrificed in
negotiations. The £65 claim
has been kept separate from
the demand for a 35 hour
week, which suggests that
the 35 hourswillonly be used
as a bargaining counter.

oe?
But with unemployment

still at 1.3 million and likely
to rise this year, it has to be
a vital part of any claim.
And in road transport it
needs to be combinedwith a
campaign against the huge
amounts of overtime worked
in the industry.

Thefirst stage in that cam-
paign has to be

g
united nat-

ional fight for the full claim.
Wewill need support from
other trade unionists in the
form of blacking all deliver-
ies normally made by
striking drivers.

  STRIKINGJOURNALISTS|
LAUNCHOWN PAPERS
POLICE ARE visiting the
homes of striking members
of the National Union of
Journalists, a rally of chapel
activists was told on January
2nd. Mike Jempson, who
works for a local newspaper
in Rochford, Essex, reported
thatthere wasclear evidence
of collusion between man-
agement andpolice to victim-
ise strikers.

To date, more than 30
journalists have been arrest-
ed on picket lines nation-
ally since the strike began in
early December. But the
strikers show no signs of
weakness. On its own or
with the help of solidarity
action from _printworkers,
the NUJ’s first-ever national
strike has shut down a large
numberof local newspapersin England and Wales.
Papers whicharestill coming
out are generally  sickly-
looking things, with hardly
enough newsto coverthe re-
duced numberofpages.

And in several areas the
commercial product is facing
a newsort of competition.
For striking journalists are
producing their own papers
— and often enough winning
the popularity battle, despite
the lack of money,plant, and
distribution networks.

What makesthestrikers’
product popular is the fact

that, besides explaining the
journalists’ own dispute, the
‘anti-papers’ often carry
stories in support of other
workers, too. The truth at
last!

English provincial journal-
ists are determined to keep
on fighting until they win
at least as much as their
Scottish and Northern Irish
colleagues have recently
done: between 14 and 19%,
which has made Callaghan’s
5% guideline look silly once
again. The NUJ’s claim for
England and Wales is £20
across the board and an hour
off the day. It can be won.

Printworkers’ leaders,
in particular the NGA, must
call upon their members to
repsect NUJ picket lines on
the papers where production
is still going on; inside the
NUJitself preparations must
be madeto extend the strike
into areas such as Fleet
Street, magazines, and
books, which are not yet dir-
ectly affected.

And money is_ urgently
needed — NUJ strikers are
getting nothing except dis-
cretionary hardship pay-
ments. Donations to NUJ-NS
Dispute Fund, Acorn House,
314 Grays Inn Rd, London
WC1X 8DP.

JAMES RYAN

  SHIPYARD
NATIONALISATION:
No workers control
but plentyof sackings
THE LATEST draft of
British Shipbuilders’
corporate plan calls for
12,300 jobs to be cut in
merchant shipyards.

__Ship repair faces a
specially sharp axe. The
plan strongly suggests a
complete shutdown at
Falmouth Shiprepairers.
PETER TEBBUTT, pro-spective Parliamentary
candidate for Falmouth
and Camborne,saysthat
thisshowsthatnationali-
sation in the shipyards
has had nothing in com-
monwithsocialism.
SINCE STEEL nationalisation
Labour governments have been
notable for their complete lack
of enthusiasm for public
ownership of any sort, let
alone under workers’ control.
It is a rare occasion for a Lab-
our leader to demand the im-
plementation of Clause IV of
our constitution.

Over and over again Labour
in office shows a distinct lean-
ing towards capitalist organis-
ations. Ministerial advisers
and appointeesare drawn from
the ranks of the business and
professional classes. Little
wonder that the aspirations
of the working classes never
reach fulfilment.

Capitalism certainly has no-
thing to fear from a Labour
Government, as has so often
been stated by theCity Editors

Workers in the aircraft,
shipbuilding and ship-repairindustries perhaps hoped that
the past mistakes would not be
repeated and a real socialist
plan would be drawnupfor the
running of the three indust-
ries. What happened?

A long drawn out legal
battle in the House of Lords by
various ship repair bosses
nearly killed the Bill, and to
save it it was agreed to drop
the ship REPAIR industry

from public ownership. The
Bill then passed, taking into
public ownership the aircraft
and shipbuildingindustry.

Then some of those self-
sameship repair bosses turned
around and said, ‘Please nat-
ionalise us’. Now why did they
do this? Because they knew
that handsome cash compens-ation was available for their
shareholders andfor themselv-
es to invest in more lucrative
schemes. For some of the
bosses good jobs awaited them
withBritish Shipbuilders.

In In Falmouth Docks,
long neglected,with a minimal
amount of investment by its
owners — P&O — the old
management remained, re-
inforced recently by a direct-
or from another shipbuilding
company, Vosper Thorney-
croft. The only real change in
management was that the
Chairman, a retired naval
captain, ceased ‘executive
responsibility’ one and a half
years ago, and retired as
Chairman three months ago —

on the payroll for 15 months
doing nothing?

The workers, on the other
hand, have had to face 200
redundancies. Members of
theAUEW, T&GWU, EETPU,
UCATT andtheBoilermakers’
Society have all been told to
work harder or else face the
sack. A recent visit from Jun-
ior Minister Les Huckfield
brought no reprieve from this
autocratic management, in
spite of workers telling him
that they had nofaith in the
old P&O bosses who had
allowed their livelihood to be
threatenedby better equipped
yards abroad.

It is little wonder that nat-
jonalisation is now a_ dirty
word, when it is not run onsocialist principles, but be-
comes merely a form of state
capitalism. Socialists demand
that a Labour Governmentin-
troduces meaningful socialist
policies which will give work-
ers FULL control of the in-
dustries in which theywork. 

 


