
  BRIAN LANE drank five
pints, boasted to his buddy
he could drive faster, got a
Hollywood-style car chase
going, and killed two little
girls.

They had been feeding a

at at the side of the road.
very bone in their bodies

was broken.
Brian Lane was very sorryfor what he had done,so the

judge at Liverpool Crown
Court let him off with three
months, and a_ two-yeardriving suspension.Now, over to Bradford
Crown Court, for the case of
Charlene and Annette Maw.

Three years each was what
theygot for putting an end to
their brutal, drunken father.
Thomas Maw had systema-

tically battered ana terroris-
ed his wife and children for
28 years.ot and Annétte
had__been ‘doing time’ ever
since they were born. And,
everyone agreed,if they had-
n’t put a knife through Mr
Maw that night, he’d have
killed one of them, or their
mother.

Instead of applaudingtheir
courage and solidarity, and
wondering why they had
neverlifted a finger in self-
defence before, Mr Justice
|smithsaid it was all very sad
but ‘‘it cannot be overlooked
and you mustgoto prison’’.

Beryl Maw,freed from 28
years of fear and helpless-
ness when she suffered ‘‘the
total erosion of a woman’s

Free Charlene and Annette Maw!
by RACHEL LEVER,secretary,
Women’sFightback

spirit and personality’, now
says, ‘‘We mustfight to get
them freed. I have to be a

pillar of strength: for them
now’’.

Women’s groups will be
mounting protests. Whatwill
the labour movementdo?

It is a movementthat has,
so far, totally accepted the
Establishment idea of the
family

__ strong, dominant
father, supportive, subordin-
ate wife, obedient, dutiful
children. And there is a di-
rect line linking this set-up.
with the events of the Maw
household.

Thomas Maw was clearly
an out-and-out thug. Butit’s

only a matter of degree. 25%
of reported violent crime is
wife assault: and who knows
how much more is never re-
ported. It goes on in every
sort of family,in every social
class [though working class
women,without the moneyto
escape, tend to stay put
longer].

It’s time the labour move-
ment got'some new thoughts
on the matter, and started
taking a stand against these
household tyrants and the
bourgeois patriarchal ideas
that’ prop them up and let
them think they’ve got a
right to lord it over ‘their’
womenand children.

  Labour Party
demonstration
FIGHT FOR THE
RIGHT TO WORK
LIVERPOOL,SAT. NOV29.

ASSEMBLE
SEFTON PARK11.00am

RALLY PIERHEAD 1.30pm

 
 

 

It could start by supporting
the calls for the release of
Charlene and Annette Maw.
It could go on to support and
link up with Women’s Aid.
And it could start to think
and talk about people’s
lives behind the net curtains
and beyondthepay packet.

kkk
Postscript — from Bradford
Crown Court again. On Mon-
day 17th Judge P.H.Hallam
called for a new jury to try a
case in which a man was
accused of assaultinghis wife
and causingherbodilyharm.

What was wrong with the
existing jury? It had eleven
women members...

 
   THE  firemen’s local

mass meetings being
held in the run-up to the
Fire Brigades Union re-
call conference on 21st
Novembershowthatthe
conference is sure to
vote overwhelmingly for
the FBU leadership’s
proposal of one-day
lightning strikes.

The meetings have
voted by large majori-
ties for strike action. A
meeting of 350 firemen
in South  Birming-
ham,for example, voted
with only about 10 ag-
ainst in favour of the EC
recommendation.

by DOUG
“MACKAY(FBU)

What is at: stake is
more thanjust firemen’s
pay (important though
that is), but also the
future of thefire service.

.
If we cave in and accépt

6 per cent, the employers
have got a list as long as
your arm of retrogressive
measures they want to
force through.

These include job cuts
of 6,000 to 8,000 by the ex-
tension of part-time fire-
men, less men on each

BACK THE
FIREMEN
BURN
THE 6pce

appliance, and a reduction
in the standard of fire
cover.

They also include the
introduction of 38 hour
shifts: and ‘variable mann-
ing” (less firemen on duty
at times of so-called ‘low
tisk’). The time they are,
talking about is between
10gm agd 7am. There
aremt so manyfactoryfires
at that time of day, but the
vast majority of serious
house fires with lives at

risk are at those times. So
we can see where their
prioritieslie.

The Tories. are already
floating the idea of a 4%
cash limit next year. If we
are limited successfully to
6% this year, that figure
will soon drop rapidly to-
wards 0%.

Thestakes are high. For
the workers in the public
sector, a 10% wagecutthis
year, anda similarone next
year. For the working class

as.a whole, the decimation
of whatis left of the public
services. And. for the boss-
es and theTories, possib ly
the central core of their
strategy to make the work-
ing class payfor the crisis.

The immediate task must
be to build a public sector
alliance in action to destroy
the 6 per cent limit. We
must not let each section of
the public sector be taken
on individually. That would
be a recipe for defeat.

We must demand the
trade union leaders organ-
ise united action — but we
must not wait for them.We
should argue for the Steer-
ing Committee set up from
the November Ist anti-cuts
conference to mobilise
support for the firemen and
any other workers coming
into struggle against the
6%. We should build simi-
lar conferenges in every
major town.

Meanwhile we must pre-
pare in every workplace
and trade union branchfor
massive support to be
brought into play. We must
endeavourto transform the
Trades Council from the
talking shops they are now
into real fighting organisa-
tions of our class, willing
and able to mobilise work-
ers in struggle.

The firemen must not
suffer a repeat of 1977.
Left to fight alone,stabbed
in the back by the TUC
‘leaders’, and having
troops sent in (by a Labour
government) to do their
job.

The Labour leaders will
hypocritically call on the
Tories to pay up, just as
Thatcher called on Labour
to pay up in 1977. We must
say to the Labourleaders:
Put your moneywhere your
mouth is, mobilise the
workingclass to smashthis
6 per cent limit and bring
down the Government.

  umipaony2y3
‘pavggin

After Foot’s
victory: don’t cele-
brate, organise!

pp.6-7

 
 

 



MISSING THE
POIN’
SOCIALIST Challenge is
criticalof theposition adop-
ted -by the Rank and File
Mobilising Committee, the
Campaign for Labour Party
Democracy,and the Labour
Left in general on the
issues arising out of the
ParliamentaryLabour Party
leadership elections.

Its editorial of 6th Nov-
emberclaims that the Lab-
our Left has ‘‘got itself into
a hopelesstacticaltangle’.

‘Havingjust a couple of
weeks ago denounced the
whole election as a fraud’’,
Socialist Challenge goes
on, ‘‘the left has now for-
gotten its own starting
point. By launching anall-
out campaign for Foot it ts
lending legitimacy to the
whole undemocratic char-
ade.Theillegitimacyof the
MPs-only election is being
lost in thehustle to get Foot
elected’’.

The question of. what is
one’s starting point is
indeed important. For the
LabourLeft, or at any rate

its most consistent pro-
tagonists, the starting point
is the recognition that, at
this stage, the main are-
na‘in which the struggle for
socialism is being fought
out is the existing political
structures. This means
above all theLabour Party.

Those socialists who
place themselves outside

‘ The Campaign for Labour Party Democracyfavour-
ed Footas leader, against Healey. VLADIMIR

| DERER,secretary of the CLPD,explains why he
| believesleft-wingcritics of voting for Foot were
_wrong.
the Labour Party have in
fact abandoned political
struggle and opted for the
status quo, which accom-
modates themin a ‘radical’.
ghetto.

Real struggle for
socialism must give a high
priority to the practical
struggle against those
elements in the Labour
leadership which are ideo-
logically opposed to the
Party’s nominal aims. This

’ implies not just ideological

 
criticism but political oppo-
sition, i.e. a struggle for
their removal from politic-
ally importantpositions.

Those, on the other
hand, whose ‘political’
activity is exclusively
restricted to ideological
exposure (basically prop-
aganda group activities)
will be satisfied with ‘winn- 
ing the argument’, forget-
ful of the fact that this, by
itself, is politically of very
little consequence.

The decision ot the PLP
to go ahead with the elec-
tion of the Party Leader was
primarilyan attempt by La-
bour’s right wing parlia-
mentary oligarchy to secure
the leadership for their own
nominee. The argument
about legitimacy was in
this context inevitably of
secondary importance.  Thecase against the

Common Mar
In Socialist Organiser no.27 John Bloxam argued
that the Labour Left is wrong to push for with-
drawalfrom the EEC. GRAHAM NORWOODtakes
up thedebate.
THE EUROPEAN Econo-
mic Community — through
the individual nations with-
in it and through the
bureaucratic supranational
state systemit imposes
over those nations — en-
shrines the ethics and
workingsof capitalism.

So long as that remains
the case, it is Labour’s re-
sponsibilityas a party com-
mitted to the scrapping of
capitalism, to withdraw
fromtheEEC. ~«

Face
Labour must similarly

face up to other forms. of
capitalism, as expressed
through private ownership
of land and of industry; as
expressed through wage
controls and the cuts in
public expenditure; and as
expressed in growing state
powers for the police and
services, and restrictions
oncivillife throughthe Pre-
vention of Terrorism Act
and new infringements on
the right to strike.

But the EEC lines up
with those capitalist forms
and therefore must be con-
sidered as a challenge for
Labour: to ignore it is to
try to defeat capitalism
elsewhere, whilst letting
it escape through the loop-
holes of the Common Mark-
et.

For a number of reasons
we must withdraw from the
Market, and offer a social-
ist alternative:

1.It aids capitalism with-
in the EEC, by encourag-
ing artificial marketingand
agricultural conditions to
the benefit of capitalists in
the membernations.

2. It aids global capital-
ism, by enhancing the priv-
ileged industrial positions
of the European states, to
the detriment of ever more

’ links

reliant Third World nat-
ions, whose relative: pov-
erty increases in compari-
son to overall EEC growth.

3. The Common Market
serves to institutionalise
capitalist power blocks in
two ways:

(i) It diminishes the
rights of socialists to ini-
tiate new ideas within one
or more membercountries.
The immensity of the EEC
requires similarly immense
capitalist bureaucracy,
which will inevitably see
socialist innovation (i.e.
cooperatives; municipalisa-
tion of local finance; na-
tionalisation, between two
or three states, of multi-
national capital) as nothing

- more than an irregularity to
the normallarge-scale cap-
italism. Such innovations
will thusebe dismissed.

(ii) It legitimises the
power block of NATO, by
forming a potentially-co-
hesive economic grouping
wedded to  American-
dominated capitalism: the
perfect supranational eco-
nomy to serve a future
nuclear war.

For these reasons, we
must rid ourselves of the
EEC. For, make nc
mistake, to seek to change
it from within is to automa.
tically accept a capitalist
structure which consists
only of developed capitalist
nations: it would be far
better to espouse thesocial-
ist reasons for withdrawal
which I have outlined, and
instead to increase multi-
national trading and labour

with the Eastern
bloc, the Third World, and
socialist organisations in
the capitalist world.

But in urging Britain’s
withdrawal rom

__
the

Common Market, I must
completely dissociate this
strategy from the Tribun-
ite/Bennite concept

__
of

ket
withdrawal mainly because
the EEC reduces the Parl-
iamentary sovereignty of
the British House of Com-
mons.

Benn postulates — with
great sincerity and in a way
worthy of our tolerance —

thatthe House of Commons
has been diminished by the
EEC, which has forced the
Commons ‘‘to give away,
for ever, the independence
of our country andthe lib-
erties of our people, both
of which it held merely in
trust for the electorate
which elected it. Only the
British people had_the
moral authority to decide
whether to retain their full
power of democratic self-
government...” (Tony

Benn, Arguments for Soc-
ialism, Penguin Books,
page 99).

Marxists must reject
’ this, because it assumes

British people have the
power of decision-making,
which they lend periodic-
ally to MPs. This effective-
ly — and wrongly— denies
thatpowerlies in the hands
of capital and capitalists.

The real power that Brit-
ish people hold is rarely
expressed just through the
House of Commons. More
often it is shown in direct
action, as the history of the
labour movement and its
struggles showto usall.

Weak
So the diminution of the

Commons — although not
in itself desirable — is
perhaps the weakest justi-
fication for British with-
drawal from the EEC. In-
stead, we must see the
question in terms of capi-
talism being rejected in
favourofsocialism.

And that principle was
theone endorsedso strong-
ly by the Party conference,

_and which we must act
uponin arder to honour our
commitment to working
people in Britain — and
elsewhere.
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  Socialist
The main purpose behind

the demand that the PLP
suspend its Standing Ord-
ers wasto preventtheelec-
tion of its right wing nom-
inee. To allow one’s tactic
to bé circumscribed purely
by considerations of legiti-
macyis to act as if the issue
is being fought out in a
court of law rather than in
the political arena.

In any case the PLP’s
decision wasonly politically
illegitimate: it was taken in
defiance of a clearly ex-
pressed wish of conference.
Technically it was legiti-
mate: the PLP did no more
than comply with its Stand-
ing Orders.

This, incidentally, was
one of the reasons whythe
argument about legitimacy
failed to generate from the
rank and file sufficient
pressure to stop the PLP
from going through withits
pre-emptive strike which,
as it turned out, backfired.
For the Left to have conti-
nued to base its campaign
on ‘legitimacy’ once the
vote on the Standing Ord-
ers was lost, would have
restricted it to calling for a
boycott.

This may have pleased
Socialist Challenge, but
it would have merely help-
ed to install Denis Healey.
Even in the unlikely event
of all the 66 MPs (whovot-
ed in favour of the sus-
pension of Standing Ord-
ers) abstaining, this would
not have made it ‘‘much
easier to argue the irrele-
vance of the outcome’’, as
Socialist Challenge
suggests.

A 75%poll divided 2 to t
in favour of Healey would
have been a triumphfor the
parliamentary right wing.
Rank and file members of
the Labour Party realised
this only too well and, un-
like the master strategists
of Socialist Challenge,
intensified their efforts to
frustrate the right wing
coup by mounting further
pressure on MPsto vote for
the only candidate who dic
not push himself andatthe
same time stood the bes
chance of stopping Healey. 
Gibbard, the Guardian

Socialist Challenge mere-
ly ‘reveals its ignorance
when it claims that ‘“‘any
democratic election system
would sweep him [Benn] to
power’’. Such evidence as
is available shows that at
this stage the sizeable sup-
port for Benn is almost
exclusively limited to con-
stituency activists. If the
CLPD formula for electoral
college were to be adopted,
in a straight fight between
Healey and Benn, Benn
could count on no mere

.
cannot

 
thanthesupport of perhaps
%, of the CLPs, % of the.
TUs, and % of the PLP
(43.3% of the electoral
college). If conference vot-
ed in its present form, Benn
would be heavilydefeated.

But the potential harm
produced by Socialist Chal-
lenge's ill-informed ‘op-
timism’is that it spreads a
complacency that detracts
from the urgency of pre-
paring the ground for an
eventual victory of a Left-
wing candidate for leader-
ship. A tolerant Party re-
gime under Foot will be
more conducive to such
preparatory activity than

Ivan Wels

the authoritarian rule of
Denis Healey.

Here once again Socialist
Challenge grossly under-
estimates the extent of
support within the Party
for the Labour Left and for
the democratic reforms: it
fails to see the ‘merit in
avoiding a clash’ between
the PLP and the constit-
uencies. It advises that the
MPs’ ‘‘challenge to Labour
Party democracy needs to
be taken on, full frontal’.

Labour’s parliamentary
oligarchs would like no-
thing better than that the
Left should be drawn into a

precipitate and premature
trial of strength.They know
that in such a confrontation
they could rely on the sup-
port of the unionsas well as
of the bulk of the passive
membership. The latter’s
first consideration is their
loyalty to the Party and
concern for Party unity.

The PLP’s obvious pref-
erence for Healey has en-
abled the Labour Left to
draw on the vast reservoir
in the centre by demonstra-
ting that it was the Right
which was anxious to pre-
cipitate new conflicts. So
long as the composition of
the Labour Party remains
what it is now, the Left

win without the
support of the centre. This
may mean that apart from
pressing for such socialist
changes as are already
broadly acceptable, it has
also, from time to time, to
promote ‘compromise’
candidates in opposition to
right wing nominees.

Even Socialist Chall-
enge must admit that it was
the adoption of this tactic
which led to the  parlia-
mentary right being hope-
lessly out-manoeuvred.

Labour leadership:
no support for Foot

 
Having tried to pre-empt
the January conference
decision by installing their
nominee, the right have
nowto settle for someone
whom they could have had
without fuss in the first
place.
_

While it would be quite
inappropriate to join the
Tory press in proclaiming
the election of Foot as an

outrightvictory for theLeft,
it can hardly be denied that
it was a defeat for theright.

The trouble with the
‘principled’ critics of the
Labour Left — and their
mouthpieces in Socialist
Challenge — is that having

failed to become politically
influential outside the Lab-
our Party, they now accept
(or some of them at least)
the need to work within the
Labour Party framework.
Unfortunately this accept-
ance is only half-hearted.
They still hark back after
the dream-world (inhab-
ited by the CP, SWP and
WRP)in which the Far Left
is engaged in an effective
political competition with
the Labour Party. Their
continued preference for
extra-parliamentary and
extra-Labour Party activity
as well as tactics appropr-
iate to such an orientation,
is a clear indicationof this.

In the fantasy world in
which the Far Left is a
credible alternative to Lab-
ourism,it would, of course,
be quite appropriate to see
the difference between
Foot and Healey, and the
forces they represent, as at
best a marginal one. In
the real world however, the
FarLeft is politically irrele-
vant. Their pathetic pre-
tensions serve no other
purpose than to divert pot-
entially revolutionary forc-
es into activities which,
from the point of view of
the bourgeois status quo,

_
are perfectly safe.

Acceptance of work with-
in the Labour Party frame-
work involves the recogni-
tion not just of the limita-
tions imposed’ by this
framework,but also accept-
ance of the need to carry
on such struggles asare
possible within it. Failure
to use all the opportunities
that the Labour Party
framework offers, is tanta-
mount to a failure to
engage in the political class
struggle.

  



 
   

 | Upthepoll
A recent Sunday “Times
MORI poll told us that 55%
of union members thought
that ‘‘most unions today are
controlled by a few extrem-
ists’. So saying, it laid
another log on the raging
fire of anti-unionism.

Now, in another poll also
conducted by MORI,butthis
time commissioned by the
New Statesman, it is said
thatonly 11%of trade union
members think their owr
union is ‘‘controlled by ex-
tremists and militants’’.

There speaks the powerof
thepress: millionsof workers
accept a view of trade union-
ism in general that is shout-
ed at them in the media even
though they know it doesn’t
fit their own experience. Poll
results will soon, no doubt,
be produced to prove that
workers think that 6% is a
fair ceiling for pay rises. You
won’t be asked if you your-
self would be satisfied if your
union leaders accepted onl:
6% on your behalf — 10%
less than the rate of infla
tion.

THE CIVIL rights organisa-
tion, the National Council for
CivilLiberties,is being taken
to the High Court by the
Home Office. The crime?
Last May the NCCL gave the
Guardian a copy of docu-
ments read out in court by a
judge. That, says the Home
Office, amounts to contempt
of court.

The judge had been hear-
ing a claim for damages from
a prisoner who had been in
Wakefield prison's control
unit. To decide onthe case
the judge had to consider,
documents giving details of
how these torture chambers
cametobe set up. The Home
Office claimed that that
would be ‘against the public
interest’, but the judge won
the day and the documents
werereadin court.

Havingfailed to stifle the
prisoners’ cries to the judi-
ciary and then failed to gag
thejudiciary itself, the Home
Office has now gone gunning
for the people who supported
and reported the prisoners’
claim, the NCCL and the
press.

British capitalism's special
sickness is secrecy. Last
week’s SO cited the example
of prison officers, all of whom
are covered by the Official
Secrets Act. This latest court
action shows to what lengths
the state will go to see to it
that it can do its dirty work
unobserved. If the Home
Office wins, it will mean that
the shadow of secrecy will
grow enormouslylonger.
nk

The NCCL case comesjust as

the government is framing

 
new laws concerning con-
tempt of court, following a
ruling by the European Court
of Human Rights. The Euro-
pean Court had ruled that the
HomeOffice had no right to
try to stop the Sunday Times
giving us the facts — for a
change — about the thali-
domidecase.

The Sunday Timesfinally
had to go to the European
Court to get the hounds of
the HomeOffice off its back.
Once again we see the Home
Office’s love of the dark:
they love to work in it and
they love to. keep you in it.
[Any thought that the Home
Office under, in this case,
squire Hailsham, was protec-
ting the interests of the multi
million pound Distillers
Companyratherthan whatit
calls ‘the public interest’
would, of course, be entirely
malicious.

Patriots all
WHEN THE Sunday Tele-
graph got Enoch Powell to
review Michael Foot’s new
book, ‘Debts of Honour’,
presumablyit was havingits
little joke. Either that or it
expected the stinking racist
and Catholic-basher to fix
his fangs into the man that
most Telegraphreaders think
is a second Lenin.

Not so. Perceptively. Pow-
ell sees Foot as a comrade in
arms — at least on the quest-
ion of nationalism. ‘‘Over.
and over’’, .crows Powell,
‘it comes through that he is
anationalist...’’

Powell remembers Foot’s
stand on the Common Mark-
et and has only praise for
what he calls Foot’s ‘patr-
iotism’ then. Whatever the
differencesbetweenFoot and
Powell — and, of. course,
there are many — Foot is
certainly as ‘rabid a chauv-
inist as you willfind on either
side of Parliament. Now you
have it straight from the
horse’s mouth!

kk

It is not onlyTorieswho go in
for inter-party backslapp-
ings. Wilson now tells mill-
ions of TV viewers watching
Panoramathathe thinksvery
highly of James Prior, who is
to the trade unions more or
less what Dr Crippen was to
the World Health Organisa-
tion. According to the aspir-
ing Lord Harold of Huyton,
Prior is trying to do ‘a sens-
ible job’ while it is the unions
thatare notbeinghelpful!

Another Tory that he says
he admires is Lord Carring-
ton.

While Labour leaders
share the enthusiasmsof the
Tories, the same values and
ideas, and admire the gener-
als on the enemy side more
thanthe soldiers on our own,
how can we expect to have a
workers’ party, responsive to
the needs of our class and
implacably hostile to the int-
erests of our opponents?

INFORMATION
LIBRE

 
 

Lothian
Fights
thecuts

1 WASpleased to read the
article about Social Security
cuts in issue no.28. It would
be possible to fill the entire
newspaper with examples of
how the unwaged are being
nrade to pay for the inability
of the state to managecapi-ass [Lo Opthians pose
Social Security Cuts] has
been campaigning actively
to inform people of’ these
cuts and why they are happ-
ening. So far we havedistri-
buted some 40,000 leaflets
and spoken to countless
meetings.

On November 24th
__

the
date the new law becomes
operative

__
we have called

a demonsiration. It is
obviously important to get as
many people as possible out
on that, day, to show the
strengthoffeeling.

Marchers assemble Wav-
erley Bridge 1lam.Therally
afterwards will be addressed
by Ron’ Brown, Jimmy
Burnett, and Harry Mc-
Shane.

This demonstration will
coincide with others being
held up: and down the
country. -

. DAVIDMILLIKEN
Edinburgh Central CLP

 
Write back to: 5
Stamford Hill,London
N16.

The only language
ACCORDING to the Prime
Minister, the Tories want to
reducestate ‘interference’ in
our lives to a bare minimum.
This is apparently the reason
for selling. off parts of the
public sectorto theirbig bus-
iness friends, albeit at knock-
downprices.

But the Tory government
is only de-nationalising the
profitable sections, leaving
non profit-making sections
intact.

And far from wishing to
Minimise state control, Mrs
T and her colleagues are
strengthening the state —

particularly the police and
other related agencies, back-
ed up by newlaws.

Why? To take on thework-
ing class in order to make
them pay for the capitalist
crisis.

Recognising this, we must
demand that the Labour
Movementsteps up the fight
against the Tories by organ-
ising more mass demonstra-
tions and rallies — because
this is the only language
Mrs Thatcher will under-
stand.

RON BROWN,
MPforLeith.

Picketing to control imports? IN OUR concern about
import controls, we mustn't
get caught in the trap of
opposing the kind of import
controls imposed directly
by workersin struggle.

In the steel strike, workers
imposed import controls as
an extension of blacking.
Employers traditionally use
imports as a meansofstrike-
breaking. This Thatcher gov-
ernment, in its war against
the working class, seems to
be generalising this old
tactic, as imports of all sorts
of goods are being used to
destroy industries.

Of course, we must not
futilelycall for some possible
future Labour Governmentto
impose import controls. But
we must support organised
workers who defend their
jobs .by directly preventing
imports.

JOHN MARTIN,
London SW5.

EDITORIAL: Why Gardnersis important |

JUST BEFOREthe General
Election in 1979. the workers
of Vickers Scotswood, on
Tyneside, occupied their fac-
tory, locked out the bosses,
and began a work-in. They
were fighting to save their
jobs.

Butit wassoon all over. On
Friday 4th, the day after the
Tories’ victory, the work-in

.
was calledoff.

Their defeat was not due to
a sell-out by cynical right-
wing union officials. The un-
ion leaders in the factory
were left wing. They had
organised a big and energetic
campaign to save Scotswood.

They had fewillusionsab-
out the Labour Government's
record on jobs. Nevertheless
they felt it was worthwhile
pressuring that Government
— by direct action, if nec-
essary — to intervene. But
one- the Tories took power,

they saw no wayforward.
Since May 1979 the de-

spair seen at Scotswood has
spread wider. Cynical right-
wing union officials have
played theirpart in this. The
steel workers, mobiliseddur-
ing their strike early this -

year, had both the power and
the will to WIN thefight to
save their jobs. Thousands of
workers in South Wales
wantedto join them in a gen-
eral strike to stop the Tories.

But the right-wing steel
union leaders and the TUC
top brass headedoff the mili-
tancy.

Since then, hundreds of
_

thousandsof jobs have gone,in steel and elsewhere, with
hardly any fight. Workers
havefelt unable to win on the
jobsissue.

That is why the Gardners
occupation in Eccles, to save
590 jobs, is so important.

The November 29th de-
monstration should be the
start of a campaign to trans-
form the labour moyement
[Labour Party and trade un-
ions] into a force capable of
winningtheright to work.

That means mobilisingthe
movement round effective
struggles here and now,
establishing real solidarity,
winning the movement to
socialist policies for the right
to work, and restructuring
the movementso thatwe can
make sure a Labour Govern-
ment actually carries out
those policies.

Import controls, the main
policy ‘for jobs pushed by
large sections of the Left,
make no sense as part of this
-effort. The sort of politics
they belongto is the politics
of CBI-TUC. discussions,
corridor lobbying, and nat-
ionalist short-sightedness.

Someone has said: Yes,
we can win.

The Gardners workers
know their chances are slim
as long as the struggleis lim-
ited to ‘their factory. They
know, too, that their union
leaders will give only as
much support as they are
forced to by the rank andfile. -

So they have gone outall
across the country, agitating
for support, spreading the
exampleof theiractien.

The labour movement has
a duty to give support — not
only the trade unions, but
also the Labour Party.

Andsocialists have a spe-
cial responsibility.A serious
fightback on jobs requires
general, class-wide action —

in other words, political ac-
tion. The failure of the fight
for jobs is a failure of the
political movement of the
workingclass.
 

Democracyinvades Parliament
‘‘MAKE WAYfor Black Rod’... ‘‘Certainlynot’’, came
the reply. So began ‘‘the unprecedented endangerm:‘t
of Parliamentary principles’’ caused by 40 Labour f
on Thursday 14th November.

The Tories had just
tried to push through a £3
rent increase for council
tenants in a_ written
answer to a Parliament-

, ary question.
There is « ‘ate on

the answers, and the
rent increase would have
gone through just before
theclosing of the current
session of the House of
Commons. Which

_
is

where Black Rod comes
in.

Or rather he didn’t.
40 Labour MPs, determin-
ed that this rent increase ~

would not go through on
the nod, formed a picket,
by linking armsin front of
the door through which
Black Rod comesinto the
Commonsfrom.theHouse
of Lords. Horror-struck
as were the Tory honour-
able members (and David
Owen and William Rodg-
ers), there was nothing
theycould do.

It is easy enough. to
have Dennis Skinner
tlung out by the Sergeant
at Arms, but even using

by JO THV:‘AITES
his ceremonial sword he
could not move 40. So
Heseltine, at Michael
Foot’s suggestion, had to
withdrawhis rentrise.

Black Rod wasthenall-
owed in and Parliament
wasclosed.

So, through disrupting
the antiquated procedure
of Parliament, a few Lab-
our MPswereable to stop
the Tories forcing through
yet another attack on
workers’ living standards.
Which shows what the
Parliamentary Labour
Party could do to serious-
ly fight theTories.

instead

=
of having

gentlemanly debates with
the Tories, they can dis-
rupt the workings of Parl-
iament. If they had stag-
ed a similar disruption
thé week before, the 6%
limit on the public sector
would not have gone
througn.

lf the Labour MPs (or

zven just the Lett Labour
MPs’ sed the tactic of

“ering more (like
iney. did over council
house sales last session)
they could stop a good
proportion of the Tories’
measures in Parliament.

The Tories would still
get through their most
important policies — “but
only with a hue and cry
which would help arouse
more powerful opposition
outside Parliament.

The Parliamentary
battle by a few Labour
MPs was a big factor in

stopping the Corrie Bill —

and it also showed how a
fight inside Par'iament
can help and stimuaethe
movement outside Parl-
iament.

.The Parliamentary Lab-
our Party does not have a
majority — as they keep
on telling us — so it then
becomes their duty to
obstruct Tory  legisla-
tion by any other meansat
their disposal. They “ve
shown they can do

..

—

so why not do it more
often and therefore more
effectively? :

Bab Cryer MPtold SO
this dirty little dodgegu: Tories have tried

before, trying to get
‘announcements through by
written answers. Then
there’s no discussion, no
debate. They did it only the
week before with the

6
per

cent pay policy.
This time Labour MPs

decided that it’s time we

got a bit of truth and demo-
cracy in Parliament.It’s not
the apotheosis of democracy
it’s made outto be, far from
it. Decisions are often made
behind closed doors and the
truth is never known.

It's high time these anti-

que cere:nonies, Black Rod
and the Queen, were done
away with. The Tories talk
about cutting jobs in the fac-
tories, but we should cut all
the Parliamentaryantiques.

I should think we’ll do it
again when something like
expenditure on nuclear
weapons comes up.

The two Labour MPs who
have complained, Owen and
Rodgers, I suspect are quite
happy to do the same sort of
thing themselves. It’s what -

Rodgers did with the £1
billion expenditure on[updating

3
Chevaline
Polaris].



  
by ALEXIS
CARRAS

WITHIN hours of a Su-
preme Court ruling on the
statutes of the Polish trade
union Solidarnosc last
week, renewed threats of
strike action were reported
in several industries to
force the government to
implement promised wage
rises.

_

In Gdansk, centre of the
general strike wave earlier
this year which brought
Solidarnosc into being,
health workers have occup-
ied a number of premises
and are appealing to local
workersfor aid.

In Czestochowa dele-
gates from over 150 factor-
ies in and around the city
ceasedall negotiationswith
the regional governor and
demanded that officials
come from Warsawto parl-
ey with them. The workers
were responding to the
declaration by -governor
Miroslaw Wierbicki of a
State of Emergency.
Wierbicki’s action was
taken just as Solidarnosc’s
case was to be heard in
court, and was a deliberate
attempt to increase poli-
tical tension and thus apply
pressure on theunion.Att-
empts were also made to
confiscate.the union's
newly acquired pritning
equipment.

.At the same time Polish
television was showing
newsreel of supposed mili-
tary manoeuvres - by
Warsaw Pacttroops, inclu-
ding the Polish army, in

preparation forthethreatof
enemyaction, ‘external or
internal’. In reality West-
ern military experts daubt
whether these war games
ever took place.

The Supreme Court rul-
ing itself marked a victory
for Solidarnosc over such
tactics of intimidation.The
judges upheld an appeal
against the unilateral in-
clusion by a lower court of
a clause in the union’s
constitution recognising
the ‘political leadership of
the Polish Communist

Unity
But the newruling was

also hailed as a victory by
the ‘government. They

_

pointed to the inclusion of
an ‘annexe’ upholding
Communist Party suprem-
acy, which Judge Witold
Formanski insisted was
‘an integral part of the un-
ion’s charter’. Andan offi-
cial explained that the com-
promise showed yet again
that ‘Pole can speak to
Pole’, and for the sake of
national unity arrive at an
understanding.

The decision of the Pol-
ish bureaucracy to com-
promise with the union
once more does not re-
present any amazing
changeof heart. It simply
marks an intelligent re-
cognition that they need
time to manoeuvre, wheci
and deal, bribe, coerce, and
eventually render impotent
the institutions which the
Polish workers have ‘crea-
ted since the summer. A.

- Will NALGO
fightsexism
atwork?
by JANE KEMP

THE Equal Opportun-
ities Committee of the
town hall workers’ un-
ion NALGO is. circula-
ting its branches with a

report by. the Canad-
ian Labour Congress on
sexual harassment at
work.

It is requesting dis-
cussion and comment on
the report to the Equal
Opportunities Com-
‘mittee, which will ex-
_amine the problem.

The Canadian report
found that 70 to 80 per cent
of womenworkers in a wide
variety of workplaces had
been subjected to varying
degrees of sexual harass-
ment. .

In response it recom-
mendedchangesin the law,
and training of officers to
deal with cases of sexual
harassment and to help
protect women against the
discrimination which usual-
ly accompaniesit.

Over half NALGO’s
members are women, and
they have national and .

local -bodies dealing with
women's organisation and
needsin the union. But this
is the first time that this
problem has been raised at
national level, and the
handling of a recent case
at local level was extra-
ordinarily.biased.

In Spring 1979, two wo-

men employees of Brent

council, members of NAL-
GO, complained of serious
sexual harassment by a
senior memberof the coun-
cil. The man was suspend-
ed — but given support by
the branchsecretary.

The two women, and
two NALGO officials. who
originally advised them of
the grievance procedure,
were also suspended, quite
without precedent — and,
given no such support.

Eventually, after very
irregular handling of the
women’s cases, including
the condition that they
made no contact with work-
mates or any union mem-
bers except the advisers
appointed, their case was
lost, and they were offered
redeployment. They were
isolated both from the rank
and file support in their
branch, and from the union
machinery which should
have taken uptheircase.

The Canadian survey
found a high proportion
of women workers physi-
cally ill, depressed, or

otherwise affected by
threatenedor actual sexual
harassment at work, and
by the pressures (such as
demotion or promotion)
which accompanyit.

Only the guarantee of
support and protection
from their unions, and the
strength of self-organisa-
tion in women’s caucuses.
can encourage women to
confront xual _harass-
ment at work, to use union
complaints procedures
effectively. and to put the
sexists on the defensive.

 

head-on collision at present
would be disastrous, since
the union — which now
claims ten million mem-
bers — remains united and
confident. Apparently the
Polish Stalinists have also
managed to convince their
Russian overlords of the
wisdom of caution for the
time being.

But danger lies within
Solidarnose itself. The
euphoria of the summer
months, when the workers.
won their first major vic-
tories against the State,
has now given way to an
increasing bitterness at
the obstructions the gov-
ernment is placing in the
way of the union’s func-~
tioning at every level. None
of the workers’ economic
demandshave been met.

=

|

Bureaucratsentering
talks with workers

fithissummer

FOLLOWING an_ Appeal
Court ruling concerning the
duties of nurses in non-surgi-
cal abortions, the Royal Coll-
ege of Nursing has issued the
statement that ‘‘We are now

going to advise our memb
that they should not take part
in any abortion involving
prostoglandin because they
would be actingunlawfully.

“The rate of using that
abortion should not be aff-
ected. It is just that the doc-
tor is going to have to ad-
minister thedrug himself’.

The British Medical Ass-
ociation, however, has said
that the ruling will have a
serious effect on the avail-
abilityof abortions.

The National Abortion
Campaign's commentis:
‘‘We support the nurses in
their struggle for better
working conditions. We hope
that doctors will take back
the responsibility for per-
forming this procedure and
resumetheir rightful role in
administering the prosto-
glandin drug.

“We call on the Depart-
ment of Health and Social
Security and the Minister of
Health, Gerard Vaughan, to
ensure thatthe 7,000 women

per year affected by this de-
cision will still be able to
have the abortions they
need’.

The case arose over @

Royal College of Nursing de-
claration opposing the
DHSScircular which advises
nurses that they may take
part _in medically-induced
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Yet Solidarnosc

Lech Walesa, following a
recent meeting with Polish
CP secretary Stanislaw
Kania, could say that he
found Kania ‘honest and
forthright’.
continues under the guid-

-ance of the CatholicChurch
to seek compromise with
the bureaucracy.

Meanwhile promise after
promiseis broken,the bur-
eaucratic monopoly of
economic planning and
official secrecy are jealous-
ly guarded, and the bur-
eaucrats’ privileges flour-
ish as before. But as winter
approaches, the rationing
of meat is being enforced,
while even the most basic
foodstuffs such-as potatoes
have disappeared from the
shops.
 

leader’

Walesa also’

Kania may try to shore
up the disintegrating eco-
nomyfor a short time with
the help of further loans
from the West, but the
underlying sickness will
still remain. The Soviet
Union will not indefinitely
underwrite Warsaw’s bills;
nor is there. any sign of a
massive upturn in the
Western economies, from
which Poland might hope
to gain through the ex-
pansionofits exports.

Two
For the Polish working

class, two alternatives are
ever more sharply posed.
Thefirst is to try to seek a
compromise with the bur-
eaucracy: this would mean
the imposition of ap in- 

 
creasingly tight rein on the
activities of Solidarnosc,
which would in turn lead to
incorporation of the union
once moreinto the appara-
tus of the state — or, more
likely, the bureaucracy
physically smashing up
Solidarnosce after demorali-
sing the workers.

The other alternative
involves a relentless battle
for workers’ democracy and
economic justice alike.
From the formation of
independent trade unions,
Poland’s workers must go
on to break the political
monopoly of the Stalinists
explicitly, and build an
independent working-class
party which hasasits goal
not a bargain with the bur-
eaucracy but their over-
throwfor good andall.

 

Corrie bythe
back door?

BY MANDY WILLIAMS
abortions. PatrickJenkin, the
DHSSSecretary of State, has
now suspendeatne circular
and is considering appeal to
the House of Lords.

The RCN has been extens-
ively lobbied by the Society
for the Protection of the Un-
born Child and various other
Catholic and anti-abortion
organisations, and is being
less than honest in saying
that the case has no rele-
vance to the availability of
abortions.

Nurses in various fields
perform (and defend their
right to perform) procedures
which technically should be
carried out only by registered
medical practitioners. NAC
has pointed outthat ‘‘thede-
cision to take the abortion
issue rather than any other
to court is political. It is using
the courts where the Corrie
anti-abortion Bill failed’.

_

But because of. the in-
sensitive and frequently
punitive attitudes of many
gynaecologists, doctors, and
hospital administrators to
women seeking abortions,

shortage of beds and un-
necessary delays lead to
many women requiring late
abortions only because of
poor NHSprovision ofearlier
and safer methods.

Women given__prosto-
glandin are not infrequently
left in an open gynae-
colo; ward to abort, an
appalling experience for the
woman, and extremely dis-
tressing to other patients and
to nurses.

Prostoglandin is a labour-
inducing drug used in about
7,000 abortions out of a
yearly 142,000. It is safer
than surgical procedures in
later abortions, but can take
up to 30 hours, during which
time a doctor is available but
not present.

Nurses are required to top
up the level of prostoglandin
hourly until the woman succ-
essfully aborts.

The Pregnancy Advisory
Service, a charitable organi-
sation which offers facilities
for abortion, has stressed
that many nurses who do
support a woman's right to
an abortion feel that doctors

Anwar’childrenare herright
CLOSE ON 1.0UU_ people
marched through Rochdale
on Saturday 15th Novem-
ber. shouting ‘Here to stay.
here to fight — Anwar's
children are her right’.

Support for the right ot
Rochdale woman Anwar
Ditta to bring her children
to Britain came fromas far
away as Bristol and Dews-
bury. as well as Bradford
and Manchester. There

were large contingents
from the Asian Youth
Movement and the Indian
Workers’ Association.

All came
* examples

of other Asians Doi Bar
assed and deperted under
the immigration laws.

  

Un Rockds le Het

is nop alone. Nasrecis \Rbe
tar has been served with a

deportation order because
her Islamic marriage is not 

recognised according to the
Home Office. She has two
teenage children, who are
also to be deported, and a

three year old child born
in this country who has the
tight to stay here — with;
out Nasreen!

The determination of
Anwar and her friends is
unshakeable. They are
intent on continuing until

>x children aré restored to
her.

are acting irresponsibly in
leaving nurses to cope with
thissituation.

Thelegalbattle continues.
Meanwhile, cuts are making
all abortions, but especially
late ones, more difficult to
obtain. Despite the defeat of
the Corrie Bill, the anti-
abortionists’ propaganda is
often quoted as ‘public op-
inion’ by doctors and others
unwilling to provide or de-
fend local facilities for
abortions.

There are many ways in
which women’s present re-
stricted right to abortion can
be eroded: apart from cuts,
many of them selectively
applied, legal rulings and
DHSS ‘guidelines’ can en- ©

force stricter limits.
The DHSS, bowing to

pressure over stories about
ive aborted fetuses (which
its own investigation subse-
quently found to be untrue)
made a ruling requiring
hospitals where abortions
were performed over 20
weeksof pregnancy to have
at hand resuscitation equip-
ment suitable for premature
babies. This requirement
cut the availability of late
abortions.

But there is no such ruling
for premature baby units,
and underhalf of them have
such equipment!

NACis holding a forum on

Saturday 29th November to
discuss future campaigns.
You can get details from
NAC [01-278 6153]; also,
contact nares for local
groups campaigning to de-
fend and extend facilities w
their areas.

Labour
I& women’s

enrights.
A one-aay conference org-
anised jointly by Women’s
Fightback and

__
Islington

Central CLP women’s sec-
tion. November22, Central
Library, Holloway Rd,
LondonN7.Registration £1
from Women’s Fightback,
41 Ellington St, LondonN7.

hs

 

  



Gays: up against
theState 

by lan Dunn[vice-chairman Edinburgh North CLP:
secretary TU Gay Rights group; personalcapacity]

THE STATE has been ass-embling sophisticated reac-
tionary arguments to keep
the gay community in its
place, to divide gay against
gay and pretend that homo-
sexuality is a scientific
‘condition’, inferior to het-
erosexuality and familylife.

Labour Social Democratic
Home Secretary, Roy Jenk-
ins, in July 1975, asked the
Criminal Law Revision Com-
mittee to review the law rela-
ting to, and penalties for,
sexual offences. Over 5 years
later, under a right wing Tory
government, the Committee
has issued its provisional
views in a Working Paper
(HMSO, October 1980,
£3.70, 63 pages].

There are some small con-
cessions to commonsense:it
is recommended that the
offence of rape is extended to
all cases where a man has
sexual intercourse with his
wife without her consent,
whatever their living arran-
gements; it is recommended
that some consensual sex in
private should be made law-
ful, e.g. buggery between a
man and a woman [buggery
between two men was legal-
ised in 1967], some forms of
incest and in some cases for
the mentally ill or sub-
normal.

The general tenor of the
report is grudging and bit-

Saunders
case
becomes
precedent
Jonn Saunders, working as a
handyman at a Scottish resi-
dential schools camp, was
sacked in 1979 because and
only becausehe was gay. The
Employment Appeals Tri-
bunal said that ‘reasonable
employers’ couldn’t be ex-
pected to know about ‘mod-
ern scientific opinion’ that
gays are no moreor less a
‘risk’ with children, co-
workers, or anyoneelse.

The judgement was used
as precedent in June 1980
when a Coal Board worker,

_
who was knowto beepileptic
by his employers, was
deemed to have been fairly
sacked after an unexpected
critical attack. His doctors
informed the Tribunal that
new medication could keep
things in hand, but the Tri-
bunal said ‘reasonable em-
ployers’ couldn’t be expect-
ed to know about ‘modern
scientific opinion’, upheld
the sacking as fair, and quot-
ed Saundersas precedent.

T have checked the Tribun-
al’s membership, and Lord
Macdonald [President of
Tribunals in Scotland] and
James Jack [former General
Secretary of the STUC]
sat on both of these fateful
‘courts’. It is a disgrace that
a former Labour Movement
leader and spokesperson
should side with the State to
crush workers’ livelihoods
by pandering to the prejud-
ices of employers, including
the Nationalised Industry
employers.

The Saunders Case is
being appealed to the Court
of Session and will come up
mostlikely in February 1981.
Whatevertheresult we must
demand fundamental chang-
es to the Employment Pro-
tection Act because it no

longer provides the sembl-
ance of protection to the
workers it is supposed to
protect.

The Labour Movement in
Lothian is worried. Edin-
burgh Trades Council and
North Edinburgh CLP have
sponsored a Half-Day Con-
ference on ‘Gay Rights at

work.TheValuers’ Depart-
wechieh jc alen rentral-ae

ingly patriarchal. There has
beenlittle or no impact of
anti-sexist or gay rights
liberationthinking.

It is. not known how many
Left Parties or Tendencies

‘sent in reports to the Crim-
inal Law Revision Commit-
tee: judging by past track
records I guess there was a
stone-wallof silence from the
Left.

In our silences we connive
with the State. Gay people
are treated as second-class,
theirnaturalsexuality is seen
as a ‘practice’ to be steered
awayfrom,if at all possible.

Everyone is to have an
age of consent [16] but if
you're gay, the repommend-ed ‘minimum age’ is to be 18.
The reasonscited are thatthe
‘public must be protected’
and so must youth — male
youthof course!

This is a cock-centred
phantasy. It quite conscious-
ly pushes homosexuality
towards the edge: it margin-
alises gay people. It patron-
ises women in that, for all
the wrong reasons, lesbian
age of consent will remain at

There are several other
aspects of this Working Pap-
er which socialists interested
‘a sexual politics should
follow up and get in a sub-
mission before the closing
date: April 1st, 1981.

Work’ on Saturday 29th Nov-
ember, 10.30am 2pm.
NCCLarethemain spéakers,
and there will be contribu-

‘tions from the labour move-
ment locally. If you live in
Lothian and are interested
to find out what the move-
ment is doing in this import-
ant area, just turn up at
Edinburgh Trades Council,
Picardy Place, at 10.30am
with 40p [covers room and
coffee].

Labourstarts
discussing
gayrights
The Labour Party’s National
Executive’s Human Rights
and Race Relations Sub-
Committee has just complet-
ed a Report, ‘The Rights of
Gay People’. You are urged
to write to Liz Atkins, Re-
search Officer, Labour Party
HQ, 150 Walworth Rd,
London SE17, and ask for a
copy. The NEC has yet to
approve the Report’s public-
ation and circulation to all
CLPsfor comment.

Please assist at CLP/
Branch level by getting hold
of a copy and sending your
Constituency’s views, etc.
The Report is rather worthy
in tone [left-liberal] and
tends to see homosexuals
as yet another poor ‘minority
group’. Watchthatclassifica-
tion: gay people reject it
[see ‘Homosexuality — Pow-
er and Politics’, Gay Left
Collective].

 

Half-day conference on
GAY RIGHTS AT WORK
Sponsored by Edinburgh
Trades Council and North

Edinburgh CLP.
10.30am-2pm, Trades.

Council, Picardy Place,Edinburgh
  
 

work of
houses:

Rebirthof theANL
The ‘European Remembrance and Reconciliation Associ-
ation’ did not after all join the parade to the Cenotaph on
Poppy Day. Their exposure in the Daily Mirror as Hitler-
worshippers put an end to that. But the National Front held
theirmarch as usual — and no one was thereto stop them.

Fascist marches which gounchallenged or which
outnumbertheir opponents
have become commonplace
for the first time since the
war. For while the Nazis
have been growing at a
disturbing rate since the
Tories came to power, the
anti-racist and anti-fascist
movement is only now
beginningto awaken.

Monday 10th November
saw the relaunching of the
Anti Nazi League.A rally is
planned for London on
8th. December, when Tony
Benn and the Mayor of
Bologna — where84 people

. were killed in the summer
by a fascist bomb — will
addressanti-nazi delegates
from France and Germany
as well as Britain. The ANL
also promises a national
conferencefor the spring of
next year to rebuild local
groups.

‘The tone of the extreme
Right’s publications has
become much more anti-
semitic,’ according to ANL
Press Officer Peter Hain.
This is linked to the faster
growth of the openly Nazi
British Movementthan the
various brands of National
Front. For it was not simply
the success of the ANL’s
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propaganda which led to a
decline in the fortunes of
the fascists; more funda-
mental was thefactthat the
Tories had stolen the NF’s
racist clothes.

_In the nature of suc.bigotry, anti-black feelingwill never be satisfied.
So the fascists are 'recruit-
ing again, but in a situation
where ‘public opinion’ has
shiftedto the right.

Equally important is the
trend noted by the ANL’s
new full-time organiser,
Pete Alexander, for Nazi
propaganda to concentrate
on economic questions and
high unemployment.
‘British jobs for British
workers’ has becometheir
most popular slogan.

The ANLrecognisesthat
the successof the Nazis will
dependin large measure on
‘the scale of response to
Tory governmentattackson
working people. If the
response is muted or
fragmentedit will be easier
for the NF to exploit
feelings of powerlessness
and frustration.’ But we
cannot afford to ignore the
Nazis in thehelief.thattheir

 
Martin Webster’s much-
splintered National Frontis
becomingmore active
again, andso is theopenly-
Nazi British Movement
support will meit away in
the heat of the anti-Tory
struggle. The speed with
which the NF and BM have
been.recruitingtheyouth in
schools and on the football
terraces must be & forcible
reminder that without a
continual struggle against
the Nazis and their poison-
ous, divisive ideas the
chances of building a
united fightback ate
greatlyweakened.

Anti-Nazi work must be
taken up again whereit has
been allowed to drift. The
relaunch of the ANL, and
the recent national anti-
racist conference held in
Leamington, are welcome
signs that the tide may be
about to turn. What is

needed now is an opendebate on the way to
build a united anti-racist
and anti-fascist movement,
drawing on the strengths
and avoiding the -»eak-
nesses,ofthefirst period of
the ANL.
We would like to hear
news from your area of
thecurrent strengthof the
various Nazi groups,
how muchanti-racist and
anti-fascist activity there
is, and what Socialist
Organiser supporters are
doing to mobilise the
labour movement against
the Nazis. Equally
valuable are your ideas
on howto build a powerful
anti-nazi movementin the
coming months.
 

Stop the Nazi
British Movement!
The BM are planning to.
hold a nationaldemon-
stration in Londonthis

coming Sunday.

Assemble 11.30 a.m.
Sunday 23rd November

LadbrokeGrove LT
Station, West London.

SO supporters are
urgedto attend.

  
  

selling

—
council

As LGC divorces’ Council |
Relations between the
Islington Labour Parties
and the London bor-
ough’s ruling Labour
Group should be sever-
ed, it was decided by the
Local Government Com-
mittee on October24th.

Two years of conflict
between the Council’s
savage cuts policy and
the views of rank and
file party members
finally spilled beyond
the bounds of inner-
party lobbying  pro-
cedure.

Islington was one of 13
Labour-controlled local
authorities threatened by
Environment Secretary
Michael Heseltine in Sept-
ember with penalties for
alleged overspending. But
it took leading councillors
less than five minutes to
persuade Tory minister
Lord Bellwin in a private
meeting that the council
hadin fact doneall that was
demandedof them, adding
proudly that cuts in the
past twoyearshad totalled
16 per cent. Immediate
assurances were given by
the government that
Islington would notafterall
suffer penalties.

The council voted in
July to sell 150 council
houses, in direct opposition
to local and

_
national

partypolicy. But it was the
waiver application which
finally pushed the parties
to breakoff relations.

fhe apparent unity of
purpose expressed bythis
decision masked consid-
erable differences. Socialist
Organiser supporters
opposed the application for
a waiver for the simple
reason that cuts had to be
made to qualify for the
waiver. The fact that big
cuts temporarily saved
Islington from even bigger
cuts was irrelevant. And
breaking the commonfront
with other threatened
councils was downright
scabbing.

empty words. bul
full support

.
that the parties must now

gives
to uchion

NEEDED: A
CAMPAIGNING |PARTY

Bul manyparty members
were upset because the
party had not been consul-
ted before the application
for a waiver was made;
they freely admitted that
had they been consulted,
they would have supported
the application.

There is also dangerous
confusion over what the
decision really means and
what should he done now.

One option is tor the
party to remain closeted in
smoke-filled rooms,
routinely preparing a
‘radical’ manifesto for the
next election in 1982 and
seeking out candidates
pledged to fulfil partypolicv once elected.

Socialist Organiser
supporters are arguing
take the lead in mobil-
ising local trade unions and
tenants’ associations
against Tory attacks.
This task cannot wait until
after the next council
elections.

Immediate action was
agreed at the last SO
supporters’ meeting. which
heard from a representative
of UCATT in the Direct
Labour Organisation. The
LabourParty ward in which
the DLO is sited is to
publicise its policies on
cuts, rent and rate rises.
redundancies and pay to
workers in the yard. The
ward supports the SO
position of ‘no cuts, no rent
or rate increases’ and has
recently campaigned in
support of the Right to
Work Campaign, urging
workers to fight unemploy-
ment by resisting all
attempts to cut jobs or pay.

It was also agreed to
call on the Local Govern-
ment Committee to support

leaflet to be prepared
together with: the Joint
Shop Stewards’ Committee
at the yard. DLO workers
and party members will
distribute this on council

NALGO members nave
been invited to the next
SO meeting to discuss
joint action between the
parties and the union to
fight threatened cuts in
social work provision. The
SO bulletin — distributed
in more than a dozen wards
in the borough — wasthis
month devoted to an
explanation by NALGO
social workers of their
opposition to thecuts.

PETER KENWAY
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The Tories’ housing programme

Homeownership
for therich,
for thepoor
‘THE HOUSING Bill makes as pro-found a social revolution as any in
our history... it will transform the
personal prospects of millions of our
citizens, offering to turn them at
their wish from tenants to owners’.
So said Michael Heseltine when
introducing the 1980 Housing Act.

This Act, which offers the ‘right to
buy’ to a few privileged council ten-
ants who can afford the high interest
rates on mortgages, or who aren’t

Housingis to bear the
brunt of public expendi-
ture cuts — 75 percent,
in fact. National spend-
ing on housing will be
slashed by 48 per cent
over the next four years,from £4,700 million in
1980 to £2,790 million in
1984. The moratorium
on all local authority
housing programmes,imposed on October
23rd, is a sign of Hesel-
tine’s determination to
cut housing to the bare
bone.

The attacks come at a
time when waiting lists are
growing. There has been an
increase of 10 per cent in
local‘authoritywaiting lists
since 1979. In London there
have been 100,000 new
applications for housing
since 1978, an increase of
60 per cent over two years.
In Leeds the waiting list
has increased by 7,000
in just one year.

But while there has been
a dramatic increase in the
numberof people applying
for public housing, the
chancesof actually getting
rehoused are becoming
more and more remote. In
one London borough, for
instance, the points level
for rehousing has risen so
drastically that a family
with two children needs to
be living in one room, shar-
ing the kitchen and bath-
room with others, and have
one memberof the family
ill, in order for them to
stand any chance of re-
housing. :

By 1982 that same Lon-
don borough reckons that
it won’t be rehousing any-
oneoff thewaitinglist.

The long-term effects of
government policies will
mean fewer houses built,
and properties in both the
private sector and the
public sector falling into
decay. A recent report by
the London Boroughs Asso-
ciation (a Conservative-
controlled body!) predictsthere will be a shortage of
500,000 homes over the
next five years. Nationally,
new-build programmesare
47 per cent lower than in
1979.

In inner cities where
there is little spare land for
new buildings, councils
have to rely on buying old
properties and rehabilita-

ting them. Money for this
has been cut back and even
the money that councils
receive is controlled. The
governmentdictates which
houses can and cannot be
bought. In the Londor
Borough of Haringey the
acquisition programme ha:
dropped from 419 for 1979
80 to an anticipated 70 fo
1980-81.

In addition the Depart
ment of the Environment
scrutinises all rehabilita-
tion schemes which goabovecertain very low tev-
els of expenditure — level:
set so as to bear no rela
tion to building costs, the
condition of the property,
or decent rehabilitation
standards. Cutting corners
nowwillmean that convert-
ed properties will rapidly
deteriorate.
 

Between 1970 and 1978
the number of workers
employed in Direct Lab-
our Organisations fell
from 165,580 to 163,680.
Five local authoritiesdis-
banded their DLOs al-
together.

It is not only building
workers’ jobs which are
at risk: there are also
86,630white collar staff.

Even the Direct Labour
Organisations’ good re-
cord on training is threat-
end: from 1975 to 1978
the ‘number fell from
10,025 trainees to 9,054.

After the slow decline
under the Labour Govern-
ment, the Tory cuts
threaten to crush the
Tirect Labour depart-
mnents.

  
 

A report by the Associa-
tion of Metropolitan Auth-
orities predicts a £14 Billion
rejpair billto replace decay-
injz properties in the 1990s.

Council tenants’ awaiting
im provementsto their flats
or repairs can expect a
long wait as local authori-
ties scrap their estate im-

beset by unemployment or fear of
redundancy, is sold as ‘home own-ership within the reach of many for
whom it would otherwise be an im-
possible dream’. .

The stark reality, hawever, be-
hind the new Housing Act and the
Tories’ cutbacks is that the chance of
decent housing for themillions living
in poor housing becomesa truly im-
possible dream.

DIANA MINNSreports.

provement programmes,
cut back on repairs, and
continue to reduce their
Direct Labour Organisa-
tions.

In Liverpool, a quarter
of their 54,000 council
dwellings are considered
‘hard to let’, that is, sub-
standard. Programmes to
improve these properties
are beingscrapped.

While the best council
properties are sold off,
thousands of tenants with
damp, mould, insects and
rats are condemned to go
on suffering them. And
Heselltine expects these
same people to subsidise
hoansing revenue.

tor the time being his
plans to force up rents by
between £2.50 and £3.50
in May 1981 have been
stalled by the Labour Oppo-
sition. But we can be sure
that he’ll raise the issue
again in the next Parlia-
mentary session, which is
only a week away. And
having changed the subsidy
system for council rents in
the 1980 Housing Act, the
Secretary of State can now
dictate the level of rents to
be charged and penalise
those Councils who charge
toalittle rent.

In the private rented
sector, shorthold tenure
is being introduced, enabl-
ing a landlord to let on a
fixed term from onetofive
years with a guarantee of
getting the tenants out at
theend of the lease. Private
rents will be going up, as
the Rent Officer will be fix-
ing rents for a two-year
period instead of three, and
rent reductions will no
longer be backdated to the
date of application.

Controlled tenancies,
which are held byelderly,
long-term tenants in
acicommodationwhich lacks
basic amenities such as
baths or hot water, will be
scirapped and ‘fair rents’
 

ENGLAND
1978 1979

January-June 26,460 28,280
July-December 26,65 28,470

LONDON
. 1978 1979

Inner London 8,620) 9,350
‘Outer London 5,810 7,050

  
 

 

Gill be fixed with immed-
iate effect. But there is no
obligation on the landlord
to do anything about pro-viding amenities.

Tenants of resident land-
lords who already enjoy
little security will no longer
be able to go to the Rent
Tribunalfor an extension of
a Notice to Quit for up to
six months, but will have to
go to court to argue that
they should be given up to
three monthsto find some-
whereelseto live.

Hostel
These proposals, which

are to come into effect on
November 28th, will mean
a further increase in home-
lessness, to swell the ever-
growing numbers of fami-
lies living in bed and break-
fast and hostel accommoda-
tion. The 1977 Homeless
Persons Act makesit oblig-
atory for local authoritieste
rehouse families or elderly
people who are homeless.
At the beginning of 1979,
31 per cent of homeless
families in London were
in bed and

__
breakfast

accommodation. This num -

ber had risen to 33 per cent
by the end of 1979.

The housing crisis is not
just about bad homes ard
people being forced to live
in bad property. Its effects
are already mirrored is the
quarter of a million u.nem-
ployed in the buildirig in-
dustry. Whole sections of
local government. e mpiloy-
ees, from Direct’ Labour
Organisations to v/asuers,
architects, surveyor s. tech-

SON Se cry

In Liverpool, 37,000 out of 54,000
council dwellings need repairs. A
quarter of them are classified as
‘hard to let’; 42,000 are empty, wait- - the past 18 months.
ing for repairs to make them fit for

 
living in.

nical staff and clerical staff,
are beingaffected as posts
stand vacant. Employees
of housing associations, an-
other source of public hous-
ing, are faced with redun-
dancies.

At present many Labour
councils have declared
there will be no redundan-
cies, but unless they are
prepared to take a stand
against the government
this time, deteriorating
housing will go hand in
hand with an increase in
unemployment.

Right nowit is necessary
for all local authority
unions, tenants’ associa-
tions, Labour Parties and
community groups, to
organise together against
these attacks by forcing

A socialist policy
IN CAPITALIST society the
main reason for building
houses is not to provide
homes for people, but to
provide profits for contract-
ors, speculators, and money
lenders. Offices and luxury
housing get built in prefer-
ence because it is more prof-
itable.

Council housing is fetter-
ed not only by central gov-
ernmentrestrictions but also
by the huge interest charges
paid to banks and financial
institutions.

Whatwe need is a united
campaign to kick out the un-
scrupulous profiteers and
bankers who live on our
backs. ,

Weneedto nationalise the
building industry without
compensation and under

Sheffield’s
lengthened from 6 to 13 weeks over

 
repair queue has

councils 10 refuse to sell
council housing. Tenants
should organise tor ‘strix-
es’ against rent or rate
increases. NALGO and
UCATTshould be organi-
sing together against the
cuts and in defence of each
others’ jobs.

However, in our concern
about the housing crisis,
we mustnot forget that the
last Labour government’s
record was miserable.
Housing only seemsto get
discussed when things
go very wrong.

While wearefighting the
Tories, we must not for-
get the need to formulate
a housing policy which
gives a choice of adequate
housing for all — not just
those whocan affordit.

workers’ control, so building
is done properly and safety
standards are guaranteed.
This would also ensure that
‘casual’ employment, en-
demic to the building
industry as long as it is gear-
ed to profits, is eliminated.

The banks and finance
houseswillhave to be nation-
alised, to cut the burden of
interest payments to the
moneylenders.

Committees of tenants,
building workers and the
local labour movement
should organise to draw up
plans for what is needed in
each area and where. If
enough good housing can't
be built quickly enough, then
the plush offices and the big
housesof the rich should be
taken over.
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ang of Three

by JOHN
O’MAHONY

begin to look like Prenticesand Tavernes, ratherthan a
serioustorce to be reckoned
with. Even if they can rally
a dozen MPs, thatisstill
peanuts:as a political forcethey are nowclose to being
no more than a projectionof the media.

The Left was thereforetight to support Foot:
without the pressure we
generated from the con-
stituencies Healey, who
started thefavourite, mightwell have won.

But it would be fatal for
us to thinkthat the Left hasgained anything positive
—~ otherthan time to organ-ise — from Foot’s election.
Now the direct right-wingoffensive has been stopped,
we must prepare for Foot’s
indirect offensive againstthe gains of Blackpool andBrighton.

Foot was an opponent ofdemocratic change. He
Says openly that he will
represent the interests of
the Parliamentary LabourParty in the discussions
about the details of theelectoral college.

Heis a conciliator, andhe is faced with a clear con-ference decision, but he
remainshostileto the spiritand intent of the Labour

fi : 4 13aThe gains ofBlackpool|above]must bedefendeda.

conference decisions. fordemocracy, and hewill try
to neutralise them as much
as possible.

He said after his elect-ion, “‘It is my determina-
tion to protect the right of
every Labour MPto usehis
own judgment”’ (Guardian,Thursday13th).

What does that mean?Conference has just armedthe Labour Party rank andfile with power to cutthrough the idea that theMPis sacrosanct. Foot ishere defending the right of
a Parliamentary oligarchyto act with self-serving
arrogance against the restof the labour movement,to
enter the rich men’s cluband forget the world out-side, and to do endlessdirty deals with the Toriesand the civil service bur-
eaucracy, for as long astheir judgment and con-science permits.

Deal
The labour movement's

judgment is that this
system is not tolerable and
should not continue.

But Foot will wheel and
deal with such as Hatters-
ley on the non-kamikaze
Right, Neil Kinnock on the
soft Left, and the trade
union leaders, to get the
maximum proportion of
the electoral college for

 
  

a a>
insidious attacksas wellas Healey’s openassaults.

MC and theCDLM
The reasons for refusingthe CDLM are not at allclear, and have not -been

made explicit by the group-ings
_

like Militant, the
Labour Coordinating Com-
mittee, Clause 4, etc. who,under the Mobilising Com-
mittee’s consensus system oftaking decisions, have been
able to block the CDLM’s
application.

The CDLM has taken 200
copies of the MobilisingCommittee broadsheet ‘Nev-
er Again’

__
a lot more than

a numberofaffiliates, someof them, like Militant, con-siderably bigger than the
CDLM.It supports the aims
of theMobilisingCommittee.

Despite that, the CDLM
has only been

_
grantedobserver status at Mobili-

sing Committee meetings.
The Mobilising Committee
secretary, Jon Lansman, the
organiser, John Bloxam, the
chairman, Reg Race, and in-
fluential memberslike Vladi-
mir Derer, have all argued
for full status for the CDLM
—

to no effect.
The matter is due to come

up again in December, and
it is to be hoped that the
Mobilising Committee will
return to the principle of

_

broad unity.
If not, then a very bad pre-cedent will have been set.

There should be noplacefor
bans andproscriptions in the
ranks of those fighting to
democratise the Labour
Party.

: JOHN O’MAHONY

 gainst Foot’s

MPs. (Terry Duffytalks of80%).
Foot will dress this up

as part of a drive © to
unite the Party around acampaign against the
Tories. By appealing forunity against the Tories, he
will bring pressure to bear
to slow down or stop the
transformation now going
on in the Labour Party.

Callaghan tried to playthis anti-Torycard, too. But
he lacked credibility.Foot,the orator, is uniquelyequipped to fulfill his
promisé of a ‘whirlwind’ of
protest againsttheTories:

He knows about the
struggles of the ‘commonpeople’ that went to shapethe Parliamentary systemhe reveres,and therefore is
no fuddy-duddy about lim-ited direct action in Parlia-
ment, like the picket that
stoppedtherentrises.

mass campaign tofight the Tories at everylevel is long overdue,and if Foot initiates it hewill be doing a great serv-ice. But it is not enough.Foot has, perhaps right-ly, been described as thefirst ‘revivalist’ Labourleader since Keir Hardie.
But to be ‘born again’the labour movement will
need to do more thanimmerseitself in the floods
of Foot’s rhetoric. It needs
to make reselection work,and to commit itself to |1] ANNUAL

ELECTION

A DIRECT VOTE
AT CONFERENCE
FOR EVERY
ORGANISATION

 
 
Labour Democracyis supported by the
Campaign tor Labour Party Democracy:Clause4:Institute tor Workers’ Control:

Young Socialists: Militant. Nationa! Organis-
ation of Labour Students: the Socialist
Campaign for a Labour Victory: and the

The Rank & File MobilisingCommitteeEECommittee: the Labour Party

Labour Action for Peace: the Labour Co- Socialist Educational! Association

In the new broadsheetfrom the Rank and File Mob-ilising Committee for Labour Democracy, articlesby Tony Benn, Jo Richardson, Robin Cook, JohnBloxam, Rachel Lever, Vladimir Derer, FrancisPrideauxand others cover thearguments about onemember @ne-vote, annualelections, recorded vote,and the other issues in the run-up to the JanuarySpecial Conference. And ina special feature, active20p percopy; bulk orders at the rate of 10 for £1;plus £1 postage; from 10 Park Drive, London NW11

 

socialist policies for thestruggle againstcapitalism.If we allow anti-Toryrhetoric to lull us into a
moodofreconciliationwiththe soft Right, then wewill find ourselves robbedof our gains on Labourdemocracy — robbed ofthe meansof giving a realsocialist perspective to ananti-Tory campaign.

Lasts
However long he lasts,and whatever his intent-ions, Foot is bound to be aninterim leader. Peter Jen-kins, lachrymose bard ofLabour’s beleaguered pinkTories, probably got itright when he wrote in theGuardian that the Parlia-

mentary Labour Party had
voted for a continuation ofthe Wilson-Callaghanregime. But can such aregime continue?

The Labour Party is fac-
ed with either providing an
answerto the crisis of oursociety that measures upto the scale of the destruct-ion that capitalism is crea-ting all around us, ortotalimpasse. Foot’s answerwould be more of the Wil-
son-Callaghan medicinethatprepared theway — byits failure to solve any-thing — for demolition-
squad Toryism. Even if a‘continuationof the Wilson- 
  

 

St
ANDREW WIARD (REPORT)

WHY DID the BBC banBabylon? They had, after
all, originally intended toshow it as a play, but thenchanged theirminds.

Presumably the BBC
bosses think that TV has
done enough for the cause
of‘racerelations’ withLove
Thy Neighbour, The Fost-
ers, Mixed Blessings, Em-
pire Road, and even Till
DeathDo Us Part.

They register a certain
progress over the US-
imported Amos ’n AndyShow that graced and dis-
graced TV screens in the
late fifties. And Alf Gam-
ett’s idiocy can’t be moreinsulting to blacks than theboggle-eyed grit-throated

/murmurings of Jack
Benny’s butler, Rochester,dabbing the sweat off his
face like some lunatic and
overheated Jeeves. Butstill
their aim is ‘good race
relations’.

France Rosso (who also
made the documentaryDread, Beat and Blood}
doesn’t want that sort of
‘good race relations’

—

 

Callaghan regime’ lasts
until Labour is returned tooffice, it will then show it-
self impotent. What could
such a Labour government
do, even in the wayof small
reforms, to satisfy its
supporters in a Britain de-
vastated by capitalistslump? What could it do
to solve unemployment?Reselection alone, bysubjecting MPs to some
control or at least punish-

.
ment, would have destabil-
ised the Wilson-Callaghan
government in 1974.9,
It would destabilise a newWilson-Callaghan type
government under Foot.Politically Foot can only be
an interim leader.

The question is, whose
interim leader — ours orthe Right’s?

The nightmare of thePress will come true andFoot will be the Left's‘interim leader’ if we driverelentlessly to put the MPs
under the direct control of
the labour movement, and
to rearm the labour move-
ment with a real socialist
alternative to theTories.

...
lf we succeed in maxi-mising — against Foot’s

arguments and machina-
tions — the CLP and union
part of the votes for Labour
leader,

.
if we immediately goahead and purgethelist of

future Labour candidates
of all those MPs who
supported the attempt to
organise a PLP coup byfoisting Healey on the
labour movement — one by
one, and constituency byconstituency, they should
be deprived of Labour’s
mandatesothatat the next
election a ParliamentaryLabourPartywillbe return-
ed thatis anew PLP,

-- If we succeed
,

in
winning the organisations
of the labour movement —

trade unions and Labour
Party branches alike — to
broad support for the poli-
tics of the Socialist Organ-
iser platform, as the mini-
mal basis for the pro-

BRIXTO
tolerant acceptance on allsides of the racist status
quo. He wants whites — heis white, as was the film’sscriptwriter — and blacks
to become more consciousof what is going on. He
wants the audience tounderstand oppressionand whyit has to be fought.Thus Babylon is too close
to the bone for the BBC.Itis too true, too ‘hard’ byfar. Theracistcops are too
muchlike the Brixton bull-dogs, the dereliction anddespair too obvious, andthe sense of strangeness,hostility, and  incompre-hension too stark.

Theplot revolves aroundthe Ital Lion sound systemand its supporters whohope their sound will beatthatof the dread Jah Shaka(a real London-based sound
system) in a ‘battle of
sounds’. The Htal Lion
toaster — its dj — is Blue(played by Brinsley Forde
of the reggae group As-
wad). Blue’s troubles pile
up till he breaks and thefilm is transformed fromdocumentary to drama.

But, if the end of the film
is more gripping than thedetailed, often humorous
observation of the longbuild-up, ft isn’t any less

‘t celebrate,organise!
grammeofa tuture Labour
government,

. if we insist that anti-Torvrhetoric is nat enough.
..- if, finally,we organisethe revolutionary left in theLabour Party and unions toprovide a stable force whichmakes propaganda for ser-ious socialist Politics andorganises the fight forthem.

This is the work SO has
Setitself.

As Michael Foot taunch-
€s an anti-Tory crusade,the Left must have its ownproposals for what theParty must do to fight theTories seriously:

* Launch a campaign ofobstruction and filibuster-ing in Parliament, to stopthe demolition squad intheir Parliamentarytracks,
© Organise rent strikesagainst the outrageousimposition by Heseltine.A Parliamentary protest isfine: power to stop theTories decisively lies with

the tenants.
© Support every industr-

ial struggle against theemployers or Government
paypolicy.

* Give full Labour Party
support to Labour councils
ard unions defying or tak-ing direct action against the
cuts.

¢ An unqualified pledgeto restore Tory cuts.
* A pledge by Labour toimplement an immediate

35 hour week on returningto office — and to supportall trade union demandsforshorter hours now.

Keep
The victory of Foot over

Healeywillbe of advantage
to theLeft only if we keep aclear political line against
conciliationwith the Right,
and use the breathing
space gained to educate
and organise a class strugg-le left wing.

After Foot’s victory,Socialist Organiser’s pro-posal to the Left is there-
fore: ‘Don’t celebrate —

organise!’

BABYLONINNA
N

real. The axes, the dogs,the blood-lust on the
coppers’ faces, are seen inLadbroke Grove, in Brix-
ton, In Dalston, in StPaul’s,in Moss Side, and inChapeltowrevervnight.

If It was Just ‘document-ary’, without ‘drama’, the
result (for white audiences)would inevitably be a-kindof cultural voyeurism —watching young workingclass blacksdo their thing,finding their circumstancesand actions ‘interesting’.Rosso avoids this while re-taining a substantial core ofdocumentary-typematerialThe end, Blue’s murderof a NFer, seems to have

struck many in the audi-
ence as too sudden, a breakfrom the characterisation
built up in the earlier partof thefilm,morethekind of-thing his friend Beefywould have done.

In a way that’s true. But
thatsurely is Rosso’s_point,
a point made in scores of
reggae lyrics: Babylon is
pressure and, as Toots and
the Maytals put it in ‘TheHarder They Come’,‘pressure gonna drop onyou’. And then you ex-plode.

ANDREW HORNUNG

 



 Labour Council sacks
anti-cuts fighters

SINCE 4 Novemberthe whole staff of Manchester’s
Housing Department have been on strike. Eight
hundred members of NUPE, NALGO and:MATSA
came out after ten membersweresacked for following
national union policy
and refusing to cover for
unfilledvacancies.

The roots or tne dispute
lie in the decision of the
Housing Committee to
make expenditure cuts in
line with the policy of the
City Council. Included in
the savings were sums due
to the non-filling of vac-
ancies as well as abolishing
some jobs altogether. So
far the Council has cut
£120,000 more than it was
requiredto do.

The unions were assured
by the Housing Committee
that they would be con-
‘sulted about the Director
of Housing's plan to
‘restructure’ the depart-
ment and about the imple-
mentation of the cuts.
This has never happened.
Instead the Joint Consult-
ative Committee is used by
management to present
policy which has already
been decided. and no

negotiations have taken
place.

The most disturbing fact
about the dicpute has been
the attitude of many of our
Labour councillors. With
the exception of a minority
of‘rebels’,most councillors
either did not really under-
stand what it was all about
or uncritically supported
what senior management
told them. Many of them
see their role as ‘managers’
rather than as ‘Labour
representatives’, leading
them to the view that
the unions consist of
‘mindless militants’
trying to deny the Council
the right to make policy
decisions

With the  intransigent
style of|management
adopted bythe Director of
Housing the only way to
make any progress in the
dispute is by negotiations
directly with the Council.
Manyof us in the Labour
Party have ensured that the

by NUPE Housing
Branch members ~

dispute has been brought
up through our General
Management Committees.
A letter has been sent by
the Strike Committee to all
councillors explaining our
position, and there have
been a couple of meetings
between councillors and
the Strike Committee, so
far with little success.

Last Thursday (13th) a
well-attended all-Man-
chester NALGO©branch
meeting was held. A
motion was pu! for anall-
ou! indefinite strike, but
this was defeated by an
Execulive proposal for a

one-day token strike which
will take place next Thurs-
day (20th).

It has beenleft up to the
individual consciences of
town hall staff whether they
cross the picket lines or

not — but the strikers are
determined to make the
pickets strong.

It has also been decided
by the strikers at their last
mass meeting (Friday 14th)
that there should be an
elected strike committee
to negotiate with the em-

ployers. This was a re-

sponse to Piccadilly Radio
announcinglast week that a
‘peace formula’ had been
agreed, whenin fact it was

just a NALGO full-timer
acting behind the scenes
with the employers.

Our conditions for a

return to work are straight-
forward: Reinstatement of
the ten sacked members
and meaningful negoti-
ations about workload and
unfilledvacancies.

Messages of support and
donations to the strike fund
should be sent to:

NALGO Guild Office
Elliot House

Jacksons Row
Manchester

ROCHDALE:THE
CAMPAIGNCONTINUES.
THE LABOUR Group on

Rochdale council: was the
first in the country to stand
firm against Heseltine’s
instruction to sell council
houses.

With a rapidly growing
waiting list of over 9,000,
and a further 2,500 houses
scheduled for slum clear-
ance, the Labour Party in
Rochdale is convinced that
dismantling ‘the housing
provision is breaking faith
with the working people of
the area.

Rochdale has a very high
rate of infant mortality. In
fact two years ago the rate
wasthehighest in the coun-

try. Part of the reason for
this is poor housing.

The labour majority was

alected on May Ist on a

specific promise not to
cut services and to refuse
to sell council houses.

But nowthe Group lead-
er has informed the media
and Heseltine that although
the Council has no intention
of selling council houses.
mavbe the government
would like to do it for them!

The councillors still ad-
mit that there could be an

all-out fight if the issues
could be explained to the
working class. So the "Save
Our Services’ campaign
has been launched,consist-
ing of Labour Party mem-

bers and women's move-
mentactivists in Rochdale.

We have been leatlett-
ing, petitioning. and writ-
ing to voluntary bodies and
the trade unions, and the
response has been en-

couraging.
Many people began by

supporting the right to buy
council houses, but chang-
ed their minds when the
issue was explained. And
many people we interview-
ed in the street were very
fervent about getting rid
of the Tories. and pointed
out that ‘‘council houses
have always been for the
working class. and should
remain so"’.

So. for the Council's
benefit, there is under-
standing of the issues. and
there is support for the
council's refusaltosell.

It looks as if the council
wi make a ‘tactical’ re-

treat at the Council meeting
on November 19th. They
claim that as Heseltine
will notin fact sell the hous-
es for them.the individual
councillors will face fin-
ancial penalties and sur-

charges.
But the ‘Save our Serv-

ices’ group is intent on

campaigning against sales
or cuts in services of what-
ever kind, and will carry
on pressi the Labour
Council to Stick to its pro-
mises.

SUE ARNALL

 

A WEEKofaction — that’s
the latest plank in the Lam-
beth fightback against the
cuts in public expendi-
ture.

The idea, which has yet
to receive official support
from Lambeth wards and
GMCs, was unveiled by
council leader Ted Knight
onNovember9 at a report-
back meeting, which dis-
cussed the ‘Local Govern-
mentin Crisis’ conference.

The left in the borough
— organised in the non-
sectarian Lambeth Labour
Left grouping — were
active in the organisation of
the Conference, and have
already discussed the
proposed weekof actionin
February.

The week will consist
not merely of demonstra-
tions, but of a total shut-
downof council services for
the week, with similar
strike action taken by the
councillors, who will effec-
tively not govern Lambeth
for thatweek.

LambethLabourLeft has
thrown its weight behind
the idea, but has also in-
sisted that this week of
action should not be seen
as a distractionto the speci-
fic proposals which were
democratically agreed by
the massive November 1
Local Governmentin Crisis
conference.

Specifically, these initia-
tives were:

¢ Non-cooperation with
cuts, in both services and
jobs.

* Organising campaigns
to support any Labour
council faced by commiss-
ioners or receivers after
standing against thecuts.

e No use of rent or rate
increases to covercuts.

¢ No sale of council
houses.

 Greenwich councilsays: no sales

Cuts fightcant
wait until
Februa
Of course, while Lam-

bethmaywell be consider-
ing a week of action, we
mustall rememberthat the
controlling Labour greup
has already decided to sell
council houses, and this
week the policy and resour-
ces committee discussed
‘trimmings’ of a quarter of
a million pounds, including
options such as reductions
of serviceds and curtail-
ments on overtime.

So the emphasis must be
on fighting for the commit-
ments placed on Lambeth
and every participant by
the November 1 confer-
ence. When asked repeat-
edly at the report-back
meeting, Ted Knight fail-
ed to give any specific
financial proposals as to
what he feels should be
Lambeth’s strategy for
1981.

   
    Greenwich must not be left is Ioted in its dcfian. + ofthe

Housing Actlike Clay Cross wasir its fight avast he last

Tory Government's ‘Fair Rents’? :

He insists that he is
goingto wait until after the
weekof action,even though
discussion on what Lam-
beth’s budget should: be
will have to be rushed
through if we all wait until
then. .

A key job of Lambeth
LabourParty activists is to

 
   
 
 
    
 
  
  
  
  
 
  
  
   
 

  

Ted Knight
speaks on

NovemberIst

GREENWICH council, in
South East London,is defy-
ing Heseltine’s new law,
and refusing to sell council
houses.

In so doing it has become
the first council (not just
Labour group) to take an

open stand on this issue.
The urgent need nowis to
organise support for the
Greenwich councillors’
stand in the labour move-

ment nationally and loc-
ally.

Support would be best
shown by the maximum
number of other Labour
councils following Green-
wich’s lead and refusing to
sell. Already Harlow coun-
cil has declared that it
won't sell as Jong as the
council-house building
‘moratorium’ is imposed,
and Rochdale Labour group
has declared opposition
to sales.

Michael Heseltine is not
yet reeling in dismay, and
in fact the Tories are ‘ikely
tw react vers quickly. In
their arsenal of weapons to

use against councils like
Greenwich they have the
power to appoint a

’ stituency

press their elected repre-
sentatives at every opport-
unity to unveil a financial
perspective for this sup-
posed ‘confrontation’ ag:
ainst theTories.

A steering committee has
been set up following Nov-
ember1, to help fulfil the
pledges of that Confer-
ence, and to organise a
recall conference in early
1981.

Lei us hope that by that
time, the councils repre-
sented on November 1,
including the London
Borough of Lambeth, will
have moved towards the
implementation of those
recommendations.

If they haven’t — why
the hell did they help org-
anise the Conference in the
first olace?

GRAHAM NORWOOD

Commissioner to force
through the sales, and the
power to surcharge not
only councillors but also
council officers who active-
ly impedethesales.

So it is urgent that sup-
port be organised in a very
short time — and those
councils that have relied
upon ‘delaying’ tactics
(until the next general
election in 19842) must be
made to change their
approach.

This time we mustn’t
have one or two councils
left to fight on their own as

Clay Cross was.
Greenwich’s decision,

which honours a ‘nosale’
pledge in tHe last Council
election manifesto, was

made after the three Con-
Labour Parties

in the borough had all call-
ed for defiance by large
votes.

Active support for the
council's stand must now

be built in the local labour
movement, trade unions,
and tenants’ organisa-
tions.

BOB SUGDEN

TESSA
HOWLAND(IFL)

 



 Miners mustfight
_

for pay ANDjobs
by John Cunningham
THE PRESSsays the min-
ers have beenoffered 13%.
In fact we have been
offered £10 on basic for
faceworkersand £7 for sur- .

face workers (9.8%), plus
a small increase in bonus
payments. It is not even
enough to keep up with
inflation.

And the NUM Execu-
tive’s vote to recommend
acceptance is the continua-
tion. of a ‘campaign’ for the
union claim pursued with
all the energyof a ruptured
slug.

Because of the spineless
cringing of Joe Gormless,
press arguments that the
claim for £100 minimum
and a 4-day week is un-
realistic, and ‘the industry
can’t afford it’, have
carried a lot of weight with

NALGOstops

manyminers.
Andsofar the left-wing-

ers on the NUM Executive.
while opposing the Coal
Boardoffer, have mobilised
no real campaign capable
of convincing miners that
we can win more.

There seems to be more
will for a fight on closures
than on pay. But a setback
on pay, without a struggle,
is a bad starting point for a

fight on jobs.
The immediate focus in

the struggle against clo-
sure in the Yorkshire area
is Orgreave colliery, just
outside Sheffield.

Orgreave, South York-
shire’s oldest pit, is due to
close next year. The Coal
Board saythere will be no
job losses but nevertheless
many of the men will face
the prospect of moving
house or a daily journey

of some 10 miles to the
nearest pits like Thurcroft
and Dinnington.

Yorkshire NUM is back-
ing the Orgreave men, who
say there are workable re-
serves in the ground. At a
1000-strong rally in Barns-
ley on Monday11th, Arthur
Scargill stated that York-
shire’s 66,000 miners will
be balloted on taking
industrial action to support
Orgreave. Only a few days
before, men at Peckfield
Colliery also received a
pledge from the Yorkshire
NUM Area council in their
fight against closure.

Long andbitter struggles
are looming. We_ either
win, or return to the
Robens era of the early
‘60s when thousands of
jobs went downtheriver.

Vote no to the pay deal —

and prepare to fight

thesales
By Mary Corbishley
MORE NALGO branches
have taken action over
council house sales.

In GLASGOW,the Lab-
our City Council has decid-
ed to carry out the letter of
the law in selling council
houses, but as slowly as
possible. Glasgow NALGO
is refusing to co-operate
with the processing of any
applications to buy council
houses.

’ At themomenttheirnon-

cooperation is based on the
fact that the Council did not
consult with the union over
newwork schemesand they
were given no guarantee of
extra staff for the new work
on the sales.

Since NALGO took this
decision in early October,
the Housing Department
members have passed a
motion at their section
AGM that the branch
should refuse to carry out
any work on councilhouse
sales on grounds of prin-
cipled opposition to sales.

This. stand has now been
supported by the branch
executive and the branch
AGMon December2ndwill
vote on it. Meanwhile, as
Glasgow NALGO branch
secretary Chris Barber told
SO, they have stoppedall
negotiations on staffing
levels until the outcome of
the Decembermeeting.

In. HACKNEY. the
branch as a whole has not
made a decision on the
question of council house
sales. The branch AGM
will discuss it on Novem-
ber 25th.

Policy
Meanwhile the housing

department. members have
met and decided on a policy
of non-cooperation, which
has been backed by the
branch Executive.

Unfortunately, although
the majority of the housing
departmentare refusing to
process applications, one or
two people are doing the
work. The Valuers’ Depart-
ment. which is also central-
ly involved in sales. held a

x
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week. The
majority were opposed to
meeting last

non-cooperation, but the
people who would actually
be doing the work were in
favour.

Mark Adams, a depart-
mental steward in the hous-
ing department, told SO
that a clear policy would
have to be established. at
the branch AGM.

The NEWCASTLE NAL-
GO branch is still going
through consultation over
the question of extra staff-
ing levels to meet the in-
creased workload. Mem-
bers are refusing to workon
applications for council
house purchases until a
satisfactory agreement is
got on staffing levels, but

- the union has not taken a
stand against sales in
principle.

In CAMDEN, a NALGO
branch meeting on Thurs-
day 13th November backed
the housing department’s
decision not to do work on
selling council houses.

Camden NALGOis seek-
ing national backing on the
basis of:

1. The fact. that central
government has allocated
no extra moneyto coverthe
work ,of selling council
houses?

2. Camden council has

CA as
i \
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employed no additional
staff for thiswork;

3. The policy of selling
council houses represents a
significant cut in service in
terms of its effect on the
size and standard of the
council housing stock. And
in the longer term it poses a
direct threat to jobs.

LAMBETH NALGO has
askedfor official backingon
the samebasis. But at pre-
sent the National Emergen-
cy Committee is giving
official backing’ only to
action on the basis of di-
sputes about additional
staffing.

Lambeth NALGO has
- asked if they will get fin-

ancial support if any offic-
ers are surcharged for
blocking council house
sales. and they have had no

replyyet.
* The Emergency Commit-
tee has referred the issue
of support for action ag-
ainst council house sales on

principle to the National
Executive Committee. Pre-
sent NALGO policy is
opposed to council house
sales.

NALGO members must
demand that the NEC does
not leave that policy as

empty words, but gives
full support to action to

stop the sales.

 

|
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AUEW:What went wrong?
TERRYDUFFY,theright-wing candidate in the AUEW
presidential election, has won by a landslide. For the
first time in many years one candidate has gained an
outright victory in the first ballot, beating the strongest
left-wing contender, Bob Wright, by more than two-to-
one.

What went wrong?
Duffy’s record is ap-

palling. He boasts of
never having led a
strike, he allowed Derek
Robinson to be sacked,
he has_ witch-hunted
union employees,
thousands of jobs, hi-
jacked the union block
vote at LabourPartycon-
ference, and disgraced
the union’s name over
the Isle of Grain.

Hehasalso built an effi-
cient electoral machine in-
side and outside the union.
Inside the union he has a
solid block of right-wing’
officials, with potentially
the opportunity to appoint
full-time branch secretar-
ies. Outside he has the firm
support of the bosses’
press.

Against this, Wright, the
candidate of the Left, was
unable to win. Partly this
was dueto the influenceof
the press, the undemocrat-
ic nature of the postalball-
ot, and Duffy’s electoral
machine. But the fact re-
mains: the Left was incap;
able of enthusingthe mem-
bers withits policies.

The slump has had ser-
ious effects on the engin-
eering industry. Order
books stand at 16% below
the previous slumplevel of
1975. and output is 9%
below. This has hit mili-
tancy. with current strike
figures the lowest since
1975-6, when trade union
leaders were policing the

sold -

- paper

by MICK WOODS
£6 limit
government.

Theleft has found itself
isolated, disorganised —

and lacking the policies to
pull support together. The
Scanlon-Wright record of
left talk covering cave-in
after cave-in when in power
in the union also devalued
the policies the Left did
have.

Duffy advocates wage
cuts to save jobs, while
Wright calls for import
controls! Better the certain-
ties of Duffy’s class collab-
oration than the economic
mumbo-jumbo of Duffy’s
alternative economic strat-
egy, many must have
thought.

But there is another
alternative, one that did
not reach the vast majority
of union members in this
election campaign — and
thatis to fight against wage
cuts and_unemployment
with the militant methods
the Gardners workers are
using. , :

We mustfight to ensure
the victory of the occupying
workers of Gardners, and
this also meansfighting to
turn the union leaders’

support into real
support, with at least a
nationallevey.

We must also carry on
the struggle to organise the
left and fight for rank and
file control of the union,
through such groups as
Engineers Charter, as well

for the Wilson .

as pushingfor Labour Party —
workplacebranches.

There are thousands of
individual Labour Party
members in the AUEW
who canbethe nucleus of a
viable left. wing. The imme-
diate tasks of the branches
would be to inject life back
into the union branches
and to campaign for union
workplace branches with
meetings in work time to
encourage participation of
womenworkers.

In this way it should be
possible to win membersto
ourpoliciesof work-sharing
and the 35 hour week to
stop redundancies, defence
of wage rates, and defence
of women’sright to work.

AUEW members. will
fight for their jobs and
living standards where
they believe they can win,
as Gardners workers have
shown. We must fight to
win now, or else end up
with an EETPU-style rule-
book and our union run by
supporters of the CIA and
CatholicAction.
 

asocialistorganiser  20p
broadsheet\the fight for

trade union
democracy   
New pamphletfrom
Socialist Organiser.
20p plus 10p postage,
from 5 StamfordHill,
London N16.
  ‘Meetings

BRISTOL Socialist Organ-
iser group: discussion on
the Alternative Economic
Strategy. 8pm, Wednesday
10 December, 29 Muller
Ave,Horfield, Bristol.
COVENTRYSocialist Org-
aniser meeting: Cllr Dave
Edwards (T&G convenor,
Talbot Stoke) on ‘The fight
for trade union democracy’.
8pm, Monday 24 Novem-
ber,Hertford Tavern.

SHEFFIELD Rank and File
Mobilising Committee
meeting on democracy in
the Trade Unions. 7.30pm,
Monday Ist December,
Station Hotel, The Wicker.

ISLINGTON Socialist Org-
aniser group: joint meeting
with Islington NALGO
members on the cuts.
Thursday 20th November,
8.30pm. Details of venue:
phone 607 5268.

HACKNEY Socialist Org-
aniser group: discussion
on Labour’s January con-
ference. 8pm, Monday 24th
November; for details of
venue phone Nigel Rich-
ards, 802 4747.

NEWHAM/ LEYTON-
STONE Socialist Organiser
group meeting: John
O’MahonyonIreland. 8pm,
Tuesday 25th November;
details of venue, phone
MikeFoley,555 9957.

BOOKSARE WEAPONS!
KICK OFF 1981 witha
FIRST OF MAYBook-

voucher,theperfect seas-
onalgift from Edinburgh's
comprehensive left/radical

: bookshop.
43 CandlemakerRow. Open

10-6 Mon-Sat, (31-225
2612. Browsers welcome.

WHERE WE STAND
* Organise the left to beatback the Tories’ attacks!
No to attacks on union rights; defend the picket line; no state

interference in our unions!
No to any wage curbs. Labour must supportall struggles for

betterlivingstandards and condtions!
Wagerises should atthe very least keep up with price increa-

ses. The same should gofor state benefits,grants and pensions.
% Start improving the social services rather than cutting them.

Stop cutting jobs in thepublic sector.
* End unemployment. Cut hours, not jobs — share the work

with no loss of pay. Start now with a 35 hour week and an end to
overtime.

* All firms threateningclosure should be nationalised under
workers’ control.

-

x Make the bosses pay, not the working class. Millions for
hospitals, not a penny for ‘defence’! Nationalise the banks and
financial institutions without compensation. End the interest
burden on council housing and otherpublic services.

* Freeze rent and rates. :

*% Scrap all immigration controls. Race is not a problem;
racism is. The labour movement must mobilise to drive the fasc-
ists off the streets.

Purgeracists from positions in the labour movement. Organise
full'support for blackself-defence.

* The capitalist police are an enemy for the working class.
Support all demands to weaken them as a bosses’ striking force:
dissolution of special squads (SPG, Special Branch, MJI5 etc.),
oublic accountabilityetc.

* Free abortion and contraception on demand. Women’s
equalright to work, andfull equality for women.

* Against attacks on gays by the State; abolish alllaws which
discriminate against lesbians and gay men;for the right of the
gay. communityto organise and affirm their stance publicly.

* The Irish people — as a whole — should havethe right to
determine their own future. Get the British troops out now! Rep-
eal the Prevention of Terrorism Act, Political status for Irish Rep-
ublican prisoners as a matter of urgency. .

* The black working people-of South Africa should get full
support from the British labour movementfor their strikes, str-
uggles and armed combatagainst the white supremacist regime.
South Africangoods and services should be blacked.

* It is essential to achievethe fullest democracy in the labour
movement. Automiatic reselection of MPs during each parliament,
and the election by annual conference of party leaders. Annual
election of all trade union officials, who should be paid the aver-

age for the trade.
* The chaos, waste, human suffering and misery of capital-

ism now — in Britain and throughout the world — show the urg-
ent need to establish rational,democratic, human control over the
economy,to makethedecisive sectors of industry social property,
under workers’ control.

The strength of the labour movementlies in the rank andfile.
Our perspective must be workingclass action to raze the capitalist
system downto its foundations,and to puta working class social-
ist system in its place — rather than having our representatives
run the system and waiting for crumbs from the tables of the
bankers and bosses. :

.

Socialist Organiser aims to help build a class-struggle left wing
in the trade unions and Labour Party, based on a revolutionary
socialist programme. Socialist Organiser supporters’ groups are

being organised in many townsandcities.
Socialist Organiser is sponsored by the Socialist Campaign fora

Labour Victory.



WomenorganiseinEccles
by LINDA YOUD

LAST MONDAY, 17th,
after a Gardners SupportCommittee meeting in
Eccles, I spoke to JackieAdams, whose husband,
Stuart Adams, is on the
Gardnersstrike committee.

Jackie told me that she
used to have nothing to do
with politics, but now all
that’s changed. Along with
several other women, she —

has set up the Eccles Sup-
port Committee.

The support committeeis concerned that the wo-
men whowork at Gardners

and the wives of men in
the occupation are not

‘being sufficiently involved.
They suggest that in the
regulay mailings a. specific
letter should be sent out
to the wivesof the strikers,
informing them of events
the support committee has
organised, like the kids’
Christmas Party on Decem-
ber 3rd or the women’s
contingent on the Liver-
pool unemployment march,
which women from Gardn-
ers will be marching on.

Jackie reckons now that
she’d be theone who would
be more determined to see
the strike through to the
very end if her husband

was showing signs of de-
feat.

The effect of the Gard-
ners occupation has spread
into her own workplace.She worksin a local BingoHall, and discovered that a
load of King Henry's pies
had beendelivered.

Jackie went straight to
the microphone and warn-
ed everybody that the pies
were King Henry's. No-
body bought any of them. ~

The management werefurious but dared not do
anything. So they just told

Jackie that they were mak-
ing an ‘exception’ by‘allowing herto stay on’.

They're terrified of her
getting to the microphone
to. make announcements
about the occupation.

Something has to be
done about the Tories and
unemployment, Jackie
Says, and the support
committee is there to make
sure that the women getinvolved.

The delegations group of
the strike committee is be-
ing approached to send a
speaker to the Fightback
conference on  Novem-
ber 22nd. And Jackie says
that if they don’t send a
woman then she'll come
down herself.

FIGHTfortheRIGHT 
Notjust officialsupport-but REAL support

by John Douglas
THE occupation to stop 590
sackings at Gardners in
Eccles has the official sup-
port of the AUEW — but
that’snot enough.

The Gardners Joint Shop
Stewards Committee are
travellingup and down the
country trying to get support,
because. they realise very

well that ‘official’ support
can bevery slow:incoming —

or only exist-on paper.

For instance, the AUEW
members get strike pay at
their branches, and some
outlying branches have not
received the official instruc-
tion to pay it — three weeks
after the dispute has been
madeofficial.

The . Manchester district

AUEW has just agreed to
levy membersin its area —
but there is still no national
levy for Gardners.

ASTMS membersare gett-
ing support from their own
area, but they haveto ask for
official permission to
approach other areas for
support!

|

The limits of official sup-
port were ‘shown clearly
when four of the strikers

visited Oxford recently. At
BL Cowley the management
were allowed to frog-march
the Gardners workersoff the
site.

The Gardners_ workers
then addressed the students
at the labour movement
college, Ruskin, who had
collected around £100 for
them. The Board of Govern-
ors, which mostly consists of
union general secretaries,

regional secretaries, and
otherfull-time functionaries,
was meeting in another
room. :

When their meeting broke
up, the Governors were
invited to attend the Gard-
ners meeting. Not one of
themturned up.

So ‘official’ support
through ‘official’ channels is
plainly not enough. And

2,500 Gardners workers have
not got the time until the
AUEW leaders find their
consciences. They need sup-
port and they needit now.

It should be the duty of
all activistswho are prepared
to take on the bossesto rally
round Gardners and set up
support committees where
theycan, to make, sure Gard-
ners get the cash and anyotherassistance theyneed.

Firemen: United in CPSA leaders 
 

disgustand tury
Glasgow firemen
told SO:

Our reaction is dis- —

gust and fury in the
same breath. After

the last srike three years
ago, we assumed we
would be in the upper -

quartile of male manual
workers’ earnings. That’s
what we've got compara-
bility with — not with
inflation, not with public

* sector workers, but with
male manual workers in
the private sector. And
thatmeans 18%.

In our eyes it’s a com-
plete reversal. Three
years ago Thatcher said
that the Labour govern-
ment should pay up and
avoid a public service
like us having to go out on
strike. And just before the
‘General Election William
Whitelaw wrote back to
one of his constituents
saying that he would hon-
our the agreement to the*
full. His letter was pinned
up'in fire stations all over
Kent.

Mass meetings of our
members in Glasgow are
beingheld next week, and.
there’s the recall confer-
ence coming up. Butall 

this is only a formality.
| don’t know if we were
united before, but we
certainly are now. Weall
fee! disgust and anger
at what the governmentis
saying, and we’re certain-
ly not going to just lie
downandtakeit.

People don’t want to
go on strike, but we will.
We don’t take - pleasure
in seeing places not hav- ©

ing adequate fire cover.
Last time the government
used troops and the media
gave the impression they
could cope — but they
couldn't, certainly not
here in Glasgow. We
don’t see ourselves as a
special case, and we're
responsible people. But
we've got wives, relatives
and friends, and we suff-
ered long and hard for
nine weeks in the last
strike to get up to a more
realistic level of pay.

As of midday today,all
NAFO [National Associa-
tion of Fire Officers)
members in Strathclyde
are working to rule. It’s
a move that we welcome,
and we'll welcome any
further action they take.
It'll be a big help for us
if they don’t help
the troops like last
time.

- FAIR WAGE
v I IGHT THE Da 
 

duck out
by STEPHEN
CORBISHLEY

ACTINGLIKE stage gener-
als, the Council of Civil
Service Unioris (covering the

.

nine non-industrialcivil serv-
ice unions) is calling on its
troops to take action against
Thatcher’s 6 per cent limit —

butonlyto attendralliesfrom
3 o’clock onwards in theweek
beginning24thNovember.

If the rallies are to be any
use, the Left will have to
fight in them for a policy
quite different from the
union leaders’. —

The union leaders are tak-
ing legal action to get hold
of the information produced
by the Pay Research Unit
comparison study, which the
Tories have suppressed.

Yet CPSA general secre-
tary Ken Thomas,in his cir-
cular to all CPSA members,
makesit clear that if there is
going to be any action in the
New Year, it will be about
getting the ‘going rate’. So
even the PRU figures, widely
thought to point to rises of
between 12 and 20%, are
too adventurous for him!

The only function of the
legal action is to undermine
those militants who want to
organise a fight starting now.

In the pay rallies, only
senior fulltimeofficials will
speak from theplatform, and
quite likely no rank and file
members will be allowed te
speak from thefloor.

So what will the bureau-
crats’ next move be? The
possibilityof a deal with the
Government is ruled out —

so the stage generals will
inevitably organise a retreat
— decorated by a series of
token actions.

Unfortunately the Left in
thecivil service unions is not
well organised. The 200-
strong CPSA Broad Left nat-
ional conference failed to
adopt a policy based on fight-ing for no less than what is
needed to defendstandards, and
accepted a motion pushed by
Militant that commits the
left to a defensive campaign.

Butnow,along withbuild-
ing a fight in the workplace
against the 6 per cent which
starts with supporting the
firemen, militantsmust Pushfor joint action with other
public sector unions.

This Pengnot only de-

fending
but also,yin0 build local
public__sectorWhich should take on thejob
of pushing the leadership
into action — or pushing
themout of theway.The Tories’wage cut

  
 PRICES are currently about

16% up on a year ago. The
Tories claim that next yearPriceswillrisebout ieright. Thesuepisholdingprices back,
and import prices have

m wages.To maintain real wages in
faceof 11% inflationwe need
more than 11% payrises, be-
cause usually a bigger
portion of any increase than

10

of the original wage goes in
taxes.

On average, workers need
about 14% pay rise to keep
up with 11% inflation, or

% to keep up with 16%.
The problem is often much
worse for low paid workers
— like the majority of public
service workers. Against any
pay rise they have to “offset
not only increased taxes but
also the loss of means-test-
ed benefits.

Up to £80 a week, a pa
tise can actually leave work.
ers worse off — with less
money after paying taxes,
rent and rates and receiving
benefits due. To take a less
extreme example: a 3-child
family on §81 would need a
82% pay rise (to £107) in

-order to get a 16% rise (£68£79) in. money-in-the-pocketFigures like thisarepart of
che case fora legal minimum
wage, an end to meanstests
on benefits, and automatic
month-by-month _inflation-
proofing in. wage agree-
ments. But for now publicservice workers face a cut in
real wages of at least 6%,perhaps 10% or 15% for
manyof them.

The Tories have not form-
ally announced a 6% limit.
They have just said that the
cash limits for councils will
be based on a 6%

pay
rise.

In theory the co could
a bigger y increaseby staff cuts and rate rises,

but any extra would be very

little given that the govern-
ment is budgeting for 7.7%
cuts in council spending
nextyear anyway.

the civil service, the
Government has said that it
will refuse to recognise the
established pay-compara-bility system, and pay only6 to 8%, or even less
looks like"they will impose a
similar limit on nationalised
industries, too

The firemen were due
18.8% on November7, under
the deal agreed after the
1977-8 strike which
their pay to the top 25% of
manual workers.
cause that deal has been
rij ped upy council manual work-

ers’ settlement date was due
from November 5. NUPEis

ancillaries, who normal:
get the samerise as council
workers, come up next
month. The council white
collar workers’ union (NAL-
GO)iis waiting for an employ-
ers’ response to an arbitra-
tors’ recommendation of
13% from last July and 2%
from next April — to settle
theclaim putin for July.

Water workers, perhaps
the strongest group of
authorityworkers, want £20
and an hour off theweek this
winter. The civil service
workers’ settlementdate is in

April.Meanwhilethepolice have
21% and MPs, 24%. The

anks are turning in record
profita,The Vesteys and

rs get awayorthaboutt £: ‘D billiona Year,
PIT.SPorerachof the
4 million public sector
workers).

Over £50 a week for eachof
those 4 million. workers is
spent on weapons of war.

Lots of top managers
over soe a jeer Ppextrasnefits, And the productive
power of more than two mill-

would-be workers goestowaste as Tory policies kill
jobs,



  
   

It’s the same the
whole world
IT’S not just BL that’scutting production and sackingworkers. Across the capitalist world, car producersare facing the worst crisis since the sharp oil pricerises of 1974,

In the UScar sales in
- June were 30% down onthepreviousyear.Ford US, Chrysler,and General Motorshave all declared largelosses. Over 180,000

car workersare laid off,and in Detroit adult un-employment is over20%.
In Europe, Fiat is plann-ing to reduce production by30% andstart laying work-

ers off. Peugeot’s produc-tion has fallen by 12%.
The car industry is al-

ways hit hard by a generalrecession, but governmentausterity programmes in
Britain and the US have cutthe market for cars evenfurther. At the moment itis also suffering becauseofhigheroil prices, caused bythe effects of the cut inproduction from Iran.

Only the Japanese carindustry is’ managing tokeep its head above water,by boosting exports to theUS and Europe (even inJapan, the domestic mark-
et has contracted in the last
year). Japanese cars nowhave a 26% market sharein
the US.

There are a number of
reasonsforthis.Firstly, the
American manufacturers
were slow to start produ-cing cars which used less
petrol. More importantly,the Japanese car industryhas both a higher level of‘productivity’ (for which
read rate of exploitation)
and a higher level of in-
vestment. At the mo-
ment, Japanese car work-
ers are working 20% over-time, but Japanese carmanufacturers are introdu-cing robots and automat-ing theirplants.

To compete with the Jap-
anese, other countries’ carfirms are squeezing their
workers, through lay-offs,sackings, cuts in real wag-
es, and speed-up.

For example, Fiat work-
ers in Turin, who struckagainst lay-offs in October
were forced to accept asell-out engineered by their
leaders which gives man-

   Bruce Robinso
on the 

agement back a great de-
gree of control over the
workforce. At Ford (UK),the management has suc-ceeded in imposing a newstrict disciplinary code,while BL’s miserable payoffer is accompanied by athreat to close if a strike
occurs.

But to compete more isneeded than a defeatedworkforce and low wages.Each manufacturer has toaim for a bigger slice ofthe market, and to do so it
must invest in new plantand technology. The manu-facturers have to dothis at
a time when profits arenon-existent — and to the
extent that they do invest,they are collectively build-ing up capacity which willdrag the industry downintoanother slump sooner orlater.

The worst-off car firmshave to turn to the statefor support. Chrysler US
was only saved from bank-
Tuptcyby $1.5 billionguar-
antees from the govern-
ment. BL would not havebeen able to build the plantneeded for the Metro fromthe funds generated by itsfalling sales, and Edwardesdoes not believe that BL
will stop losing moneyuntil

_

1983-4. Continued produc-tion will depend on govern-
ment money, which will in
turn be tied to more and
more attacks on the work-
ers.

A partial alternative todirect competition with theJapanese is a rationalisa-tion based on getting fundsfrom the Japanese carmanufacturersfor joint pro-duction. BL is alreadyplanning to produce a carwith Honda , and Ford (US)and Alfa-Romeoin Italy areboth talking to Toyota ab-
out joint production. OtherJapanese firms are consid-ering setting up their own-

Over
plants in the US. These
would allow them to avoid
any quotas or import con-
trols.

It’s not just in Britain
that workers are joiningwith their bosses in theclamour for import con-trols. In the USA, the Uni-
ted Auto Workers have
been running a joint cam-Paign with that great de-fender of working classinterests, Ford, to restrictJapanese imports. Japan-
ese cars have been smash-
ed up on the streets inDetroit.

°

Such campaigns merely
create the illusion that
there is a real mutualinter-
est between the workers
andthebosses. In anythingbut the very short run, theywould not go any way tosolving the crisis in the carindustry unless accompan-ied by attacks on the livingstandards and jobs of the
workers who hadfoughtfor
them.

Thecar bosses across the

world are desperate to
Increase profits. or at least
cut their losses. We mustinsist that the workers
— whether in the US,Japan, Britain or Europe —do not pay the price forthe bosses’ chaos. To beeffective against an inter-national onslaught, weneed international linksbetween trade unionists indifferent countries. Weneed to fight for a unitedPolicyof:

* Opposition to redund-ancies. Work-sharingunder workers’ control with
no loss of pay. Occupations
to prevent sackings or clo-
sures. Refusal to accept
worktransferred from othercountries, and blackingduringstrikes.

* Opposition to ration-alisation and speed-up.
* Opposition to national-ist solutions such as importcontrols which only divideworkers along nationalboundaries.

¢ Nationalisation of carand components industries,and their restructuringunderworkers’ control with
no loss of jobs.

¢ International link-upsbetweencar workers.Only by a united fightfor such policies can wedevelop an adequate re-
sponse to the depth of thecrisis in the car industryinternationally.

CLAMPDOWN

‘“‘THE Company therefore
intends to discipline stri-kers who stop work un-constitutionally”’.

With these words, Fordbosses announced_theirintention to implement a
new attack on shop floorrights on Monday, Novem-
ber 17th. ‘Unconstitutional
strikers’ will now be lock-
ed out ‘‘untilthey are pre-pared to work normally”? —

and the same will happentoother workers whorefuse to
scab. ‘‘‘Innocent’’’ plants
are also threatened withlay-offs.

With Ford insisting that
workers should get a singlefigure wage increase and
no more in the presentnegotiations, the new

 
attack is part of a drive tocontinue ‘building vehicles
at low cost’ in the jungleofCapitalist competition. Itis particularly aimed at theHalewood plant, wherethere has been militantresistance to the bosses’
attempts to attack condi-tions along with the intro-ductionof thenew Escort.

Ford workers must notallow Halewood to be isol-
ated. There should be animmediate national shopStewards conference toorganise company-widestrike action for 20% and a35 hour week, and to forceFord to withdraw theirlock-out proposals.

JOHN BLOXAM

 Sell-outat Leyland
IT’S LESSthanthree weekssince we voted overwhelm-ingly to reject the 6.8%insult. Over the whole com-
pany the vote was 2:1 forrejection — and everyoneexpected that to mean astrike for our £17 wageclaim.

So what’s changed sincethe last mass meeting? Not
_

the basic offer — that’sstillexactly the same. Not theprinciple of the
scheme(theonly ‘concess-ion’ on thatis an agreement
to guarantee 12 weeks at£1.25 a week!)

No — all that’s changedis that the union officials(plus most of the senior
stewards) have given in toEdwardes’ blackmail at aSeries of secret meetingsand overruled the massmeetings without any con-sultation with the mem-

bonus ©

THE VOTEat Longbridge was about 50-50, so faras anyone could see. But the Communist Party-ledWorksCommittee, having already flouted the JointShop Stewards’ Committee decision by recom-mending that the workers accept BL’s 6.8%poverty package, had nohesitation in declaring theoffer accepted.
.And so the BL workers’ efforts to rebel againstMichael Edwardes’ attacks on wages and condi-tions were finally defeated — thanks to the directbetrayal or nerveless bunglingof the full time cffi-cials and the convenors. The Tories’ efforts toimpose a 6% pay limit on public service workershavegot a big boost.

But Edwardes and the union bureaucrats havebeen given a warning — despite all the defeats atBL,thereis a continuing will to fight which sooneror later, if the socialist militants in BL organiseeffectively, will break through the bureaucraticsabotage.
TheSocialist Organiserbulletindistributed at theLongbridge mass meeting on Tuesday 18th Novem-beroutlined the issues.,bership whatsoever.

Oh yes — one. otherthing has changed since
meeting:the last massSO contactaddresses

‘ASINGSTOKE. AlasdairJamison, 75 FreemantleClose.
BIRMINGHAM. DougMackay, 69 Hubert Road,Birmingham 29.
BRISTOL. Ian Holling-worth, 29 Muller Ave,Bristol 7.
BURY/ROCHDALE. BarryHaslam, 136 Malvern StWest, Rochdale.
CARDIFF. Martin Barclay,21 DogoSt, Canton.
CAMBRIDGE Will Adams,12 Metcalfe Rd.
CHELMSFORD. RogerWelch, 103 MildmayRd.
COVENTRY. Dave Spenc-
er, 17 Winifred Ave,Earlsdon.
DURHAM.Jane Ashworth,18 MowbraySt.

EDINBURGH.Joe Baxter,4 GlengyleTerrace.
GLASGOW. John Wilde:
(041-) 339 3679.
HUMBERSIDE. Julia
Garwolinska, 26 Albany St,Hull.

LEEDS. Glyn Whiteford,21 Stafford Chase, HunsletGrange, Leeds 10.
LEICESTER. Mark Hall,38 PortlandSt.
MANCHESTER. AnnaTwentyman, 39 -Mallow-
dale Close, Hulme.
LIVERPOOL. Bas Hardy,76 Ferndale Rd.
NEWPORT. MichaelThomas, 125 Brynglas Ave,Newport, Gwent. .

NORTHAMPTON. RossCatlin, 81 Byron St.
NOTTINGHAM. Peter
Radcliff, Flat 1, 8 Vickers
Street.
SHEFFIELD. Ros Makin,10 BurnsRd,Sheffield 6.
STOKE. Arthur Bough,23 Russell Rd, Sandyford.
SUNDERLAND.Steve Le-
harne, 18 Elstree Sq,Carley Hill, Southwick,Sunderland.
WELWYN. Chris Brynd,12 Whitethorne, WelwynGardenCity 1.
WIRRAL. Lol Duffy, 3 St
James Court, Victoria Rd,

New Brighton, Merseyside.
LONDON
HACKNEY.Nigel Richards{01-) 802 4747.
HARINGEY. Mick 0°Sullivan, 28a West GreenRd, London N15.
ISLINGTON. Peter Ken-
way, Basement Flat, 27Ellington St, London N7.
LAMBETH. Cheung SiuMing, 2 Lancaster Ave,SE27.
NEWHAM/ LEYTON-
STONE. Mike Foley, 103Chestnut Ave, London E7.

NORTH WEST LONDON.
Mick Woods, 10 St Mich-
aels Ave, Wembley.
SOUTH-EAST LONDON.
Bob Sugden, 99a GranbyRd, London SE9.
SOUTH-WEST LONDON.
Gerry Byrne, 11 FarlingtonPlace, SW15.
TOWER HAMLETS. c/o
5 Stamford Hill,N16.
* All other aredas, con-
tact: S$ Stamford Hiil,
London N16.

Michael Heseltine has
announceda £3increase in
council house ren’: which
would more than wipe outthe 6.8% all byitself.

SELL-OUT OF THE
CENTURY
After the last round of

mass meetings voted 2:1 toreject, the senior stewards
met and gave five daysnotice of strike action. But
instead of preparation for astrike, what then happened
was a series of secretmeetings between theCompany and the union
general secretaries, frant-ically seeking a sell-out
deal.

The General Secretaries
‘sold’ theirdeal to the JointNegotiating Committee,who in turn ‘sold’ it to the
senior stewards’ confer-
ence. So, on the basis of
accepting the 6.8% plus a
promise of ‘meaningfultalks’ with BL about the
bonus scheme, the senior
stewards called off the
Strike.

Published by Socialist Org-aniser, 5 Stamford Hill,London N16,and printed byMorning Litho:TU). Sign-ed articles do not necessar-ily represent the view ofSocialist Organiser.

Lei’s be ctear, none of
these people have anyright to overturn the de-
cision of the mass meet-
ings. Theofficials and Gen-
eral Secretaries don’t
work at Leyland and don’t
haveto live on our wages.David Basnett of the
GMWU,for instance, only -

has 25 members in the
whole of BL {and they’llall
lose their jobs at the end
of the month when Abing-don closes!), and yet he
was centrally involved in
the negotiations!

The senior stewards’
conference is notoriously
unrepresentative. Conven-
ors representing several
thousand production work-
ers can be outvoted by
craft union convenors re-
presenting a few hundred
or even less. We musttell
these people: you have no
right to accept the 6.8%
or to call off thestrike.

THE NEXT STEP

It’s all very well blaming
the officials, the senior
stewards, or anyone else,
but what are we going to do
about it now? What we
need is a delegate confer-
ence, with delegates elect-
ed from the shop floor to
control wage negotiations,

draw upour claim andelect
a negotiatingcommittee.

The figure of 250 mem-bers per delegate has been
Suggested, which wouldallow delegates to be di-rectly accountable to theshop floor, and would
mean that the number ofdelegates from any union
would be in proportion tothe number of membersthey havein theplants.Resolutions of no confi-dence in the LCJNC anddemanding a delegateconference have been pass-ed by Longbridge and Cow-ley Joint Shop. StewardsCommittees and by massmeetings at Cowley andRover Solihull. If the pro-

posalis not to be discussed
in committees and thenfor-
gotten, the first thing we
needis a vote to reject the6.8% today. If we acceptthe offer, the LCJNC can
say ‘‘the membership
Supports us’’, and we'll
nevergetrid of them.

Theother thing we n-- 4
is someactionto get such abody off the ground now.Longbridge and CowleyJoint Shop Stewards should
organise the election ofdelegates nowand urgeall

‘ other BL plants to do the
same.

On thatbasis we can get
a strike off the ground and
ensure that it is not sold
out by people who don’t
represent us and who wehave no control over.

YES, WE CAN WIN
Thechoiceis clear: eith-

er we back the LongbridgeJoint Shop Stewards
Committee and vote toreject the 6.8%, or we
accept the 10% wage cut
and probably the samefor
years to come. Cowleyvoted almost unanimouslyfor a strike, and togetherwith them we can shut
down BLCars.

The T&G promised offi-
cial support when the 5-day
notice of strike action was
given by the senior stew-
ards. They must be held to
that. ‘

There is no choice. Re-
ject the 6.8% and prepare
to strike.
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Socialist
rganiser  AS WEgo to press Tehran

Radio has announced thatMohammad Reza Sa’adati, aleading member of thePeople’s Mujahedeen Organi-sation of Iran, has been sent-enced to 10 years’ imprison-
menton a charge of spying.At the semi-secret ‘ trial,which cameafter more than 18months illegal detention and
was open only to a few hand-

 CRACKDOWNIN IRAN
now in Iran are out to get the

_

Left. At present their main
target is the PMOJ. With the
verdict on Sa’adati came the
statementthatwhile the Muja-hedeen were anti-US, they
were not anti-USSR and that
consequently they did notfit in
with theline of the Imam and
the Islamic Republic. The
PMOI’s leaders have been de-clared outlaws.picked journalists, Sa’adati Meanwhile hundreds of manding the release of Sa’had to defend himself. arrests have been carried out adati and an end to the re-The reace'-naries who rule against leftists, the PMOI pression against theLeft.

having had 170 militants
arrested in Khuzestan alone,
many having been pulled out of
trenches and from the frontline wheretheyhave been org-anising defence and supply
committees,

We urgeall socialists to sendtelegrams to the Chief Prose-
cutor of Iran in Tehran, de-
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HELL BLOCK
‘“SEVERYTHINGgoes up
your bum. The lads are
circling around so that
the screws don’t see the
priest slipping us the
cigarette box. We roll upthe fags in our hands
and cram the tobacco
into a biro casing. Then
one of your mates comes
behindyou and you bend
downandupit goes.

“bneiadasmake sure that
it’s well up so nothingwillshow, when the screws
search us after Mass. It’s
amazing what fits upthere — onefellow brought
out three pencils that wayand another hid a pen, a
comb and a lighter. You
don’t feel it unless the cas-ing it toolong, but you do
bleed all the time and
sometimes pieces of flesh
comeoff.”’

This 1s the degradation of
H Block. This is the life of
the men and women who
refuse prison clothes as
part of their protest to de-
mandpolitical status. It is
the defiance of those de-
stitute of all weapons but
their own ingenuity, will-
poweranddedication.

Jo Maguire went on to
talk about the millions of
little white maggots in the‘
cells: ‘“*You wake up with
them in your hair and in
your nose and ears. You
lift up the mattress and
they are crawling under
it.” 

To most people, the fact
that hundreds of prisoners
are prepared to endure
this hellish nightmare
proves that these men are
not commoncriminals. Yet
that is just what the Biitish
state insists thevare.

Special Category status
was granted to Republican
prisoners in 1972 in the
aftermath of Bloody Sun-
day and the fall of Stor-
mont

What was conceded to
the Republicans (and later
to Loyalist prisoners)
werefive points:

1. The right to wear their
own clothes.

2. The right to abstain
from penallabour.

3. Theright to free asso-
ciation within one’s own
prison area.

4. The right to educa-
tional ‘and

_
recreational

facilities.
5. Remission restored.
Over the next few years,

the British tried several
tacks to solve the Northern
Ireland situation. But the
proposals of the Sunning-
dale talks collapsed before

BY STEPHEN SULZMAN
the force of the Ulster
Workers’ Council strike.
Again there were talks
between Republican and
British (now Labour)
leaders, leading tothesett-
ing up of Incident Centres,
and a secondtruce. Finally,
by November 1975, Britain
decided to end thesoftly-
softly approach and simply
go for thekill.

Long before that,
though, in December1972,
Parliament was presented
with the Diplock Report,
Britain’s hard-faced count-
erpart to Special Cate-
gory status.

The Diplock Report,
presented in December
1972, introduced a whole
new court system to try““terrorists’’.

Diplock started a real
conveyor-belt of convicts.
Ninety four per cent of
Diplock cases have resulted
in conviction. Between
70% and 90% of convict-
ions are on the basis wholly
or mainly of self-incrimina-
ting confessions. 

But Diplock was only a
sampler. It was followed by
the Gardiner Report. By
the time that was commiss-
ioned the N.I. prison popu-lation had risen from 727
in 1968 to 2,848 in 1975.
Gardinerpointed to the lack
of control by the authorities
in the prison compoundsof
Long Keshand Magilligan
and the need for — you

needto be an English bour-
geois to say it — ‘‘convent-:ional cellular accomoda-
tion’’  

Above all, however,
Gardiner insisted that the
Special Category status
should end. ‘Ene
fact that the government
wasnow in Labour’s hands
made not the slightest
difference: the Labourlead-
ers sent the troops in. now

they decided to aeny the
victims of their policies
politicalstatus.

Of course, it made no
sense. It was just another
act of oppression, another
capitulation to the Orange
bigotsand theBritish bour-
geoisie. On the one hand
Britain claimed the IRA
were “‘terrorists’’ (for
whom there were special
courts and a special act),
while on the other hand
there was nothing special
avout tnem atall.

It was to assert this
simple fact — that the
Republican prisoners are
political prisoners not
common criminals — that
on September 15th 1976
Keiran Nugent went on the
blanket. The warders soon
retaliated, not only with
abuse and beatings, but
also by not letting the
prisoners empty the cell
chamber pots. Soon these
following Nugent's lead
had to pour their piss out
through the cell spy-holes

and throw their shit out
through the windows.
What they threw out, the
warders threwbackin.

Soon the protest escal-
ated and the prisoners
began smearing their own
excrement over the ceil
walls both to keep some
room on the concrete floor
clean — after all, there
was no furniture, matress
or reading material
throughout the day, and
only a bare mattress at
night — and to darken
the walls and cut down on
the dazzlinglight.

Now over 500 are on the 
blanket, supported by a
partial ‘dirt’ strike by theRepublican women pris-
oners in Armagh, who have
just decided to join the
seven men on their hunger
strike. 

No one should doubt that
the IRA prisoners will fast
till death if the authorities
don't give in. Their courage
and solidarity, their deter-
mination and self-sacrifice
in the cause of a free
Ireland cannot be doubted.

That makes them very
uncommon “criminals”’
indeed.

The real criminals in
Ireland are the British. The
sooner they get out the
better.

Insist on political status’
for the prisoners! Fight to
get Britain out of Ireland
now!

“Weturn, therefore,
to ourally, theworking

class in England’
THE unprecedented brutal-
ity and torture inflicted onthe political prisoners inArmagh Gaol and in the H-
Blocks has stripped the
veneerof normality and re-
spectabilityfrom theNorth-
ern Ireland statelet, once
more exposing the naked
face of sectarian hatred,
State terror and military
oppression, thefaceof Brit-
ish imperialism and its
shadow of loyalist fana-
ticism.

Despite the long expect-
ation of a hungerstrike in
the H-Blocks or Armagh,
the reality has shocked us
into a renewed awareness
of the vicious conditions
which have forced seven
Trish Republicans to take
thisdrasticstep..

4% years of deprivation
and suffering, nakedness,isolation, beatings, semi-
starvation, living in dirtand filth, a soaked mat-
tress their only furniture;
4% years of total denial of
all rights and human nec-
essities: all this as a direct
result of their refusal to
accept the Brit policy of
criminalisation and their
demandto be treatedin the
Same wayas their comrad-
es here in the Cages of
Long Kesh, where political
Status and recognition still
exists for 200 Republican
prisoners.

The only difference be-
tween the comradesin the
Cages and those in the H-
Blocks and Armagh is their
date of capture, an unbe-
lievably illogical basis for
calling the formerpolitical
and the latter criminal.
But, of course, it is not the
intention of the Brit Gov-
ernment to be logical but
rather to defeat the anti-
imperialist movement, and
in so doing insure their
interests in Ireland.

They have attempted to
brand the struggle for nat-
ional liberation and socia-
lism as a criminal plot,
through the medium of the
prisoners. Our sisters in
Armagh and our brothers
in the H-Blocks have, by
their heroic resistance,
exposedthisfallacy.

The hunger strike has
been greeted by total
support andsolidarity with-
in the Republican working
class ghettoes. Even the

middle class nationalists
have been forced, in the
face of mass mobilisation,
to voice their disagreement
with the Brit Government
on this issue. The Loyalists,
on the other hand, have
united to back the stance
of the right-wing Thatch-
er Government.

The Republican workingclass has been,for thepast12 years, in open andactive
opposition to the British
administration, so alone,
and even with the mass
agitation on the streets ofBelfast and Derry, we can-

‘ not hope to save the lives
of our comrades on hunger
strike. British Governments
are notinclinedtolisten to
the wishes of the Irish
people.

Weturn therefore to our
ally, the working class in
England, who do have the
politicalpower to force the
Tories to stop their torture
of political prisoners. This
common resistance to the
criminalisation of the
nationalliberationstruggle
in Ireland will greatly in-
crease the unity of the
working class in our oppo-
sition to imperialism.

With theassassinationof
Republican leaders by SAS
and Loyalist terror gans,
open British Armyintimid-
ation in the ghettoes and
self-censorship of the
media, which has greatly
increased as a result of the
contrived Loyalist hysteria,
we appeal to the working
class in the less dangerous
[at least at present] arena
of England to act, in any
wayyou see fit, to save the
lives of our seven comrades
dying on hunger strike,
and to end the torture of
our 32 sisters on protest
in Armagh Giaol and our
530 brothers in the H-

’ Blocks.
_

Already the feminist
movement in England has
showntheleadin their dir-
ect involvement in the pro-
tests outside Armagh
Gaol. Together we can
show the Tories that their
imperialist chauvinism
will not destroy the unity
of revolutionarysocialism.

Victory to the political
prisoners. On to the Social-
ist Republic.

In solidarity,
The Republican PoWs,
The Cages, Long Kesh.

Correction
* The article on ‘The H-
Block Conveyor Belt’ in the
last SO said: ‘‘Under the
Emergency Provisions Act
anyone whom the RUC be-
lieve is a memberof the IRA
can be held for up to 18
months’’.

This compressed  state-
nent could be misleading.
The facts are these: under
the EPA,it is very difficult
for people charged with ‘terr-
orist offences’ — like, for

example, being a memberof
thé IRA — to get bail. Also,
cases often take a very long
time to come to trial.

~ Thus people can be held
in jail ‘on remand’ for 18
months or more — and then
theymay haveall thecharges
against themdrop ped.

In this’way thie remand
system can have the same
effect as the internr nent with-
out trial in operatior: between
1971 and 1976.


