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May 7
was only
thestart
THE MAY 7 county. elections
showed people’s anger against
the Tories. But the fight does
not stop at theballot box.

Under the last Tory govern-
ment, Clay Cross showed what
impact even a tiny Labour coun-
cil could have in rallying the
fightback. If even one of the
newly-elected big city Labour
councils takes the samefearless
line as Clay Cross, then it can
play a decisive role in rousing
workers to cripple and shatter
thisTory goverament.

Powerful forces are working
to block thispossibility.

The Tories are planning new
regulations to limit business
rates (not household rates).
They can cut off central govern-
ment money to rebel councils.
They can call in the law as they
did with Clay Cross or more rec-
entlywithCamden.

The press is backing them upwitha red scare.
And some of Labour’s right

wingis helping the press. Oust-
ed GLC Labour leader Andrew
Mcintosh, for example, fed the
New Standard a story about his
replacementas Labourleader by
Ken Livingstone being a shock-
ing, sinister ‘County Hall
coup’.

The Left was caucusing, com-
plained Mcintosh in pious horr-
or. Asif theRight didn’t caucus!

It’s all nonsense, becauseLiv-
ingstone’s election as leader
was no surprise, and the GLC
Labour Left makes no secret
about its caucuses. Caucuses
andfactionsare a normal part of
democratic political life. When
Stalinist-type parties ban them,
they are really saying that only
one caucusis allowed; the exist-
ing leadership.

Michael Foot has, shame-
fully, helped McIntosh, dis-
creetly telling the press that he
is ‘unhappy’ about the left-
wingvictory on the GLC.

Against this line-up, there is
neither wisdom nor sense in
just relying on the good intent-
ionsof individuals on the GLC or
othercouncils.

Only a strong labour move-
ment, ready to make councillors
the spokespeople for a mobilis-
ed rank andfile, can ensure a
fight against the Tories. The

»,
,

first task after May 7 must be to
make active Labour members
from passive Labourvoters, and
to step up the campaigns ag-ainst thecuts.

“THEREaretwoparts to our
manifesto. We'll be cuttingfares and school mealprices,
and so on. And secondly,we'll use the whole structure
ef the GLC to support trade
unionists in strugglethroughout London — set up
@ trade union resource
centre, identify the council
with trade union struggles,
and work with the trade
unions to try to bring this
Government down ahead of
its time’.

KenLivingstone, newly-elected Labour GLCleader,speaking to Socialist Organ-
iser, April 4th.

Moreon page 8
|
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BOBBY SANDS and now
Frankie Hughes have been
forced to death because the
Tories want to maintain the
pretencethattheyare notpol-itical prisoners.

It is pretence, maintained
only to save face for the Tories
and to conciliate bigots like
Ian Paisley.

The Catholicg of Northern
Ireland have been trapped in
an artificial sectarian state for
60 years. They demandedcivil
rights and got beatings,bullets and pogroms. They
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fight back with guns because
that’s the only way they can
see how in a gerrymandered
state under military occu-
pation.

They are hunted by special
security forces under special
laws; interrogated in special
centres, where —even accord-
ing to official reports — they
are tortured; convicted in
special no-jury courts where
confessions obtained in the
interrogation centres are dec-
isive evidence. The prisoners
are political prisoners.

 

Even the Tories admitted
this as recently as 1972-6.

So why are Labourleaders
going along with the Tories,
even going further as when
Concannon visited BobbySands on his death-bed to
assure him that Labour would
not support political status?

Tony Benn has said troops
should be withdrawn (but
replaced by UN troops — how
would they be different?). The
break with the shameful
record of Labour echoing
everything the Tories say is

 
welcome.

But what does it mean
now? The troops are there
now. The sectarian, unjust
structure they help prop upis there. Its victims are fight-ing back,fighting for the elem-
entary human dignity of polit-
ical status whentheyare taken
prisonerin thefight.

Do we support them or.do
we support the British Govern-
ment’s face-saving and con-
cessions to Paisley? Labour
must say:political status now!
More on pp 4-5 FrankieHughes
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Write back to Socialist
Organiser, c/o 214 Sickert
Court, London N1 2SY.

Asians
and
Labour

CONCLUDING his article on
Brent East CLP [SO 38], Mick
Woods said that the new Asian
members ‘must be integrated’
into the local Labour Party. The
words suggest a passive adapta-
tion to theneeds and methodsof
the almost entirely white labour
movement; but I assume he
means that we must expect
Asian comrades coming into the
Party themselves to actively
transform it through their ex-
perience of oppression and their
fight against it. If this does not
occur, the cycle of oppression
will be repeated... within the
labour movement.

JOHN MACDONALD,
Edinburgh.

Rate rises:a
necessaryretreat

YOUR ATTACK(April4th edit-
orial) on London LabourBriefing
for its ‘rate rise’ policy requires
a clear answer.

Briefing does not support the
recent cuts made in Lambeth,or
indeed the cuts made by any
other Labour council. On the
contrary, aS you must know,
Briefinghas organised aneffect-
ive campaign in the London Lab-
our Party against councillors
whohaverefused to fight Hesel-
tine’s cuts.

However, Briefing remains
convinced thatthe ‘norate rises’
position of Socialist Organiser
and mostofthe rest of the revo-

lutionary left has been an ab-
stentionist position which has
given no lead as to how Hesel-
tine should be fought.

Had Ted knight, for example,
carried through such a policy,
Lambethwould now havesuffer-
ed massive cuts and redundanc-
ies at the hands of Heseltine’s
agents. In short, the ‘no cuts’
position requiring rate rises has
been a necessary, temporary
retreat whilst the forces are

assembledboth in the loca! Lab-
our councils and in the trade
unions and tenant organisations
to support councils prepared to
defend services” and refuse to
makerentor rate increases.

The level of resistance to the
Tories, begun by the miners,
and the success of revolutionar-
ies and otherleft-wingers inside
the LabourParty,has nowcreat-
ed the position where such a
fight oughtto be possible.

Briefing has not been slow to
criticise Ted Knight and others
who have made cuts and thus
weakened the support for Lab-
our amongst sections of the
working class. However, the
major portion of blamefor these
decisions lies with the refusal of
Labour councillors across the
country to support Lambethwith
equally strong ‘no cuts’ posi-
tions.

Socialist Organiser, with its
self-fulfilling prophecy that
Knight and Livingstone would
cut ,

has taken up the cosy
propagandist position so belov-
ed of large sections of the revo-

lutionary left that ‘Labour will
alwaysbetray’. etc.

Whatis needed in the coming
period is a firm commitment by
Socialist Organiser to replace
Labour councillors who have
failed to fight cuts with its own

supporters and others who are
determined to spread the
example of Lambeth’s battle
across the whole country. It
would be a great step forward
for Socialist Organiser and
Briefing to combinetheir efforts
to ensure that in London, Lam-
beth is not left to fight alone
again.

Unless Socialist Organiser
begins the real fight against
Labour's ‘cutters’, then we will
be reading 12 months hence
the familiar line that isolated
councils have sold out, rather
than the reports Briefing anti-
cipates of several Labour coun-
cils supperted by unions and
tenants united in a no cuts, no
rate rise struggle against Hesel-
tine.

GRAHAM DURHAM
LondonLabourBriefingand

Brent East CLP.

Free AbibuKamara
ABOST 40 anti-racists picketed
the immigration office in Liver-
pool on Tuesday 28th April in
protest at the arrest and threat-
ened deportation of AbibuKam-
ara. The picket was called by the
Campaign Against Racist Laws,
Liverpool- Trades Council, the
GMWU, ANL, and a numberof
blackgroups.

Abibu Kamara is currently
held in Risley remandcentreal-

though he has committed no
crime. He is threatened with
deportation. He is a memberof
the GMWUandwasarrested by
the Special Branch while at work
for the Liverpool Council cleans-
ing department.

The HomeOffice allege that
his marriageto a British citizen
is one of convenience and that
therefore he has no right to

remain here. This is yet another
example of how Britain’s racist
immigrationcontrols are used to
harass and intimidate black
workers. The arrest of Abibu
Kamarais a threat to the whole
trade union movement.

Messages of support etc. to
CARL, 64 Mount Pleasant,
Liverpool 3.

ANDY DIXON

‘WhyJoe Louis
was a hero

Dear Comrades,
I wouldlike to take issue with

a numberofpoints in thearticle
‘‘Joe Louis — Black Hero’’ in
SO 40.

To dispense with the trivia
first: the AAU is the Amateur
Athletic Union, not the Amer-
ican Amateur Union; and the
authorof the article was not Tom
Cashman, although it was
loosely based on a long, boring,
bad article I wrote on the sub-
ject.

More seriously, the article is
built on the statement, ‘‘The
boxing ring was the unlikely
arena in which Nazi claims for
white racial supremacywere put
to thetest...”’

Regardless of the claims of
Nazis, I do not think that we
should accept the concept of
testing their ideas in a boxing
ring. I’m sure there are very
few SO readers who would
accept that had Schmelling won
it would have been a vindication
of Hitler.

Given we don’t accept the
validity of the test, why do you
consider it ‘‘unlikely’’ that
some people should claim it as
one?

Racial bigotry has been a
major element in the world
championship at least as far
back as 1810 when Tom Moly-
neaux was cheated out of his
title and is still the reason
Gerry Cooney can make his
nameandhis fortuneby beating
up old men.

Certainly in 1937 in the USA
with fresh memories of Jack
Johnson, and 20 years before
Louis’ home state of Alabama
was desegregated, the ‘‘unlike-
lihood’”’ wasnotthatit was seen
as a test of racial supremacy,
but that so many white Amer-
icans supported their champion

against the foreign contender.
Mr. Louis’ public image was

no more a happy accident than
was his punching skill. It was
the work of John Roxborough,
ex-Detroit numbers king, and
Julian Black. These together
with Jack Blackburn and Joe
Louis madean all-blackcamp.

The Joe Louis the world saw
did not brag or complain, did not
brawl or seduce white women
(Johnson’s downfall). But nor
did he roll his eyeballs, pose
with watermelons or any of the
other Amos and Andy tricks
that were the stock in trade of
photographersat thetime.

Louis was presented as a
dignified, honest, patriotic
citizen with a sensitivity that
was only really possible from
blackmenin a white world.

.

Finally, unlike the article,
Louis did not end in 1949. He
made a brief sad comeback to
try and clear his tax debts and
failed. He wrestled briefly ard
acted as a big-name hanger-on
to various gamblingandfighting
enterprises.

In the mid-60s he reached an
accomodation with the govern-
ment on his back taxes. In 1969
he had just started in business
with Billy Conn when he coll-
apsed in the street through
cocaine abuse. On leaving hosp-
ital, he became a semi-retired
grandold man ofthefight game.

Probably the greatest compli-
ment that could be paid to Joe
Louis (or to Roxborough or
Black, who died in 1975 and
1976 respectively) is that young
blacks and whites who weren't
even born in 1949, who grew up
while Louis went through that
last stage of his life, know only
the ‘‘Black Atlas’’ of Chester
Higginsmemories.

Tom Cashman, London

 

O
polices
the
police

‘HE NEW Labour GLC had
yarely got into the seats at
Younty Hall before the media
aised a new outcry overthecall
a Labour’s GLC Manifesto for
ccountabilityfor the Metropoli-

‘an Police.
Shrieks about ‘political con-

rol’ of the police falling into the
ands of ‘Marxist extremists’!
Ve should be so lucky!

What these hysterics fail to
oint out is that every other
olice force is ‘accountable’ to
‘cal police authoritiesof whom
vo-thirds are local councillors.
ven more bizarre, the police
athority for the .Met. is the
‘ome Secretary, William
‘hitelaw — hardly a non-poli-
cal arbiter!
But what does accountability
ean in practice?The statutory
ile of local police authorities
to ‘ensure the maintenance
an adequate and efficient

alice force’. The ‘direction and
ontrol’ is the responsibility of
ie Chief Constable. Chief
onstables are required to
ibmit an annual report, but
hat g6es into that report is
itirely at theirdiscretion.
Some of the omissions are
artling. No mention of the use
the Prevention of Terrorism

et in any of the 1978 reports
om Scottish police chiefs,
r example, although Scottish
rces have used the PTA more
an any others except Mersey-
je and the Met.; no mention

local Special Branches in_

some; no details of complaints
againstthepolicein others...

Local police authorities also
have the power to call for re-
ports on matters of local
concern. But they have no way
of compelling Chief Constables
to cooperate. And very often
they don’t request reports any-
way, because they see their
job as backingupthepolice.

That kind of agcountability
is not going to be much of a
step forward for London.

But it doesn’t have to be that
way. In the last century, police
forces in urban areas were con-
trolled more directly. Watch
committees were composed

Can wetrust thepolice even withselective bans?

 
entirely of elected councillors.
In Swansea in 1844 the local
police chief had to report week-
ly to the watch committee. And
thereare cases of watch commit-
tees battling with police chiefs
over policy and winning.

Even that would hardly solve
the problem completely: it’s
hard to see how any committee
could do more than make David
McNee or James Anderton just
slightly less of a menace. But
it’s a peculiar concept of demo-
cracy that can see control of the
police by elected representatives
of the community as the ulti-
mate horror!

A KICKin the teeth for Duffy!
The AUEW national committee,
against the advice of the Exec-
utive voted 55:36 not to take
government money for postal
ballots.

A kick in theteeth, too, for the
Tories’ attempts to shackle the
unions with the  snivelling
connivance of Duffy, Boyd,etc.

But it’s a shot in the arm for
militants in the EETPU who'll
be fighting a similar proposal at
theirconference thisweek. Even
Frank Chapple has now backed
off taking theTory money.

REMEMBER all the debates
about rate rises, when Socialist
Organiser argued that the line
of raising rates and doing your
best within government-impo-
sed limits had just the same
logic as the Denis Healey line
of doing the best you can within
IMFlimits?

Remember? Now listen to
what Lambeth council leader
Ted Knight said after a visit to
Lambeth by Jamaica’s ex-
Prime Minster Michael Manley.

‘‘We told Mr. Manley thatwe
have been financially penalised
by the Government, and ex-
plained how we had campaigned
to defend jobs and services. He
said that he had experienced
the samesituation with the IMF
in Jamaica and he quite under-
stood our problems’’.

A somewhat over-dramatised,
or over-generous, comparison.
After all, Knight in Lambeth is
not likely to face the threats of
CIA-sponsored armed upheavals
which Manley faced in Jamaica.

- But there is a common prin-
ciple — and a striking differ-
ence. The important thingabout
Manley’s government was that
it finally refused to accept the
IMF’s_ conditions! Whereas
Lambeth Labour Council has
‘“‘done the best it can’’ within
Tory governmentconditions.

What about that old debate
now?

THE RECENT rash of blanket
bans on marches, provoked by
the fascists, but hitting Interna-
tional Women’s Day, El Salva-

The precise legal mechanics
are secondary.

Andit’s not just in Britain. In
the US, the House Un-American
Activities Committee which
ushered in the McCarthy era
of anti-communist hysteria and
led to years of unemployment
and often prison for those fing-
ered, was created atthe instiga-
tion of a Jewish immigrant
congressman, Sam Dickstein,
who was alarmed at the activit-
ies of the American Nazis!

Dickstein himself was exclu-
ded from the committee on the
grounds that ‘‘an investigation
of this kind should not be head-
ed by a foreign-born citizen’’.

Expecting the state to impose
bansin ourinterest is a bit like

offering a killer shark a lettuce
leafwithyour bare hands.
dor solidarity, CND, and H-
block hunger strike demonstra-
tions to name but a few, and
covering large areas of the
country, has led to calls for the
HomeSecretary to use his pow-
ers under the 1936 Public Order
Act to ban only SPECIFIED
marches in PARTICULARareas.

But thatmisses thepoint. Any
such specific ban could hit not
just the fascists but the Ant
Nazi League, and anti-fascist
protestors. And can we really
trust the police to ‘discriminate’
in our favour?

Besides, state bans have
always been used against the
Left much more than the Right.

Fund:nearlya disaster
NOT VERY good, was last
fortnight’s report on our regul-
ar Socialist Organiser fund.
Verging on disastrous, is the
verdict thisfortnight.

Apart from the £200 or so
of regular bankers’ orders
(we don’t have the full figures
from thebankyet),only £55.50
has comein this month so far
— £35 from Edinburgh,
and smaller amounts from
elsewhere.

This monthwe need not only
our usual target of £500, but
£141 to make up last month’s
shortfall. As things stand at
present, we are counting the
pennies and borrowing here
and therein orderto be able to
print thepaper.

For this issue, we have
printed 16 pages and done a
four-page offprint on the
People’s March. It is a big
risk, with our finances so low:
but we felt the policy for
socialists must be to rise to the
needsof thestruggle and fight
confidently for

§
support.

Unless sales are pushed up,
money is sent in prompily,
and extra donations are
collected, we will be in
trouble.

The cause of our problems
seems to be that comrades
are concentrating their efforts

on the Labour Movement
Press Defence Fund. That
defence fund has now
collected around £1200. It
still needs more: if the WRP
does not back down,our legal
costs will be measured in
thousands.

But if the WRP brings us to
our knees by choking off the
flow of cash to our regular
fund, then the cudgel of un-
scrupulous wealth is working
just as effectively as it could
directly through the courts.
Don’t let thathappen!

Check upall theSO support-
ers in your local group to see
that they have bankers‘
orders. See if any of them can
increase their contributions.
Get the paper money and the
contributions for the whole SO
group on a common bankers’
order, which ensures regular
payment.

Take a collecting tin with
you whenever you sell the
paper. Ask regular buyers te
give 50p or £1 — or £5 or £16
if they’re well off. Take a
collection at every SO meet-
ing. Organise fund-raising
events — socials, jumble
sales, booksales...

Send cash to: Socialist Org-
aniser, 214 Sickert Court.
London NI.



Target82
by Jeremy Corbyn
LONDON Labour Briefinghave organised a series of
meetings of the Target °82
group, which is building to-
wards the 1982 London Ber-
eugh elections.an left activists in the Partybave beenrightlycritical of the
failure of Labour-controlledBorough Councils to
make any real attack on the
Tory Government. The pur-
pose of theTarget °82 group is
to bring togetheractivistsfrom
all over London to ensure that
the new Labour Groups after
1982 are committed to socialist
policies, to a real attackon the
Tory Government, and to gen-aine cooperation between Lab-
our Boroughs.

A meeting at County Hall on
Monday11thwas attended by
a large number of activists
who heard enco ing re-
ports of the defeat of the Right
in Brent and the development 
by Martin Thomas

EVERYcloud hasasilverlining,
was the motto of the Tory press
as it reported theelection results
on May 7th. And the silver lin-
ing was thedefeat of Ted Knight

|

im Norwood.
The media hailed it as a rebuff

- for the left. Ted Knight himself,
_ cornered by the gloating media-

people, put the result down to
| press smears.
_

The ‘‘rebuff-for-the-left’’
| theory is certainly wrong: many
| well-known left-wing candid-
_ ates. like Steve Bundred in
| kslington North, Tony Banks in
| Tooting, Frances Morrell in| Istington South and Ken Living-
| stone in Paddington won with
| bigger-than-averageswings.
| But press smears aren’t a
fal explanation, either. Papers

| ke the ‘Standard’ have doneall
they can to brand Knight as an
irresponsible fanatic; but their

of left-wing manifestos in
otherboroughs.

The newleaderof the GLC,Ken Livingstone, was given a
rapturous reception r he
described the results of_the.
tabour Group AGM, which
elected a clear list of leftwingersto all the major posit-fons. He also described the
way the Labour Group will
carry out the manifesto and
publicise the efforts of the
Labour GLCto attack the ToryGovernment.

He stressed reporting back
to the Constituency Labour
Parties and the need to mobil-
ise support for the programmethat has been endorsed by the
peopleof London.

London Labour Briefing isdeveloping the process to-
wards the 1982 Borough elec-
tions in order to make local
government a real base for
attack on the Tory gov-ernment.

 
WHYDID
WE LOSE
NORWOOD?

efforts have been puny compar-ed to the media campaignagainst Tony Benn, which Benn
has survived with no damage at
all to his electoral popularity.

Was Knight’s defeat a
triumph for the Social Demo-
crats? Probably not. Stephen
Haseler got 3,700 votes in
Norwood; but everywhere else
the Social Democrats floppedbadly, and in Streatham
[anotherof the Lambethconstit-
uencies], there was an even
bigger swing from Labour than
in Norwood, without the help of
a Social Democrat. It’s quite
probably that most of Haseler’s
3,700 were voters who would
otherwise have gone Tory or not
votedatall.

So was it Lambeth Council’s
big rate rises? That seems to
be part ofthetruth.

If a pattern can be made of
Labour’s three worst results —

Streatham, Norwood and

Hampstead — it is a pattern
of losses for Labour in middle-
class areas in Labour-controlled
high-rate-raisingboroughs.

In working-class areas, the
picture was different. Islington,
wherethe rates are just as high
as in Lambeth, had a very bigswing to Labour, so did
Newham, where the council
imposed a 52% rate rise last
month.

In Camden, which has the
highest rates in the country,left-winger Charlie Rossi
{in Holborn] and right-winger
Anne Sofer [in St. Pancras
North} gained about averageswings to Labour, and Labour
did badly only in Hampstead.

In Lambeth itself, candidates
standing to the left of Ted
Knight won the more working-
class constituencies of Lambeth
Central and Vauxhall, with
results that were bad by London
standards but muchbetter than

London’s new Labourleader, Ken Livingstone
 

Norwood’s or Streatham’s.
The full explanation for the

results in Norwood, and in
Lambeth generally, must be
more complex.

Labour voters are usuallypretty tolerant and undemand-ing — partly outof class loyalty,partly out of political cynicism.
But they are not tolerant to-
wards people who play with
their hopes and_aspirations.
Andthat’swhat Ted Knight has
done.

He has promised a fight
against the Tories. He has pres-ented himself as the championof militant socialism. And what
has resulted? A small flurry of
demonstrations and declara-
tions — and then the hugerate
demands,andthenthecuts, justthe same sort of cuts as inLabour boroughs which made no
pretence of beingmilitant.

Halfway
WhenKnightdid start organ-

ising against the Tories, there
was a response thatshowed that
enthusiasticmass support could
have been won on thestreets
and in the polling booths for a
consistent stand. But the about-
turn disillusionednot only marg-
inal Labour voters, but also
manyLabouractivists.

Thereis a general lesson here
for the whole left, and also for
the new GLC Labour group.
Those who make a revolution
half-way dig their own graves,
said Saint-Just. The same goes
for those who start a serious
struggle and turn backhalfway.

Socialist OrganiserMay 16 1981 Pape

How Labour
won Hornsey
for the
first time

by Jeremy Corbyn
ON THURSDAY 7th Labour
candidate Tony Hart wonHornsey by 553 from the Tor-ies, overturning a 4,000majority and sweeping away87 years of uninterrupted Toryrepresentationof the area.

Behind this win lies yearsand years of dedicated effortby Party workers in Hornsey,and an especially clear espous-al of socialist policies.
The election campaign itself

was dominated by the usuallocal press hysteria surround-
ing the Labour campaign — in
this case by strike-breakingjournalists who have contin-
ued to bring the Hornsey Jour-
nal out during an official NUJ
strike over the dismissal of
union activists.It is a tribute to
the influenceof the paper that
Labour’s greatest ever result
in Hornsey was achieved with
us sending not one word of
ccpy to the paper, and with it
printing a litany of attacks on
the LabourParty.

Issues
Throughout the campaignit

wasclearthattherewasstrongsupport for the Labour pro-
grammeofattacking the Gov.
ernment and changing the
transport policies to aid work-
ing people; but the press att-
acks on the Labour Party had
led to some confusion among
supporters over what we were
actuallyproposing.

Ourstrategy for the election
was to decide on what issue
we wantedto fight, and stick
to them, thus forcing the
Tories to answers us on our
ground. So far as we were
concerned,theissues on which
we fought the campaign were
the withdrawalof Government
funds from local government,unemployment, nuclear waste
and weapons,andthe Nation-
ality Bill.

.Through the campaignthe Labour canvassers werefinding the largest swings to
Labour on council estates
where the effect of the Tory
government was at its most
tangible — rent increases and
a 43% rate rise, together with

unemployment. Support fro:
the Cypriot, Asian and Blac
community was bigger tha
ever and more offers of hel
were received than in moselections.

Hornsey is a very mixe
area — it stretches frorHampstead Heath to FinsburPark. House prices neaHampstead Heath frequent:
top £250,000, yet only thre
miles to the east there anthousands in desperathousing need. The Borough oHaringey has 10,000 jobless
and nearly 1,000 school leav
ers from last summer stil
without a job. The Labou
campaign clearly caught theimaginationof the people, anc
proposals for the police gainedwidespread support.On polling day 300 peopleworkedto get the Labourvote
out — certainly more than a:

any other local election, and
only 200 less thanhelpedtryto
get Ted Knight elected in
1979. As the returns camein
it was clear where the Labour
victory had come from; the
turnout on council estates washigher than the constituency
average — nearly every poll-ing district reported turnout
of Labourvoters of 66%, and
in two cases nearly80%.

Drive
Activists in Hornsey seethis as only the start — amassive recruitment drive will

now be getting under way toboost membership (alreadyabout 1200) by bringing into
membership all the peoplewhovoted Labourlast week —

all those who get a raw deal
from society.

The most vital thing is for
the Labour GLC to carry out
the programmeit was elected
on, and to mountthestrongestpossible -opposition to the
Tory Government. Credibilityfor the labour movement canonly come from the realisa-
tion of theLabour programme.The Hornsey result is not
unique; it shows that if the
Party relies on its own resourc-
es, and its own people, and
continuously campcigns on
all the issues, then victory is
there to bewon. 

‘by Les Hearn

'REAGAN’S latest
free enterprise is to halt a pro-
gramme to warn patients about
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possible adverse -effects of ten
controversialprescription drugs,
the ten being the most common-
ly prescribed drugs in the US,
accounting for one prescription
in every six.

They include Valium, Libr-
ium, the anti-ulcer drug cimeti-
dine, the painkiller proposy-phene, and several qthers with
a variety of side-effects such as
addictionor which may be dang-
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erousif taken with certain other
drugs.

The programme already
marked a significant retreat
from an original proposal for
information inserts with 375
drugs, which aroused strong
protests from the drug industry.
Pharmacists claim that the
inserts are not really necessary
because there are several books
on the market which give

48a
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information about drugs, and,
anyway, the patients can al-
waysasktheirlocal chemist.

But suppose you can’t afford
the books, or can’t understand
the scientific language. And
who's going to have a discussion
with their local chemist [who
may not be willing or able to
explain anyway] while a queue
of irate customers builds up
behindthem?

So, while a tiny reform is
withdrawn in the US, what is
thesituation in Britain? Patients
in Britain have to swallow the
tablets and trust the doctors.
Perhaps we should be pushing
for more information about the
medicineswe take.

ONCE AGAIN, the systemwhereby adverse side-effects
of new drugs and interactions
with other drugs are detected
by the drug industry hasfallen
down. Research recently publ-
ished in the US on the anti-
ulcer drug cimetidineshowsthat

in addition to reducing acid
production in the stomach (its
intended role), cimetidine also
significantly reduces blood-flow
through the liver. A common
dose would cut flowby 25%.

Now,theliver, in addition to
being the power house of. the
body, also deals with foreign,
chemicals circulating round in
the blood, which as far as the
body knows maybe poisonous,
and converts them into harm-
less waste products. These for-
eign chemicals obviouslyinclude
any other drugs that a patient
maybetaking.

But people with ulcers are
often suffering from anxiety,
for which the drug propanolol
{an anti high blood pressuredrug) is a recommended treat-
ment. So if you were given
ordinary doses of propanolol
while also taking cimetidine,
the level of propanolol in the
blood would be about 25%
above the normal level because
of the reduced flow of blood
throughtheliver.

You would be experiencing
an overdose of a drug which
produces its own nasty side-
effects, and this has in fact
happenedtopatients in the US.

Worse still this effect could
have been predicted two years
ago on the basis of the then
current knowledge of how cime-
tidine works, and in any case
should have been picked up by
observation of patients after it
was put on the market — ob-
serva:ionwhich was not done.

Cimetidine is the first of a
class of drugs called H2-blockers
to be put on the market. Can it
be that safety checks were
skimped soas to befirst on the
scene?

Another H2-blocker has since
appeared which does not
have this side-effect? Was there
a race betweenthetwo?

(P.S.: Cimetidinealso has this
effect on valium, phenytoin [an
anti-epilepticdrug} and warfarin
[taken to prevent thrombosis:
an overdose causes internal
bleeding]).

Lada 2
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BOBBYSANDS MP
The spiritof defiance
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In an article smuggled out
from the H-Blocks in 1978,
‘Bobby Sands described how
‘the spirit of defiance grew
within him’.

The article, here abridged
from An Phoblacht/Republic-
an News, is semi-autobio-
graphical, ditfering in somedetails from Bobby Sunds
actuallifehistory.
FROM Myearliest days ‘1
recall my mother speaking of
the troubled times thatoccurr-
ed during her childhood.

Often she spoke of intern-
ment on prison ships, of gun
attacksand death, and of early
morning raids when one lay
listening with pounding heart
to the heavy clattering of
boots on the cobble-stone
streets, and, as a new day
broke, peeked carefully out of
the window to see a neigh-
bour being taken away by the
Specials.

Although I never really
understood what internment
was, or who the Specials were,I grew to regard them as sym-bols of evil. Nor could I under-
stand when my mother spoke
of Connolly and the 1916
Rising, and of how he andhis
comrades fought and were
subsequently executed — a
fate suffered by so manyIrish
rebels in my mother’sstories.

Flames
Whenthetelevision arrived

my mother’s stories were re-
placedby whatit hadto offer. I
became more confused as ‘the
baddies’ in my mother’s tales
were always my heroes on the

The British army always
fought for ‘the right side’ and
the police were always ‘the
good guys’. Both were to be
heroised and imitated-in child-
hood play.

At school I learnt history,
but it was always English hist-
ory and English historical
triumphsin Ireland and else-
where.

1 often wondered why I was
never taught the history of my
own country and when mysister, a year younger than
myself, began to learn the
gaelic language at school I
envied her. Occasionally,near
the end of my school days, I
received a few scant lessonsin
Irish history. For this, from the
republican-minded teacher
who taught me, I was indeed
grateful.

I recall my mother also
speaking of ‘the good old
days’. But of all her marvell-
ous stories I could never re-
member any good times, and
1 often thought to myself,
‘thank God I was not a boyin
those times’, because by then
— having left school — life to
me seemed enormous and
wonderful.

Starting work, althoughfrighteningat first, becameal-
right, especially with the re-
ward at the end of the week.
Dances and clothes, girls and
2 few shillingsto spend, open-
2d up a whole new world to
me. | suppose at that time I
#culd have worked all week,
2s money seemed to matter
more than anythingelse. ,

Then came 1968 and mylife
began to change. Gradually
the news changed. Regularly
I noticed the Specials, whom I
mow knewto be the ‘B’ Spec-
uais. attacking and baton-
charing the crowds of people
who all of a sudden began
marching onthestreets.

From the talk in the house
and my mother shaking her
fist at the TV set, I knew that
they were our people who were
on thereceiving end.

My sympathy and feelings
really became aroused after
watching the scenes at Burn-
tollet. That imprinted itself in
my mind like a scar, and for
the first time I took a real
interest in what was going on.

I becameangry.
It was now 1909, and events

moved faster as August hit
our area like a hurricane. The
whole world exploded and my
own little world just crumbled
around me.

The TV did not havetotell
the story now,for it was on my
own doorstep. Belfast was in
flames,but it was ourdistricts,
Out humble homes, which
were burnt. The Specials
cameat the head of the RUC
and Orange hordes, right into
the heart of our streets, burn-
ing, looting, shooting, and
murdering.

There was no-one to save
us, except ‘the boys’, as my
father called the men who de-
fended our district with a
handfulof old guns.

As the unfamiliar sound of
gunfire wasstillechoing, there
soon appeared alien figures,
voices, and faces, in the form
of armed British soldiers on
our streets. But no longer did
I think of them as mychild-
hood ‘good guys’, for their
presence alone caused food
for thought.

Before I could work out the
solution, it was answered for
me in the form of early morn-
ing raids and I remembered
my mother’s stories of prev-ious troubled times. For now
my heart poundedat the heavy
clatter of the soldiers’ boots
in the early morningstillness
and I carefully peeked from
behind the drawn curtains to
watch the neighbours’ doors

Everytime | turned a corner
Iwas met with the nowall-too-
familiar sight of homes being
wrecked and people being
lifted. The city was in uproar.Bombings began to become
more regular, as did gunbattles, as ‘the boys’, the IRA,
hit backat the Brits.

The TV now showed endless
gun battles and bombings.
The people had risen and were
fighting back, and my mother,
in her newly found spirit of
resistance, hurled encourage-
ment at the TV, shouting ‘give
it to them boys!"

Easter 1971 came, and the
name on everyone’s lips was
‘the Provos’, the people’s
army, the backboneof nation-
alist resistance.

Survive
I was now past my 18th

‘ year, and I was fed up with
rioting. No matter how much I
tried, or how many stones I
threw, I could never beat them
— the Brits always came
back...

I had seen too many homes
wrecked, fathers and sons
arrested, neighbours hurt,
friends murdered, and too
much gas, shootings, and
blood, most of it my own
people’s.

At eighteen and a half, I
joined the Provos. My mother
wept with pride and fear as I
went out to meet and confront
the imperial might of an
empire with an MI. carbine
and enoughhate to topple the
world.

To my surprise, my school-
day friends and neighbours
became my comradesin war.I
soon became much_more
aware about the whole nation-
al liberation struggle — as I
cameto regard what I used to
term ‘thetroubles’.
 

 
being kicked in, and the fath-
ers and sons being dragged
out by the hair and being flung
into the backs of sinister-
looking armouredcars.

This was followed*byblatant
murder: the shooting dead of
our people on the streets in
cold blood.

The curfew came and went,
taking more of our people’s
lives.

:

Bloody Sunday — 13 unarmeddemonstrators shot dead

 
Things were not easy for a

Volunteer in the Irish Repub-
lican Army. Already I was
being harassed, and twice I
was lifted, questioned, and
brutalised, but I survived both
of thesetrials.

Then came another hurri-
cane: internment. Many of
my comrades disappeared —

interned. Many of my innoc-
ent neighbours met the same

 
 

fate. Others weren't so lucky,
they were just murdered.

My life now centred around
sleepless nights and stand-
bys, dodging the Brits, and
calming nerves to go out_on
operations.

But the people stood by us.
The people not only opened
the doors of their homesto us
to lend a hand, but they open-
ed their hearts to us, and |
soon learnt that without the
people we could not survive
and | knewthat I owed them
everything.
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1972 came, and I had spentwhat wasto be my last Christ-
mas at home for a quite a
while. The Brits neverlet up.No mercy was shown, as was
testified by the atrocity of
Bloody Sunday in Derry. But
we continued to fight back,
as did myjailed comrades,
who embarked upon a longhunger-strike to gain recogni- -

tion as political prisoners.

Political status was won just
before the first, but short-
lived, truce of 1972. During
this truce, the IRA made ready
and braceditself for the forth-
coming massive Operation
Motorman, which came and
went, taking with it the barr-
icades.

The liberation struggleforged ahead, but then came
personal disaster — 1 was
captured.

It was the autumn of °72.
I was charted, andforthe first
time I faced jail. I was nine-
teen and a half, but I had no
alternative than to face up to
all the hardship that was
before me.

Given the stark corruptness
of the judicial system, I refus-
ed to recognise the court. I
ended up sentenced in a barb-
ed wire cage, where I spent
three and a half years as a
prisoner of war with ‘special
categorystatus’.

I did not waste my time. I
did not allow the rigours of
prison life to change myrevol-
utionary determination an
inch. I educated and trained
myself both in political and
military matters, as did my
comrades.

In 1976, when I wasreleas-
ed. I was not broken.In fact I
was more determined in the
fight for liberation. I reported
back to my local IRA unit and
threw myself straight back into
the struggle.

Quite a lot of things had
chase elfast had changed.

of the ghettoes
»tely disappeared,  Sorging ahead. al-

strategy

eet 1 foundit a little bitue adjust, but I settled
into the run of things and, at
the grand old age of 23, I got
married.

Life wasn’t bad, but there
were still a lot of things that
had not changed, such as the
presence of armed British
troops on our streets and the
oppressionofour people.

The liberation struggle was
rowseven yearsoid, and had

 

 
braved a second and mistak-
enly-prolongedceasefire.

The British Governmentwas
now seeking to Ulsterise the
war, which includedtheattem-
pted criminalisationof the IRA
and the attempted normalisa-
tion of thewarsituation.

The liberation struggle had
to be kept going. Thus, six
months after my release, dis-
aster fell a second time as I
bombedmywaybackinto jail!

With my wife being four
monthspregnant, the shock of
capture, the seven daysofhell
in Castlereagh, a quick court
appearance and remand, and
the return to a cold dampcell,
nearly destroyed me. It took
every ounce of revolutionaryspirit left in me to stand up to
it.

Jail, although not new to
me, wasreallybad, worse than
the first time. Things had
changed enormously since the
withdrawal of political status.
Both republicans and loyalistprisoners were mixed in the
same wing.

The greater part of each day
was spent locked up in a cell.
The screws, many of whom I
knew to be cowering cowards,
now went in gangs into the
cells of republican prisoners to
dish out unmerciful beatings.This wasto be the pattern all
the way along the roadto crim-
inalisation: torture, and more
torture, to break our spirit of
resistance.

I was meant to change from
being a revolutionary freedom
fighter to a criminal at the
stroke of a political pen, rein-
forced by inhumanities of the
mostbrutal nature.

Already Kieran Nugent and
several more republicanPOWshad begun the blanket
protest for the restoration of
political status. They refused
to wear prison garb or do
prison work.

After many weekly remand
court appearances the time
finailyarrived, eleven months
after my arrest, and I was in a
Diplock court. In two hours I

D
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was swiftly found guilty, and
my comradesand I were sent-
enced to fifteen years. Once
against 1 had refused to re-
cognise the farcical judicial
system.

As they led us from the
courthouse, my mother, de-
fiant as ever, stood up in the
gallery and shook the air with
a cry of ‘they'll never break
you, boys’, and my wife, from
somewhere behind her, with
tear-filledeyes, braved a smile
of encouragementtowards me.

At least, I thought, she has
our child. Now that I was in
jail, our daughter would pro-
vide her with company and
maybe help to ease the lone-
liness which she knew only too
well.

The next day I became a
blanket man,and there I was,sitting on the cold floor,
naked. with only a blanket
arvund me,in an emptycell.

The days were long and
lonely. The sudden and total
deprivation of such basic hu-
man necessities as exercise
and fresh air, association with
other people, my own clothes,
and things like newspapers,radio, cigarettes, books, and a
hostof other things, madelife
very hard.

At first, as always, I adapt-
ed. But, as time wore on, I
cameface to face with an old
friend, depression, which on
many an occasion consumed
me and swallowed meinto its
darkestdepths.

From home,only the occas-
ional letter got past the prison
censor.

Gradually my appearance
and physical health began to
change drastically. My eyes,glassy, piercing, sunken, and
surrounded by pale, yellow-
ish skin, were frightening.

I had grown a beard, and,
like my comrades, I resembled
a living corpse. The blindingmigraine headaches, which
started off slowly, became adaily occurrence, and owing to
no exercise I became seized
with muscularpains.

In the H-Blocks, beatings,
long periods in the punish-
ment cells, starvation diets
and torture, were common-
place.

March 20th, 1978, and wecompleted the full circle of
deprivation and suffering. As
an attempt to highlight our
intolerable plight, we embark-
ed upon a dirt strike, refusing
to wash, shower, clean out
our cells, or empty the filthychamberpotsin ourcells.

The H-Blocks becamebattle
fields in which the republican
spirit of resistance met head-
on all the inhumanities that
Britain could perpetrate.Inevitably the lid of silence
on the H-Blocks blewsky high,revealing theatrocities inside

The **batilefield became’
worse: cur ceils turning inic
disease-infested i h  TOADS

Pamphlet
available
{SOp plus

postage or ten
for £4] from H-
Block Informa-

tion Centre, 51-53
Falls Rd, Belfast.

rubbish,piles
and maggots, fleas and flies
becoming rampant. The con-
tinual nauseating stench of
urine and the stink of our
bodies and cells made our

of decaying

surroundings ‘resemble a
pigsty.

The screws, keeping up the
incessant torture, hosed us
down, sprayed us with strong
disinfectant, ransacked our
cells, forcibly bathed us, and
tortured us to the brink of
insanity. Blood and tears fell
upon the battlefield — all of
it ours. But we refused to
yield.

The republican spirit pre-
vailed and as I sit here in the
same conditions and the con-
tinuing torture in H-Block 5,
I am proud, although physic-
ally wrecked, mentally ex-
hausted, and scarred deeply
with hatred and anger. I
am proud, because my com-
rades and I have met, fought
and repelled a monster, and
wewillcontinue to do so.
.

We will never allow our-
selves to be criminalised, nor
our people either. Grief-strick-
en and oppressed, the men
and women of no propertyhaverisen.

BURNTOLLET: where a civil
rights march from Belfast to
Derry, in January 1969, was
ambushed by Loyalists. The
ambush was set up with the
cooperation of the RUC, and
manyof theambusherswereoff-
duty B Specials.
CASTLEREAGH: one of the
RUC interrogation centres,where, according to AmnestyInternationaland even theoffic-
ial Bennett Report, violence and
ill-treatment are used to getconfessions
B-SPECIALS: An Ulster Special
constabulary of ‘loyal citizens’
was formed in 1920, recruitingmainly from the bigoted Ulster
Volunteer Force. The full-time
‘A-Specials were disbanded in
1925 The part-time (but armed
and 100% Protestant) ‘B-Spec-ials’ continued until October
1969. In 1970 a new part-time
armedforce, the Ulster Defence
Regiment was set upto replacethe ‘B-Specials’. It initially
re-recruited many of the old
B-Specials, is overwhelminglyProtestant, and overlaps ‘eavilywith Loyalist

_
paramilitary

groupslike the UDA.
DIPLOCK COURTS: Special
courts set up for political casesby the Northern Ireland (Temp-
orary Provisions) Act 1973, on
the recommendation of Lord
Diplock. There are no juries.Hearsay evidence i8: allowed.
And confessions extracted in
Castlereagh are accepted as dec-
isive evidence.

anBLOODY SUNDAY:30 January
1972, when 13,‘pgopie on a
peaceful demonstration in Derry
were shot dead by the Para-
chute Regiment.
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SAVETHE HUNGER-STRIKERSPoliticalstatusnow!
by Stan Crooke

ON MAY Day,traditionally
the day whentheinternational
soiidarity of the working class
is celebrated, Don Concannon,
Labour Party spokesperson on
Northern Ireland, visited the
dying Bobby Sands in Long
Keshprison.

Unlike the reports from Lab-
our Weekly who were denied
accessto the prison a fortnight
ago, Concannon had no prob-
lem in gaining admission.
Sands, already past the point
of no return, was informed by
Concannon that the Parlia-
mentary Labour Party fully
backed the government’s re-
fusal to grantpolitical status.

It was a brief visit, lasting
little more than a minute. But
it was enough to add another
indelible stain to the record of
the British labour movement
on Ireland. At the bedside of a
man being forced to starve to
death for his political principl-
es, Concannon, speaking for
the political wing of the labour
movement, calmly tells him
not to look for any support in
thatdirection.

Sands had principles worth
dying for. The same cannot be
said for the scabby class-
collaborationist record of Don
Concannon,a vicious and reac-
tionary minister underthe last
Labour Government, and now,
in opposition, a servile toady
of theTories.

It was Concannon who, as
deputy to Roy Mason, had re-
sponsibilityfor prisons in the
North of Ireland and withdrew
political status from the pris-
oners during the last three
years of the Labour govern-
ment. He hailed the death-
camp of Long Kesh as ‘‘the
most modern prison in the
United Kingdom’.

When Sands stood for the
election in Fermanagh and
South Tyrone in April, Con-
cannon surpassed even the
Tories in his vilification. A
vote for Sands, he claimed in
the Commonsonthedayof the
election, would be ‘‘a vote of
approval for the perpetrators
of the La Mon massacre, the
Warrenpoint explosion, the
murder of Lord Mountbatten,

ORANGE
BANNERS about the hunger
strike banned from the march,
paper-sellers threatened with
arrest if police disapproved of
the headlines; an Orange band
accompanied by a gang offasc-
ist thugs; left-wing papersellers
beingchased throughthestreets
by the fascists — that was the
1981 May Day demonstration in
Glasgow.

Police
The first act of censorship

occurred when a contingent of
marchers raised a banner with
the slogan, ‘Don’t let Irish pris-
oners die’ on it. Police immed-
iately intervened and told the
contingent that the march org-
anisers [i.e., officers of the
Trades Council] had instructed
them not to allow any such
banneron themarch.

While the banner was being
wrapped up, a group of Loyal-
ists dpproached the police and
told them of another banner on
themarch,thatof the ‘SmashH-Block/Armagh Committee’,
which they felt ought to be re-
moved.

Fascists
The police duly ejected this

contingent, and later arrested
one of its membersfor ‘breach
of the peace for shouting derog-

..
atory slogans’.

After the banners, it was the ~

turn of the newspapers. SO sup-porters were threatened with
arrest and imprisonment [!}
ior seding SO 40 ‘front  

 

and all the other senseless
murders thathave taken place
in Northern Ireland"’.

Sands wontheelection. And
even in death he won the
struggle for political status.
He died a political prisoner,
not a common criminal, the
Status to which the Tories and
the Labourfront bench wanted
to reduce him.

Lech Walesa hailedBobby
Sandsas ‘a great man who
sacrificed his life for the
struggle’.

But on the morning of
Sands’ death, Foot issued a
statement underlining his
support for the Thatcher reg-ime’s line. The granting of
political status, he claimed,
“‘would give sure aid to the
recruitment of terrorists’’; it
would lead to ‘‘a great in-
crease in the numbersof inno-
cent people that would getkilled’’. Foot was of course
‘greatly concerned’’ about
Sands’ death, but the govern-
menthadto stand firm.

Lech Walesa, leader of the
free trade. union movementin
Poland, hailed Sands as a““great man whosacrificedhis
life for his struggle’, and
agreed that hunger strikes
were sometimes the only way
to fight. ‘‘I also have undertak-
en hungerstrikes. That is whyI grieve for Mr Sands’’.

 
US dockers jaunched a 24

hour boycott of British-owned
ships. But the leaders of the
Parliamentary Labour Partylined up unashamedly and
enthusiasticailywith the Tory
government.

And whatof the Labourfeft?
in Tyneside Eric Heffer refus-
ed to share a platform on MayDay with a supporter of Sands,
since to do so would be ‘politi-
cal suicide’. And in GlasgowTony Bennrefused to say any-thing aboutIreland at the May
Dayrally.

But the utter servility of
Foot and Concannon has been
too much for some Labour
MPs. In the Commons, Pat
Duffy denounced the govern-
ment for its ‘moral bankrupt-cy’ and its ‘colossal, criminal
incompetenceat all timesin its
dealings on Ireland’.

32 MPs have signed a
motion calling on the Govern-
ment to make concessions to
the hunger strikers, and 14
have also signed a motion
‘regretting’ the Government’s
intransigence over reforms at
Long Kesh prison. Pressure
continues to grow from the
Northern Ireland Group, head-
ed by Jock Stallard, for an end
to the Opposition’s bipartisan-
ship with the Tories. And Lab-
our Weekly hascriticised the
Foot/Concannonline.

Although these mutterings
of discontent in the ranks
shrink from any idea that poli-
tical status should be restored
to the prisoners in Long Kesh
and Armagh,they are being
stamped on by Foot. Foot is
meeting the Northern Ireland
Group this week to pull them
back into line. The situation
was summedupbylast week’s
Observer: ‘‘The strong line
taken by Mr Foot and Don
Concannonhas pleased Mini-
sters and Tory MPs’’.

So most leaders of the Lab-
our and trade union movement
in this country are back-
ing the Government whole-
heartedly. Some are dissent-
ing, but take the argument no
further than tactical inflexibil-
ity — the motion passedat the
recent Scottish TUC congress
condemned the Government’s
hard line and called for prison

reforms, but strongly rejectes
political status.

But what ‘common crimiz-
als’ would hunger-strike <<death for political status’
What ‘commoncriminal’ cou:¢
get elected MP on thebasis <7
his right to political status’
How can a movementof wor:.-
ing class men and women whc
believe that the only way tc
peace and freedom in Ireianc
is an end to Partition, and whe
fight for that aim in the only
way open to them, be just
‘commoncriminals’?

Rankandfilesocialists must
step up thefight for both poli-
tical status and an endto bi-
partisanship.

* Push motjons through
Labour Party and union bran-
ches calling on the NEC to
publicly dissociate itself from
the statementof the PLP lead-
ers, and to demand the im-
mediate removal of Don Con-
cannon from his post. (A
model resolution on theselines
is available from the Labour
Committee on Ireland, c/o
5 Stamford Hill,London N16).

* Produce petitions raising
the same demandsandcircul-
ate them among Labour Party
and union branch members.

* Support the lobby of the
May meeting of the NEC and
a demonstration being held in
Don Concannon’s constituency
in Mansfield, both being
organised by the LCI.

@ MPs should be pressured
into moving writs for a by-
election in Fermanagh and
South Tyrone— to expose the
hypocrisy of those whocall for
the use of the ballot-box not
the bullet.

e Labour Party and union
branches can also send mess-
ages of condolence to Bobby
Sands’ mother, dissociating
themselves from the actions of
the labour movement leader-
ship.

© And, most important of
all, the campaign for restora-
tion of political status must be
stepped up, with resolutions.
leafletting, pickets and dem-
onstrations. Bobby Sands is
dead. We must makesure that
none of his comrades, our
comrades, have to make the
samesacrifice.

BIGOTSINVADEMAY DAYMARCH
headline: Thatcher’s blooa-
offering to Paisley}. Displaying
the headline was ‘likely to lead
to a breachof thepeace’.

But it was a different storywhen it came to the Orange
band, their berets decorated
with the Red Hand of Ulster,
and the accompanying group of
fascists. There was no effort to
remove them from the march,
despite the objections raised by
many on the march[and notjust
the far Left] to theirpresence.

The fascists distributed a few
leaflets produced by the ‘Scott-
ish Loyalists’ organisation, and

after the march attacked left
paper-sellers. A memberof the
Revolutionary Communist
Group was attacked by them,
and three SO supporters were
chased through the city centre
by about 15 of them.

Andjust to roundoff the day’s
events, Communist Party stew-
ards violently ejected people
from the closing rally when they
shouted slogans about the pris-
oners and unfurled banners
about the hunger-strike from
thebalconyin thehall.

The main responsibility for
the day’s events must lie with
the officers of the Trades Coun-

cil, particularly its Communist
Party secretary, who instructed
the police to remove Irish bann-
ers from the march while ignor-
ing the Orange band and the
fascists. Their actions on the
demonstration only underline
their incapacity to work in the
interests of the labour move-
ment.

...
A defence fund is being set

up for the arrested marcher.
Send donations to: ist May
Bookshop, Box 15, 43 Candle-
makers Row, Edinburgh. Any
witnesses to the arrest should
also contactthisaddress.

100 at GlasgowIrishsolidarityrally
Nearly 100 people turned up last
Saturday (May 9th) to a meeting
on political status for Irish poli-
tical prisoners organised by the
Glasgow branch of the Labour
Committee on Ireland (LCI).
And, unlike other recent events
in Glasgow connected with Ire-
land, none of them were Loyal-
ists.

Veveran socialist Harry Mc-
Shane, who celebrated his 90th
birthday this week, described
how socialists reacted in 1920
to the death, of hunger-striker.
Terence McSwiney.

ly hours after news of his
L i

~ a
: reg G}  

on the streets with a leaflet
headed, ‘The Murder of the
Lord Mayorof Cork’.

‘‘John Macleanwasa political
prisoner’’, concluded Harry,re-
ferring to the Clydeside revolu-
tionary of the early years of this
century, ‘‘and won

_
political

status for his two terms of im-
prisonment after the war. The
prisoners in Northern Ireland
are political prisoners too, and
we must make sure thattheywin
political status as well!’.

‘« Other speakers included Row-
‘sland Sheret of ling Trades

Council and Deisy Mules of
Edinburgh TC

 

  

of the audiencealready support-
ed the prisoners’ struggle. sc
there was noreal clashof differ-
ent points of view. (Militant, in-
evitably, never showed their
noses),

But many practival propos-
als for activity were made. Anc
the meeting did represent an
important step forward. The LCI
branch in Glasgow,initiated less
than a year a go by SO suppor-
ers, has now emerged as the
main force fighting in the joca:
labour: movement for politica,
status ard unmediate Brits
witndrawai trom Ireland.

STAN CROORE
(Secretary, Glasgow LCI.
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A memberof theaudiencespeaking at the LPYSmeeting that

 
launchedtheBrixton Labour MovementDefence Campaign

  
Libelaction:the
WRPcomes
out into theopen

THE WRPhasatlast foundits
voice to say something about
its legal action against Social-
ist Organiser other than in the
languageoflibelwrits.

In a letter to Tribune
(May Ist), Paul Jennings,
of the WRP’s paper Newsline,
tries to justify their resort to
the court. We reprint Jenn-
ings’ letter .as published in
Tribune, and a reply which
appeared in thefollowing Trib-
une — and hope that the deb-
ate will continue in Tribune,

involving some of the comrad-
es who have personal exper-
ience relevant to the truth of
what we wrote about the WRP.

Meanwhile, support is still
coming in for our call for a
labour movement inquiry,
and money for our defence
fund. Latest signatories to the
appeal A Labour Inquiry, not

 

Brixton:thestate regainsits grip?
by Les Hearn

FIVE weeks on from the up-
rising of April 10th-12th — the
courts are steadily processing
those arrested, while the police
have been carrying out dawn
raids, looking for stolen goods.

Five weeks on,.too, from one
of the largest meetings held in
Brixton, when 600_people,
including many of the youth
who had actually been fighting
the police, attended a Young
Socialists’ meeting, at which
Ted Knight called for police out
of Brixton and a labour move-
ment enquiry and denounced
the Scarman whitewash.

The meeting overwhelmingly
approved the declaration, which
supported those demands.
However, since then, nothing
has been done to organise such
an enquiry. And the other
local initiative, the Brixton
Defence Committee has had
internal problems.

Meanwhile the Scarman
white-wash has got underway,
with a leaflet through every
front door in Brixton. The scope
of the enquiry is: (1) to invest-
igate what happened on April
10th-12th and its immediate
causes. This will doubtless find
that there was an unprovoked
attack on the forces of law and
order who were peacefully per-
forming their duty without fear
or favour. (2) to asses the under-
lying reasons, * ‘looking specially
at the problems of policing
multi-racial communities”’.
Police racism is unlikely to be
identified as one of these
reasons.

.

the Courts include Jeremy
Corbyn (Haringey Labour
cuuncillor),Mike Ward (Wood
Green GLC councillor), Jim
Marshall MP (Leicester S.),
Jo Richardson MP (Barking),
and Don Scott (TASS).

Butwestill need more — to
force the WRP to back down
by pressure of labour move-
mentopinion,or, failing that,
not to be forced into bank-
ruptcy by the wealth of the
WRPandthe expense of the
courts.

People are asked to send
evidence to Lord Scarman, who
will then choose who shall
give oral evidence. Anyone
wanting legal representation
must ask permission.

It is vital that the state is not
allowed to re-establish control
unchallenged and peddle its
ownversion of events.

1. A Labour movement/
People’s Enquiry must be init-
iated.

The GLC Labour group and
Lambeth Trades Council have
decided not to cooperate with
Scarman. Lambeth Council
Labour group is cooperating —

indeed, some of the Scarman
Enquiry’s hearings are due to 

take place in theTown Hall.
The Lambeth Labour Group

policy must be reversed — and
the council unions also won to a

boycottpolicy.
Lambeth Trades Council has

called for the GLC Labour
Group, the Lambeth Labour
Group, and the Greater London
Association of Trades Councils
to initiate a labour movement
enquiry. SO and Socialist Press
supporters will be proposing
motions along the samelines at
ward Labour Party meetings
thisweek.

It is particularly important
thatthe ‘‘front-line’’community
around RailtonRoad be involved
in planning theenquiry. 

2.The isolation of the local
Labour Parties from the black
community must be ended.
The Labour Parties must begin
to listen to the black community
and make special efforts to
recruit and organise amongst
blacks,especiallytheyouth suff-
ering most acutely from unemp-
loymentandpolice repression.It
mustadoptstrategies of positive
discrimination to encourage
black involvement (not one of
the present Labour councillors
is black).

3. Money to help the legal
defenceof those arrested should
be sent to the Brixton Defence
Committe, c/o Abeng Centre,
Gresham Road, Brixton.

The police’s word |

CeA
THE DEPTFORDfire inquest
ends this week. And lawyers
representing the black youths
have been protesting strongly
about bias in the running of
the inquest.

The police have it all tied
up. According to them, some
lads at the party spilled
inflammableliquid in the front
room after a fight, and thefire
started soonafter.

They have statements from
several of the young people at
the party ‘supporting this
story. The problem is that all
these young blacks have told

 Appeal
for funds

Send donations to Jon-
athan Hammond[Hon.
Treasurer], c/o 214
Sickert Court, London
N1 2SY. Chequespay-
able to ‘Labour Move-
ment Press Defence
Fund’.
Name: .............-.06-55-  
 

‘Apparentlytheonlyway’?
IN HIS Diary (Tribune, April 24)
John Street published an appeal
for the ‘Labour Movement Press
Defence Fund’. It appears to have
aligned Tribune with the sensat-
ional allegations that have been
made against Vanessa Redgrave
and the Workers’ Revolutionary
Party by Sean Matgamnaandhis
Socialist Organiser.

No one at Tribune consulted
Miss: Redgrave, her solicitors or
the WRPto askfortheirside of the
story, a strange procedure for a

paper proclaiming itself as ‘Lab-
our’s independent weekly’. The
facts are as follows.

In January this year Mr Mat-
gamnawrote an article in Socialist

Organiser which made seriously
defamatory and completely un-
warranted allegations against the
WRP. Theattack was especially
curious since Socialist Organiser
hasrarely, if ever, been mention-
ed in the columns of our daily
newspaper, News Line, and Mr
Matgamna’s name had iast
appeared in WRP’s previousdaily
paper someten yearsearlier.

Its publication coincided with
the launch of the Youth Training
movement which is chaired by
Miss Redgrave, a memberof the
WRP central committee. Youth
Training is a nationally organised
schemeto give practical job skills
to unemployed young people and

A LABOURINQUIRY,
NOT THE COURTS
We, the undersigned, condemn Vanessa Red-
grave’s and the WRP’suseof thecourts against the
labour movement press. We support the proposal
thata labour movementinquiry be set up to invest-
igate the statements madein the Socialist Organ-
iser article.
NAME ORGANISATION

Return to Labour Movement Press Defence Fund; c/@214° °°

Sickert Court, London N1 2SY.

the first two centres — in Brixton
and Liverpool — were opened in
January.

Mr Matgamna’sarticle notably
alleged that:

(1) The WRP is ‘ta pseudo-
Marxist goobledegook-spouting
cross between the Moonies, the
Scientologists, and the Jones Cult
which committed mass suicide in
the Guyana jungle three years
ago’’.

(2) The WRP “‘recruits and ex-
ploits mainly raw, inexperienced,
politically,socially and psycholog-
ically defenceless young people’’.

(3) “It employs psychological
terror and physical violence ag-
ainst its own members (and occas-
ionallyagainst others)’’.

Firmest
You will no doubt agree that

these statement have nothing
whatsoever to do with legitimate
political differences of opinion.
The WRPsees noreasonto toler-
ate the publication of such state-
ments, whether in the capitalist
press or the Labour movement
press. Nor, may I suggest, would
you if they were said about the
party or trade union to which you
belong. :

We have a clear obligation to
our members,to the working class
and to all those who have worked

_

so hard to make Youth Training a
success’ to repudiate such state-
mentsin the firmest possible way.

John Street states that the WRP
“sis not above resorting to the capi-
talist courts whenever it has a

disagreement with its Labour
movement‘comrades’.”’

This is untrue. The one and only
time we took legal action in
respect of untrue allegations
appearing in the Labour press was
15 years ago and the apologies
were made without the need to
go to court.

A request was made to Mr Mat-
gamna to withdraw these allega-
tions. He countered with a propos-
al to publish a statement by the
WRPin Socialist Organiser if, but
only if, the WRP’s daily newspap-
er, News Line, published ‘‘an
article by critics of the WRP”’.
This cannot have been intended to
be considered seriously for accept-
ance since it did not involve the
complete retraction and an apol-
ogy to which Miss Redgrave is
entitled.

A recourse to the capitalist
courts is not Miss Redgrave’s
attempt to ‘‘intimidate’’ a Labour
movementjournal nor to put any-
body ‘‘out of business’, as John
Street suggests. It is, apparently,
the only way to clear her name of
these unfounded accusations
which, if left to fester in people’s
minds, would harm the vitally
important work she is doing for
the Workers’ Revolutionary Party
and as chairman of the Youth
Trainingmovement.

PAUL JENNINGS
Editor, News Line.

the inquest that the state-
ments are untrue and were
forced out of them by police
pressure.

Commander Graham Stock-
well, the senior police officer
in the case, was the policeman
who took confessions of three
young men convicted for the
murder of Maxwell Confait.
Those men have now been
released,since the confessions
have been proved to befalse.
Stockwell’s comment nowis
that he wrote down the con-
fessions ‘“‘faithfully and hon-
estly’’.

The young blacks’ lawyers

 
 have complained about the

coroner harassing the youths
while they gave evidence, and
summing up in a biased way.
Andblackpeople in thegallery
loudly supported these pro-
tests.

It’s the polices words
against the youths’ word
plus some unexplained evid-
ence like the fire-bomb device
found outside the house. If
the jury is persuaded into acc-
epting the police story, then
therewill be an explosion from
the black community as bitter
and angry as the one directly
after the 13 died.

‘Theprinciple’
THREE MONTHSand three sep-
arate libel writs later, Paul Jenn-
ings’ letter (Tribune, May 1) is
the first attempt by the Workers
RevolutionaryParty to justify Van-
essa Redgrave’s ‘‘recourse to the
capitalist courts’’ against both the
printers and individuals connect-
ed with the Labour movement
paper Socialist Organiser. We are
told that Socialist Organiser’s crit-
icism of the WRP had ‘‘nothing
whatsoever to do with legitimate
political differences of opinion’
and that “the capitalist courts’’
were “the only way to clear’’
Vanessa Redgrave’s name.

For an organisation that accuses
opponents of being (among other
things)police agents,it is not clear
what for Paul Jenningsis the diff-
erence between a legitimate and
a ‘‘wholly non-political”’ criticism.
Presumably it is whether it is
aimed against the WRP or not.
Socialist Organiser would not
accept such a definition, nor do we
believe it is only ‘‘legitimate’’ to
criticise policies but not the nature
and practices of organisations
espousing them. We would not
only criticise Stalinist parties be-
cause theyhad wrongideas!

However outspoken, Socialist
Organiser believes the quoted
statements to be justified, and in-
deed indicated the source of some
of the evidence in the original
article (a fact conveniently omitted
from PaulJennings’ quote).

The statements were made be-
cause they could be backed up,
and now PaulJenningshas repeat-
ed them in Tribune we and others
would be happyto provide the evi-
dence in these pages. What we
are not prepared to do is to say
they are ‘‘untrue’’ and ‘‘unfound-
ed’’ because the WRPasserts that
they are and threatens us with
“the capitalist courts’? and the
inevitableheavy legal costs.

Paul Jenningsfinds the reasons
for the criticisms
curious’’, although the political
basis for them was spelt out at
length in a later issue of Socialist
Organiser. Although he doesn’t
mention this statement, he must
have read it because it was the
immediate subject of a further
libel writ from Vanessa Redgrave..

He mustalso know that the sub-
sequent libel writ means that the
statement cannot be summarised
fully in reply to his letter. That
presumably was the intention of
the writ.

Vanessa Redgrave was not men-
tioned in the origifidl‘article, nor

‘was the “Youth Training move-
ment’’. But apparently ‘‘the capi-

“especially .

talist courts’? are the only way
“to clear her name’’. This is not

true.
There hasyet to be a *repudia-

tion’’ in the pages of Newsline.
Presumably this is not ‘‘the firm-
est possible way”’, although it was
the way the WRP chose to deal
recently with what it regarded as
unfoundedaccusations in the rich
Tory press (Daily Telegraph and
The Observer).

There has been no request for a
right of reply in the pages of Soc-
ialist Organiser, although a condi-
tional one was offered after the
legal threats. There has been no
reply to the offer of a jointdy
agreed Labour movement inquiry
to investigate the statements. Paul
Jennings’ letter does not even
mention this, although it is scarce-
ly a secret.

Already Tony Benn and_ six
other Labour MPs,as well as Chris
Mullin, Vladimir Derer and many
other individuals and organisat-
ions in the Labour movement have
supported the call for such an

inquiry, and condemned Vanessa
Redgrave’s and the WRP’s use of
the courts against a Labour move-
ment paper.

It would have been interesting
to hear PaulJennings’ explanation
of the apparent rejection of the
type of inquiry Newsline often
calls for in relation to other org-
anisations. Is the rejection of an

open inquiry inside the Labour
movementbecausethereis not the
confidence to make a political re-

sponse to our comments?
Thelegal action that Paul Jenn-

ings’ letter seeks to justify involv-
es more than a refusal to debate
the issues inside the Labour move-
ment. It flies in the face of the
basic principle that we should sort
out disputes inside the Labour
movement, and not bring the
courts in. Andit seeks to ‘‘settle”’
an argument by using financial
and legal threats, which money
has given Vanessa ‘Redgrave
accessto.

* That is the only explanation for
the succession of libel writs,
including against the secretary of
Socialist Organiser for writing a
letter to supporters explaining
what was happening and the need
to raise money to cover the lega
costs. And it was the threat o:
bankruptcy that forced Soctalis
Organiser's printer to delete ad
reference to the WRP from the
paper, including a simple finan
cial appeal. On these issues Pau
Jennings’* letter is ‘' silent

JOHN BLOXAM
Secretary, Socialist Organiser
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ACTION!
COVERAGE of the People’s
March in the national press
may notbebrilliant,but every-
zn-ere the march passes
hrough it's receiving an en-
--usiastic welcome from local
szade unionists, unemployed
+2uth and even passers by on

ee

 
 
 

THE PEOPLE’S
MARCH IN
LONDON:
Saturday May 30th:
R22 . 1 Brockwell Park,
2o7 te 7pm
Sunday May31st:
Ra.in Hyde Park,
*29m, march to Trafalgar
Ssuare. (Creche in Hyde
Park.)
MondayJune 1st:
>-esentation of petition
=o Parliament. Workplace
meetings. London Says
Farewell, rally and
concert. York Hall, Old
Ford Road, 7pm 
EVERYONE agrees that un-
employmentis a nationalscan-
dal. Even Tory MPs and the
CBI shed crocodile tears about
it. But the question is, what
are we going to do aboutit?

The miners’ victory showed
thatdirectaction can save jobs
— and scare the life out of the
Tories! But there are still
2% million unemployed, and
it will take more than a slight
shift in Government alloca-
tions to deal withthat!

Calling on this Government
to ‘change course’ is (at best)
a waste of time. Our aim must
be to beatit back, to kick it out
— and to commit the labour
movement and the next gov-
erament to a series of measur-
es that will take on the root
cause of unemployment, the
capitalist profit-system itself. . -

 

the street.
As Mick Cashman, an un-

employed marcher from
Liverpool told us, ‘the atmos-
phere is very good. There’s a
real sense of purpose and
solidarity among the march-
ers — especially the younger
ones.

‘In Stoke we had a great re-
ception, with ordinary towns-
people and housewives out
shopping waving and cheering
as we passed.

‘The local Dole Mirror un-
employment campaign had
done a lot of work publicising
our arrival among the un-
employed, and it obviously
struck a chord.

‘We've been particularly
heartened by the number of
big donations we’ve received
from shop stewards’ commit-
tees along the way. I thinkwe
should have put more emphas-
is on sending out delegations
to factories, because whereit
has been done — the delegat-
ion we sent to British Aero-
space in Manchester for
instance — it’s been a very

First and foremost, we must
challenge and defeat the
notion that “if there’s less
work available, there must be
fewer jobs’’. Against this, we
needto raise the call ‘‘cut the
hours, not the jobs” — in
other words, work-sharing on
full pay and under workers’
control.

Combinedwith this must be
a serious, nationalfight for the
35 hour week. This has long
been an officially stated
objective of the unions. But
uptillnow,it has beenthefirst
demand to dropped in
negotiations at both local and
nationallevels.

Putting a stop to overtime
has to bepart and parcel of the
campaign for shorter hours —

otherwiseall thatwill change
is that the employed will get O

tres
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worthwhile experience for the
young marchers who’ve no ex-
perience of trade unionism,
and no doubt it had a good
effect on the workers in the
factory as well.

‘What would really please
meis if we get a few factories
stopping work and coming out
to join us. I think that may
have happened in Stoke, but
I’m hoping there’ll be some
big stoppages in Birmingham, 

 "Towinthejobs fight

 

Coventry and the other
industrial towns in the Mid-
lands.’

WhentheEastern leg of the
march came to Sheffield an
estimated 4,000 workers
downed tools in solidarity.
Workers from factories like
Shardlows, GEC, BSC River
Don and Firth Brown voted to
stop work andjoin the march.

That’s the kind of action we
need to make the ‘People’s

....AWORKERS’
GOVERNMENT!

time and a half for workingthe
extra hours that could provide
theunemployedwithjobs.

And,of course, we must go
onto the offensive for improv-
ed basic wages, with automat-
ic inflation-proofing, ending
once and for all the situation
where workers have to do
overtimeto earn a livingwage.

The basic principle through-
out must be the unity of the
working class, including unity
of the employed and the un-
employed. Trade unions must
be committed to resist press-

ures to force black workers,
youth and women out first.
The unemployed must be in-
tegrated into the existing un-
fons with full membership
rights, paying special low
rates.

This, of course, in no way
should detract from buildinga
National Unemployed Union
recognised by the TUC (un-
employedmembers.ofexisting
unions could have ‘dual mem-
bership’).

The workers at Gardners in
Manchestér showed thepower , .

rae

  
 

Mick Cashman
March’ aneffective focus for a
fight against unemployment.

Unfortunately, the assorted
union officials and CP mem-
bers who have organised the
march don’t see things that

ay.Midlands organiser Peter

thata factory occupation gives
us in the fight against redun-
dancies. The women at Lee
Jeansare doing thesame.

Support for such struggles
should bethemost elementary
duty of any trade unionist. But
we need to go further, and
fight for the nationalisation
(without compensation) of
companies declaring redund-
ancies.

The workers’ inquiries at
Lucas and Vickers revealed
many real needs that are not
beingmet becauseoftheprofit
motive. A big programme of
public works under the demo-
cratic control of the workers’
movement, paying full union
rates, could wipe out unem-
ploymentandat the same time
provide much-needed hous-
ing, health facilities, public
transport, and soon. .

But where’s the money
going to comefromforall this?
For a_ start, the massive
resources currently being
squandered in the build-up to
war could be used to. finance

Carter told Birmingham
marchers ‘This is a people's
march. That means we don’t
want political slogans brought
into it. We don’t want people
to think they’ve been conned
into supporting something,
when it’s really a front for
organising action that they
mightnot agree with.’

But what could be moreof a
con thantelling the unemploy-
ed that they can do something
about unemployment without
linking up with employed
workers in action for demands
like the 35 hour week, work-
sharing without loss of pay,
and a programme of useful
public projects paying trade
union rates.

.

And that means taking on
theTories — notpleadingfor a

‘change of course’. And it
means campaigning on issues
like the massive amounts
being spent on armaments and
warpreparations.

The reason the organisers
won't raise these issues (and
are trying to make sure that
none of the marchers do,
either) is clearly because they
don’t want to embarass the
various church people, emp-
loyers and local worthies who
they’ve roped in to make
sanctimonious noises in sup-
port of the march.

Unemploymentwon’t be de-
feated by pleas to Thatcher,
or prayers to an even higher
authority.We need class-wide
action against theTories.

The People’s March can
only help build for that action

- by highlighting unemploy-
ment. Which leaves socialists
with the job of organising in
the factories, on the dole
queues,in the union branches,
LabourParties and community
organisations — organising a
fightfor jobs.
 

 
 such a programme. More

money, if needed, could be
raised by taxing the capital-
ists.

This would have to be com-
binedwiththe developmentof
workers’ inspection of the
bosses’ books and accounts.

In short, we need a planned
use of public resources. For
an effective plan, the banks,
the finance houses, and the
corporations which dominate
economic life, must be in the
hands ofthestate. And for the
plan to meet working-class
needs,thestate must be in the
hands of the working class:
the whole apparatus of top
civil servants, judges, police
and army must be cleared out
and replaced by working-class
power.

All this will require the
stepping up of the campaign
for democracy in the Labour
Party and the trade unions, se
that the labour movement can
take on thecapitalist state and
impose a governmentacceunt-
able to the movement — a

. workers’ government.
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unhappyaboutis the system, and how we’re going to changeit.’
 

 
‘Is there a Margaret
Thatcher _here?’’ o
Richardson asked
mass rally that drew
together the themes of
the Festival for Women’s
Rights against Tory
attacks.

Unfortunately the
woman who has done so
much to smash therights
of ordinary women was
not to be found. So the
3,000-odd women who had
come to the Festival had
to find some other way to
get their message across
to her. And what was
their message?

Rachel Lever, opening
the Rally,spelt it out:
‘'People say, now you’ve

got a woman Prime Min-
ister, what more do you
want? We'll tell them
what more wewant.

“We want a nurseryplace for every child, rightthrough the day, rightthrough the year. Properly
funded state care for the
sick, the old, the handi-
capped. Theright to det-
ermine our own lives and
our own morality. The
right to a job, which is
crucial to our independ-
ence.’’

  
} Anwar Ditta: ‘I’m happy now I’ve got my children. AllI’m

The purpose of the fest-
ival, said, was to ass-
ert thatwe were not going
to reduce our aims anddemands, we were notgoing to be driven back
by people telling us that

‘thecountry can’t afford it,
or the boss can’t affordit,
or the borough can’t
afford it.

‘‘Whatwearesaying is
that women can’t afford
this system and_this
government which_is
running it with  single-
minded ruthlessness.
No — we are going to go
onto theoffensive! ’’

Battle
But to do that we've got

a battle in our own move-
ment, the labour move-
ment. As Elsie, Royal
Pride striker and one of
the People’s Marchers
pointed out, we’ve got a
battle to convince the
leaders of our own move-
ment to take the issue
seriously: she and the
other women on_ the
People’s March had to
fight for the right to

wear sashesproclaiming a
‘Woman’sright to work’.
They won that argument,
‘and if 25 women can dc
that, thinkwhat we can dc
when we're, all united.
We've got to stop beingsplit up. We've got to getRoyal Pride, Lee Jeans
andall the other struggles
together. Then look ai
the power we’d have.’’

Step
The Festival was a

good step in that direct-
ion. All day, in discuss-
ions, exhibitions and in
the ‘fun’ events, women
got together to pool their
experiences, to gain
strength from the
struggles of other women.
Not only for jobs and nurs-
eries, but against the
racist British state and
British imperialism—in
Ireland.

A lot of us were dis-
appointed that the union
caucuses and the work-
shops on political organ-ising weren’t better att-
ended.

The crowds went to
the workshops on more
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‘But
ly gave us a great send-;t

ile the workshop on
hting for workplace
rseries was cancelled

lack of attendance.
war Ditta expressed
gust that only 10
men cameto the work-

op on fighting the Home
ice.

Perhapsthat reflects a
ilure on our part to get

classre working
themen along to

tival.
.the concluding

to go out and organise
he labour movement.

Terrible
Anwar Ditta described

6-year long battle to
back her children,terrikie emotional

exacted from her andchildren and_ her

 
married women

‘t work, as Tory min-
s and some Labour
ement figures have
gested; the numberof
ilies living in povertyId treble. Women
t work for pin money.dreds of thousands of
en are their family’s
breadwinner.

esides that women
1 the money anyway.
ents and rates have
P Up, gas and electric-
ills up, school dinners
fou’re lucky enoughtoin an area wherehaven’t been cutpether) have gone up.of.'local services that -

1 to be free now cost

 
  

Ditta has won, but we
have to fight for all the
other sisters who face
deportation, Nasira,
Jaswinder, and all the
black sisters who are
facing the same Home
Office | fought, the same
lies.”’

Silence
We heard from a

womanfrom the Relatives
Action Committee
about the heroic battle of
the sisters in Armaghjail for political status, of
the constant exhaustingStruggle of those on
the outside to keep upthe pressure on the British
government and__ the
morale of the hungerstri-
kers and the political
prisoners in Armagh and
the H-Blocks. A minute’s
silence was observed for
Bobby Sands.

At the rally we were
moved to anger at the waythat the Tories and this
system oppress us, and to

money. Then what’s leftfor food and clothing2The Tories want to putthe main burden of unem-ployment onto women.They say that married
women ought to stay athome looking after thekids.

BUT
© 48% of pre-schoolkids have no garden oroutdoor play area. They’dbe better off in a good

nursery — and 96% ofmothers want nurséryplaces for theirkids.
® Children cooped uin cramped -housing with

depressed,.. frustratedmothers area far cryfrom the cosy family

elation, hearing of sisters
whohave fought and won.
But howeverexhilarating,
emotion won’t move usforward unless we trans- |

late it into action.

Fight
So possibly the most

important, but by no
means the most spect-
acular thingto comeoutof
the Festival was that the
resolution from the Plann-
ing Group was endorsed
unanimously. It calls on
the TUC and LabourParty
to call a demonstration for
a woman’s right to work
and pledged to fight in
all our organisations to
makeit happen.

A meetingfor all those
wanting to build for this
demonstration has been
called for May 18th at
Duke of Buckingham,
Villiers St [nearest Tube
Charing Cross} at 7.00pm.

Gerry Byrne

image we get from the
advertisers and the Tory
government.

© 3%-4 million kids areliving on or below the pov-
erty line. If that number
trebles, how can that be
good for the kids?

And mostof all, women
want to have jobs. We
want to get out of thehome, learn skills, have
careers, take part in work-place trade unionism, and

ave the independence of
our Own wage packet. We
want the burdens ofhousework to be sharedequally. We don’t want tobe just housekeepersdependent on a’ man’s
wage.

        
  

    
  
  

 

ers,workers and fighters.
Andthat’sour right!
The economic laws of

capitalism decree that
workers are employedonly if they yield a prof-
it — and the rest go onthe dole. But we don’t
accept that system.Society should be reorg-anised so that everyonehas the right to a decent,useful job.

Wesay: fight for jobsfor all! Accepting that
there’s a shortage of jobs,
and then trying to keepthe few there are for men,just plays into the hands
of the. Tories and the
bosses.

FIGHT BACK NOW!
Cut the hours not the

jobs! Work sharing with
no lossof pay.Campaign against over-
time working. Let’s have
a decent basic wageinstead and share out the
work.

Don’t let the union off-
icials negotiate closures.
Occupy to stop closures
like the Lee Jeans work-
ers. If we accept redund-
ancy moneythat’s the job
gonefor ever.

Get your organisation,Labour Party or trade
union to support the call
from the Women’s
Festival for the TUC to
organise a mass demon-> stration for a Woman'sRight to Work.

Use this Fight-
backleaflet to
argue the case for
a woman's right to
a job: £5 a thou-
sand from 41
Ellington St, N7.
And read
Women'sFight-
back monthly: 10pplus postage from
the sameaddress. 

Women’s Fightback
London Forum
ZOE FAIRBAIRNSon
BENEFITSANDA
WOMAN'S RIGHT TO
WORK
7.30pm, Tuesday 26 May,
at A Woman’s Place, 48
William IV St, WC2.

ieeS
* Individuals can join the
campaign for £2 a year [£1
for claimants].
* Local organisations,
campaigns and groups can
affitiate to a local Fightback
grouporto the national
campaign for £5 a year (or
by arrangement].
* National organisations
and campaignscanaffiliate

*, “fat.£20, plus £5 for every1000 women members: -

* Write to 41 Ellington St,
London N7 for member-
ship and affiliationforms.
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How they
organised in
the20s & 30s

IN OCTOBER1920 a demonst-
ration of London unemployed
was savagely attacked by pol-
ice in Whitehall.

Up till then, the jobless
‘Great War heroes’ had been
organised in purely local, non-
political ‘unemployed ex-
servicemen’s organisations,
whose main activity was
marching the streets begging
for charity.

But as Wal Hannington,the
best-known unemployed org-
ganiser of the 1920s and '30s,
describes in his book Unem-
ployed struggles, ‘the White-
hall baton charge ...

had the
effect of sharply awakening
massesof the unemployed to a
clearer understanding of their
class position and making
them realise that they would
receive no redress for their
plight as unemployed byquiet-
ly looking to a capitalist gov-
ernmentfor sympathy.

‘The urge for unity, for org-
anisation with a militant pol-
icy, rapidly gained strength.
Everywhere the unemployed
spoke in bitter tones of their
conditions and of the treat-
ment they had received in
Whitehall. ‘We've got to stand
together’, ‘We’ve got to stop
begging andstart fighting’ —

these and other similar re-
marks were to be heardin all
labour-exchange queues and
wherever the unemployed
gathered in groups on street
corners.’

The National Unemployed
Workers’ Movement was
founded in 1921 when it link-
ed up the numerous local
bodies organising unemployed
workers and warveterans.

From the early 1920s to the
middle 1930s, the NUWMorg-
anised a series of marches
from every part of Britain to
London. The slogans of the
marchers were directed above
all against the poverty-level
benefits, the Means Test and
the ‘not genuinely seeking
work’ clause operated by dole
authoritiesand the degrading
rules enforced by the work-
houseofficials.

Thelinksbetween

The NUWMalso organised
militant direct action to force
local councils to give the un-
employed premises to meet in
and facilitiesfor recreation.

Essex Road library in Isling-
ton, for instance, was held by
the unemployed for several
weeks before police were able
to retake thebuilding.

That occupation along with
many others was to force Is-
lington Council into providing
premises.

The Manchester and Sheff-
ield unemployed marched to
meet each other in the area
where the Pennine Way is
now, to claim the right to
ramble on the lands of the
lords and big farmers. Dozens
were injured and scoresarrest-
ed in the hugebattle with the
police which eventually est-
ablished the right to walk over
that area without special per-
mission.

Fierce battles were also
fought to preventevictions.

Direct action tactics were
not dropped when the NUWM
helped people get their ben-
efits either. Offices were
sometimes besieged by hun-
dreds — and in a famous case
in South Wales, thousands —

of workers and unemployed.
In Birkenhead in September

1932, 10,000 unemployed de-
monstrated to the Public Ass-
istance Committee demanding
an extra three shillings a week
benefit, an immediate supply
of boots and clothes, and one

hundredweight of coal for the
winter. They also called for
work schemesto bestarted at
trade unionrates.

On that occasion, battles
between the police and un-

employed continued for a
numberof days and nights.

And in the winter of 1934,
the government wasforced to
retreat on its cuts programme
after huge marches on the
Public Assistance Commit-
tees, occupations of their off-
ices in some places, and wide-
spread violent clashes bet-
ween the unemployed and the
police.

As the leaders of the
NUWMwere well aware, the
real strength lies with those
still at work. The employed
workers are a thousand times
better placed than the un-
employed to establish the
principle which the NUWM
leaders aimed for: ‘social serv-
ice as a basis of production,
and not the private aggrand-
isementofcapitalists.’

The policy of the NUWM
was expressed in a series of
leaflets explaining the six
points of the Unemployed
Workers’ Charter — work or

The unemployed must organise
...

but not undertheTUC’s thumb
by Jim Denham

WILL THE 100 or so Unemp-
loyed Workers’ Centres being
set up by the TUC bebasesfor
militant campaigning under
the control of the unemployed
themselves? Or will they turn
out to be tea and sympathy
emporiums designed to
channel the frustration of
unemployed people into pass-
ive acceptanceoftheirfate.

The outcome will depend on
whether the TUC succeeds in
implementing its ‘‘guide-
lines’’ on the centres and in
placing them firmly under the
control of councillors, the
ManpowerServices Commiss-
ion and full-time union offic-
ials.

In Newcastle, where the
Trades Council took the init-
iative in setting up a centre
before the TUC announced
its plans, the emphasis was on
active campaigning — leaf-

letting dole queues, support-
ing unemployed workers
fighting redundancy, demand-
ing free public transport for
the unemployed,agitating for
an unemployedworkers’ union
and so forth.

Last January, the New-
castle centre called a confer-

“ence to discuss setting up a
national federation of unem-
ployed centres. One of the
leading Newcastle activists
told us, ‘“‘The response was
pretty good.We had dele-
gates and observers from all
over the country, as far afield
as Cornwall.

‘‘But we also had a man
called Peter Ashby from the
TUC, armed with 50 copies
of a letter dated 29th January
(the previous day), setting out
the TUC Guidelines.

*‘Thesestrictly limited what
we were allowed to do, and
were clearly designed to head
off any chance of a militant,
  

WARRINGTON

March
full pay; public works to pro-
vide jobs at trade union rates:
state workshops; a_ shorter
working week to be regulated
according to the requirements
of industry; proper training

is being run.

   

os ee

Coventry Anti-RacistDefenceactivistsmarch to police station after
a comradeis arrested.

at

3RD MAY: Unemployed
marchers meetto discuss the waythePeople’s

and retraining; and a crash
programmeofhouse building.

These ideas were explained
ratherunsatisfactorily— there
was muchtalk of ‘the nation’,
as if both bosses and workers

jobs
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could agree on such good-
sense measures.

Nevertheless, they remain
still today essentially the right
policies against unemploy-
ment.

Coventry youth are determin-
ed to use the arrival of the
People’s March on May 20th
to highlight the link between
unemploymentand racism.

Coventry, once the boom
town of the British motor and
engineering industry, now has
unemployment running at
13.5% — andrising. Of last
summer’s school leavers, 60%
havestill not found a perman-
ent job. And the figures are
even higher amongblacks.

There are two ‘Topshops’ in
Coventry, running training
courses lasting between three
monthsanda year. The pay is
a miserable £23.50, but even

so, quite a few young people
regardit as slightly better than
no job at all.

It may be significant that
someofthefirst signs of a new

upsurgein racism occurred on

those courses. Black youth on

the courses have been harass-
ed by skinheads and abused by
the tutors, some of whom
habitually refer to them as

‘wogs’ and ‘sambo’.
aes, ¢

national unemployed move-
ment developing.

‘‘Now we've been told that
unless we toe the line, abide
by the ‘Guidelines’ and break
off our relation with the
unemployed workers’ union
that was being set up in the
area, theTUC General Council
will recommendthatthefunds
(from the MSC andthelocal
authority)be cutoff.
‘*We’llbe campaigningat the

forthcoming Annual Confer-
ence of Trades Councils to
get these guidelines thrown
out as_ ill-conceived and
negative and to curb
the TUC’s dictatorial powers
overthecentres.”’

The ‘guidelines’ (agreed
between the TUC and the
MSC) limit the objectives of
the centres to: ‘‘counselling
and advice’, ‘‘opportunities
for training’, ‘‘channeling
requests for assistance to
tribunals’’, “Educational
classes’, and ‘‘promoting
schemes under the MSC
programme’’.

The management committ-
ees of the centres must com-
prise 50% from the local auth-
ority and 50% from the TUC
Regional Council. ‘‘Other
groups’ (presumably meaning
voluntary organisations
and charities), can send obser-
vers and — finally — “‘it will
also be important to include
representatives of the unemp-
loyed"’!

Clearly, we have to wage a
campaign to get these ‘guide-
lines’ torn up, to place the
centres under the control of
the unemployed themselves,
and to ensure that funds from
local authoritiesand the MSC
have nostrings attached.

At the sametime we needto
fight for Unemployed Workers
Unions to provide a focus for
organising the unemployed in
struggle — both around their
own immediate concerns
(free travel, improved bene-
fits, useful public works
schemes etc) and around
broader issues like support
for picket lines, occupations
and anti-racist defence
squads.

The Unemployed Workers’
Unions could thus establish
their place within the labour
movement, and provide org-
anisation necessary for the
unemployedto fight for their
rights within the existing
unions andfor control over the
unemployedworkers’centres.

and racism
Racist attacks in the city

have beenincreasing for some
months, culminating in last
month’s murder of Satnam
Singh Gill who was stabbed to
death by a group of skinheads
in broad daylight in a busy
shoppingprecinct.

This was the incident that
prompted Barricade support-
ers in Coventry North East
Young Socialists to call an
emergency meeting, where
350 people, black and white,
agreed to form an Anti-Racist
Defence Squad.

Judith Bonner, from Coven-
try NE YS,told us:It’s obvious
to everyone involved in the
campaign that the question of
racist attacks is directly linked
to unemployment. We’re
planning to organise a big
contingent of youth on the
march as it passes through
foleshill (the main Asian area
of Coventry) and to distribute
leaflets explaining the conn-
ection between unemployment
and racism. We also hope to
organise a meeting for march-
ers in Coventry on May 20th.’|
Ves eet were foro tao
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backgroundto the crisis in the
Lebanon.
TWO WEEKSagoIsraeli jets
shot down two Syrian heli-
copters over Lebanon. The
helicopters had been sent by
Syria to reinforce its drive
against Christian-rightist
positions on Mount Lebanonin
the centre of the country. Syria
inevitably responded by in-
stalling 100 ground-to-air
missiles.

Now Israel threatens a full-
scale war if Syria does not
withdraw the missiles. Leban-
on could be shattered in the
cross-fire of a war waged by 

The first stage of the Syrian
invasion — the intervention of

' Syrian- based units of the Pal-
estinian Liberation Army and
of the Syrian-backed trend
within the PLO, Saiqa — came
in January 1976.

The Lebanese Right were del-
ighted at this. The Left were in
no position to go onto the off-
ensive against Syria and their
Lebanese opponents and there-
fore acquiesced to these first
steps.

Assad, it appears, was still
looking for a political solution:
he ignored the Left’s demands
for an end to sectarianism and
concentrated on trying to beef
up.the country’s central auth-
ority. In response to the Left's
opposition, Assad cut off arms
supplies to them.

There were mass defections
from the PLA and Saiqa. Assad
moved his regular troops into
theborder areas.

This move was ‘justified’ bywidespread outbreaks of fight-ing, the results, it is generallybelieved, of Syrian provoc-ations. Within a short time,this
second stage had goneoverto a
third stage: the full-scale invas-
ion of the Lebanon.In that short
space of time, however, thou-
sands of Palestinians were
murdered by Rightist militias.
TheSyrianshelped to hold down
the Palestinians and the Left,
and the PLA and Saiqa were
used directly in support of the
Right. 

WHENthe French developed
the ‘confessional’ system in
Lebanon following 1922, theythought they had fashioned the
perfect antidote to Arab nation-
alism. They had done better
than that, though. They had
built a system based on reli-
giously defined communities
which wasto retard the develop-
ment of any modern politics in
Lebanon.

The confessional system
makesreligious sectarianismthe
official system of the country. It
provides that all important,
and many _not-so-important,
state posts be distributed
according to religious commun-
ity. The President, for example,
is always a Maronite Christian,
the Prime Minister a Sunni
Muslim, and the President of
the Chamber of Deputies a
Shi’a Muslim.Thé* “Maronite ' ‘ Christians
dominate. They have refused to
participate in any Arabist move-
ments, and evolved an: ideo-
logy — based on a completely

 

its two self-appointed protect-
ors. The diplomatic involve-
ment of the US andthe Soviet
Union is a measure of how
near weare to another Middle
East war,albeit a more limited
one thanin 1948, 1967 or 1973.

TheIsraelis will continue to
insist on the removal of the
missiles. President Assad of
Syria cannot agreeto thiswith-
out being humiliated. A re-
treat on the Israeli side is even
less likely. Begin’s renewed
warmongeringis vital for his
build-up towards the forth-
comingIsraelielections.

In any case, Begin is in a
much stronger position than

Syria had ob-ously given up
all hope of trying to control the
situation indirectly. The Right,
however, having been saved by
the Syrians, began to raise their
demands. Gradually they recov-
ered their arrogance and, egged
on by the Israelis, refused to be
controlled by. their Syrian
saviours. In time this was bound
to. lead to a bloody confrontation
with the-Syrians turning on the
Right

That is just what happened. In
the South, below the line of the
Litani river, where there was a
strongconcentration of Pales-
tinians, the Israelis were giving -

direct support to the Right. They
invaded the area in March 1978,
officially withdrawing

_

their
forces the following June.
The following year their protege
Major Haddad declared the area
under his control to be an
“independent, free Lebanese
state’’

The attempts by the extreme
Rightat various stages to part-
ition Lebanon had all failed.
Now Israel had managed to
break: off ‘a piece of Lebanon,
whichit proceeded as quickly as
possible to integrate economic-
ally. .

While Israel had officially
withdrawn (leaving the United
Nations Interim Forces in their
place) it kept up a constant
supply of arms to the Right,
blocked shipments to the Left,
and frequently raided not only
south of the Litani, but much
furtherNorth.

spurious history — accoraing ww
which they are the last crusa-
ders, an outpost of Western
Christian civilisation and a
bulwark against Arab-Muslim
backwardness. The Zionist
racists of Israel have not been
slow in recognising the similar-
ity of thisview to theirown.

Conflict
Each confessional group,Maronite, Greek Catholic,

Greek Orthodox, Armenian
Orthodox, Syrian Orthodox,
Druze, Sunni, Shi’a#and so on,each hasits place in the sectar-
ian state order, based on its
population size... as recorded in
a 1932 census. In 1932 the ratio
of Christiansto Muslims was six
to five. Today about 60% of the
population is Muslim.

This population change made
a conflict between the Christian

Assad. Assad 1s under press-
ure from the US and Saudi
Arabia to drop any pretence to-~
an anti-imperialist stance,“ to
speed up the economic. ofient-
ation to the West and’ to make
a settlement withIsrael — in
short to take the. same road as
Egypt underSadat.

Assad is also more isolated
than in the past. If Syria goes
to war with Israel, no other
Arab state will stand with it —

Iraq ts hostile and otherwise
embroiled, Egypt has become
a client of the US, and Saudi
Arabia would refuse: to give
open support. Jordan is at
present closely linked to Iraq

communities and the. Muslim
communities inevitable. But the
struggle has been against con-
fessionalism itself, not for
rejigging the sectarian balance.
This reflects a growing social
differentiation, the relative
impoverishment of the Muslim
population and their radicalisa-
tion (in part as a result of contact
with the Palestinian refugee
population in Lebanon).

‘he reformers, people lke
Raymond Edde, who were in
favour of concessicns to the
Muslim bourgeoisie by adjust-
ing the confessional system to
the new demographicrealities,
have beenincreasinglyisolated.

On the one side, they are
faced with the ultra-conserv-
ative Christian parties, the Nat-
ional Liberal Party (headed by
the Chamoun family) and the
Phalangist Kata’eb (headed by
the Gemayel family) and the
many clan-based militias; on
theotherside there are the com-
ponentsof the Lebanese Nation-
al Movement — a front of more

 ’. and-in any case would be milit-
_arilyineffectual againstIsrael.

i here 1s a turther reason tor
Israel’s intransigence. Israel
has just been campaigning for

- a reversal of the US’s decision
to sell reconaissance  air-
craft — the AWACS — to
Saudi Arabia on the grounds
that thiswill permit the Saudis
to monitor what is going on in
Israel. If the Syrians secure
the peaks of the Lebanese
mountains they will be pro-
vided with a far more effect-
ive monitoring position that
the AWACS could possibly
give.

than a dozen organisations and
their militias, which is in alli-
ancewiththe Palestinians.

There are, of course, some
Muslim reactionarieson the side
of the so-called Lebanese Front,
as well as Christian leftists: (not
to mention the many Christian
Palestinians) on the side of the
National Movement.

Squalid
One of the central points of

the programmeofthe Left is the
“abolition of sectarianism as a
basis for political organisation
and appointments."’

So the Lebanese internal
conflict is not simply a squalid
affair of communalrivalry. The
Muslim-Left forces are fighting
to end confessionalism. And
they reflect the growing social
consciousness of the swelling
ranksofthepoor.
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It Assad backs down,it will
not be becaused of subtle
shuttle diplomacy, but
because he has agreed to go
down the Egyptian road: to
take increased foreign ‘aid’ in
exchange for the annihilation
of the Palestinian people.

As in the previous Middle
East ‘‘peace_ settlements’,
such agreementsareinitialled
in the blood of the Pales-
inians.

As in the case of Hussein's
massacreofthePalestinians in
Jordan in 1970, the—Palest-
inians find themselves under

@ANKARA

TURKEY

  

 attack not only from Zionism.
but also from the leaders of
Arab National

The present rightward drift:
within the Arab world sees the
anti-imperialist pretensions of
the Arab nationalist regimes
crumble. The  Palestiniar
movement — still dominatec
by people who are fundament-
ally ideologically distinct from
the likes of Assad — needs to
deepen its contact with the
proletarian revolutionars
trends in the Arab countries.
as only these can befirm allies
in the struggle against imper-
ialism.

BAGHDAD
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IRAQ  
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 The ‘‘civil war’’ in Lebanon
hich broke out in eariy 1975
was in fact’thethird round in a
zng-drawn out battle between

tne Lebanese uitra-Right and
-ne growing Muslim-Left
opposition.

Round one came in 1958.
“earing theduai development of
2 leftist and Muslim-Arab nat-
:onalist movement and banking
on American fears about the
newly-installed regime of
General Kassem in Iraq, Camille
Chamouncalled for US troops to
out down ‘“‘communist sub-
-ersion’’. Compromised by their
intervention, the US left without
“ring a shot. But they stabilised
che situation by removing
Chamoun from the presidency
and giving economic aid.

For ten years stability reign-
ed, with Lebanon benefitting
from the newly-foundoilwealth
of the Arab world. But while
Beirut became the undisputed
canking capital of the East,
‘whileluxury hetels mushroomed
along thefront in the capita! and
the service sector developed
with great strides, industry was
fairly stagnant and agriculturalproduction remained backward.

In 1969, the Lebanese Right
opened round two of the con-
flict by attacking the Palest-
inian population. Between April
and November 1969 the forces
of Lebanese reaction — state
forces and private militias —

tried to crush the Palestinian
resistance. They saw the Pales-
tinians as provoking Israeli
retaliation, which was bound tohave an adverse effect on the
Lebanese economy, above all
on tourism.

In addition — and this was
possibly the primary reason —

the Palestinianresistanceinevit-
ably had a radicalising effect on
the Lebaneseleft at a time when

by Chan Ying
RECENTstrikes in China have
demanded not just better
conditions but democracy and
free ‘Polish-style’ unions.
Student protests have also
demanded democratic rights.The official media's coverageof the Polish events, intended
as anti-USSR propaganda,has backfired, and further
fuelled the revolt.

The bureaucracy has re-spondedby switching repress-ion into high gear. After toler-
ating the existence of unoffic-
:al journals for two years since
the West learned about Pek-
ing’s Democracy Wall, the
regime has now launched
widespreadarrests all over the
country.

Sensing that they can noionger contain the rapidgrowth of the unofficial journ-
als’ circulation and_ political
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  Arab nationalismin general >ro-
vided no such inspiration.

Egged on by imperialism, the
Right attempted for six months
to crush the Palestinians. That
attemptendedin failure.

That phase came to an end
with the signing of the Cairo
agreement which_stipulated
certain limitations on Palestin-
ian action, but left them with the
right to carry arms, train and
carry out militaryactions.

Camps
Having failed to crush the

Palestinians in Lebanon, imper-
ialism urged Hussein of Jordan
to smash the Palestinian pres-
encein his country. Hussein had
many reasons for doing this —

he didn’t need any persua-
sion — and in September 1970
he dealt a shattering blow to the
Palestinians in Jordan. One of
theresults of thisactionwas that
hundreds of thousands of Pal-
estinians fled. to Lebanon.
Another round in the conflict
was bound to break out there.

From about 1970 onwards
there was a tailing-off of the
boom-time prosperity in Leb-
anon. The ranksof thepoor were
growing quickly. In the country-side poverty was even worse
than in the towns and tens of
thousandsof families drifted to
thetownsin search of work.

There they were faced by
almost unimaginable squalor.
Away. from the hotels, the
casinos and the fashion salons,
the shanty towns merged with
therefugee camps. The econom-
ically dispossessed shared the
lives of the politically disposs-
essed.

....
and not surprisinglytheyshared eachother’scauses.

From this combination there

influence, the Chinese Com-
munist Party Central Commit-
tee has issued a ‘documentno.9’ giving detailed instruct-ions to local provincial author-ities to stamp out ‘illegaljournals and organisations’,
now numbering dozens andexisting in all of China's major

Influence
The unofficial journals hadkeenly picked up onthestrikes

andstudentprotests. Last year
a ‘National Association ofUnofficial Magazines in China’
was formed. And experimentsin local elections initiated bythe authoritieshave given thedemocratic movementactivists
an unusual platform. Election
results in the Peking studentdistricts, for example, haveshown that the movement has
very strong support.

 

 
  

emerged the forces of the Lep-
anese National Movement,
headed by the Druze leader
Kemal Jumblatt. Its programme
consisted of six main points:
(1) abolition of sectarianism as a
basis for political organisation
and appointments; (2) electoral
reform based on proportional
representation; (3) reform in the
military structure; (4) labour,
social and welfare reforms,
including an end to arbitrary
firing and a rise in the minimum
wage; (5) ‘’Arabism’’; (6) supp-
ort for the Palestinian armed
presence in Lebanon.

How did the latest
start?

In February 1975, a fisher-
men’s strike broke out in the
Chamounist stronghold of
Saidon. Armed intervention
against the workers was oppo-sed by the militias of the Left
(Even the Communist Party has
an armed wingforit, like most
of the otherieft trends, is heav-
ily influenced by the Palest-
inians).

e eFighting
On April 13th Phalangists,

hoping to exploit right-wing
resentment of the Palestinians
after a retaliatory raid by the
Israelis, attacked a bus coming
back from a Rejection Front
demonstration, killing 27
people. The following day
fighting broke out between the
Kata’eb and the Rejection
Front, mainly supporters of
the Popular Front for the Lib-
eration of Palestine (the tactic
wasclearly to try to divide the
PLO leadership from the PFLP
militants). At the same time
the General Federation of Work-
ers sponsored a general strike

_
The Chinese authorities’

inability to neutralise the
democratic movement bylimited concessions and low-
profile harassment, and the
movement's increasing polit-ical influence among workers,led to the new policy of blank-
et repression.

The repression has at leasthelped resolve the politicaldebate within the democratic
movement about whether theCCP can be reformed. Those
who argued that the CCP isthoroughly corrupt and bur-
eaucratic, and that China
needs not reform but revolu-tionary transformation, have
now gained a greaterhearing.The democratic movementhas had to retrench and gounderground. The presentperiod is crucial: if the move-
ment can survive the repress-ion and continue to win influ-
ence amongtheworkingclass,

round
>

 

  
in favourof the Palestinians.
Despite the Rightists’ deter-
mination to go on theoffensive,
despite their predominance in
the state forces and despite aid
from Israel, they proved no
match for the Lebanese Left.
The PLO maintained a position
of non-involvement in what it
termed a ‘‘purely internal Leb-
anese affair’’, but gradually
they were forced not only to
defend the camps but co-ordin-
ate theiractionswiththe Left.

sSyria
Over the next eight months

the Left conquered position after
position. By early 1976 Syria was
convinced that within a short
space of time, Lebanon would be
the home of a leftist regime
which would increase pressure
on Assad from the Syrian
masses, limit his move towards
imperialismand take from him a
possible trump card in nego-tiations with imperialism and
Israel, the claim to be able to,control the Palestinians.

Egypt’s unilateral agreement
with Israel put further pressure
on Assad andtheSyrian Ba’ath-
ists to invade Lebanon — before
the Israelis did! — and control
the situation there.

Areas
At theend of January 1976 the

Syrians had become directly
involved. Soon they movedinto
the border areas and in a third
step moved in to occupy the
whole of the Lebanon north of
the Litani River (the area to
the South being disputed
between the  Left-Palestinian
alliance and the Rightist-Israeli
front).

then a Poland-type upheaval
could happen in China, with
equal ferocity. If the Chinese
bureaucracycan gain a breath-
ing space and carry throughreadjustments at the expenseof-the workers, then their new
collaboration with imperialism
will probably succeed in
battening downthehatchesfor
a period ahead.Bulletin

All socialists supporting the
fight against bureaucracy in
Poland must equally supportthe Chinese democratic move-
ment.

Activists in Hong Kongin contact with the movement
in China have produceda bull-
etin, and welcome donations
and subscriptions (£5 for a
year). Write to: Chinese De-
mocratic Movement Resource
Centre, Kowloon City PO Box
89278, Hong Kong.   

 
 

      
 

 
yearsof right-
wing rule. But
whatnow?

by Martin Thomas

23. YEARS of right-wingdomination in France have
been ended. But to win real
changes the French workers
can only rely on their own
struggles.

The newly-elected Socialist
Party president, Francois Mit-
terrand, has promised nation-
alisations (steel, armaments,banks, insurance compan-ies, etc.), a ‘progressive redu-
ction’ of the work week to
35 hours without loss of pay, a
moratorium on nuclear powerdevelopment, and other
reforms.

But the promises are hedg-ed around with qualifications.
Andthe structure of France’sFifth Republic presents manyobstacles to reform — or ex-
cuses for avoiding reform.

A conservative Constitu-
tional Council can veto Mit-
terrand’s measures. He will
call new elections for the Nat-
ional Assembly, but under
France's present electoral
system, favourable to theRight, a Left majority in the
Assemblyis unlikely.Mitterrand wants proport-ional representation, but isunlikely to get it implemented‘before the Assemblyelections.‘due to take place béfdre July ©

Ist.

Andin anycasea clear Leftmajority would embarrass
Mitterrand more than any-thing. The final days of his
election campaign were devot-
ed to reassuring Centrist and
Gaullist voters — and, in cold.fact, it was such voters who
gave him his victory.

The vote for the workers’
parties (SP, CP, Trotskyists,PSU) was only slightly more
this year than in 1974., But
years of corruption and chaos
have set the Right in disarrayand pushed floating voters
over to Mitterrand in the
run-off.

Mitterrand may well now
want to form a governmentcoalition with stray Centrists
and Gaullists. The French CP
is loudly demanding ‘Comm-
unist ministers’ instead. But
the CP’s big losses, due to
workers’ disgust at the CP’s
cynical disregard of any polit-ical consistency in pursuit of
those ministerial jobs, make
its position very weak.

The French workers want tochange the set-up which has
made France the most unequalsociety in Western Europe.That’s why they voted Mitter-
rand. But if they are not to be
cheated, they must now insist,
on a CP-SP’ government '— 4and prepare to fight even.dg-’.ainst’ that ‘government towin.their demands.
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JOHN McILROYexamines the Bevanite movementof the1950s andits lessonsfor today, in a review of two studies ofthemovement: ‘Bevanism — Labour’s HighTide’, by MarkJenkins [SpokesmanBooks, £12.50], and ‘The Rise and Fallof Bevanigsm’ by David Howell [ILP, 45p].

THIRTY YEARS ago thisApril, Nye Bevan, Harold Wil-
son and John Freemanresign-ed from the Attlee govern-ment, concerned over defence
expenditure and the introduc-tion of charges into the Nat-ional Health Service.

Korea had brought home tothe Left the extent of the Gov-
ernment’s subordination toUS policy, and the ambitiousCold Warsprings of that pol-icy. They feared the distortedpriorities this subservience
would impose particularly in
relation to reforms at home.

In his resignation speech,Bevan widened the front and
attacked the governmentfor aloss ofsocialist direction. It is
from this date that Bevanism
— the Left’s reaction to thelimitationsof the 1945 govern-
ment — is usually dated.

In fact, Bevan placed him-
self at the head of a movementwhich wasalready developingin response to the policies of
the government to which he
had belonged for five years.It was only a matter of months
before that, as Minister of
Labour, Bevan had been in-
volved in the imprisonment ofstriking dockers under the
notorious Order 1305 (an anti-
strike law introduced duringthe war, and continued bythe Labour governmentafter
1945S). .

A Keep Left group of MPs
to some extent associated withTribune had been establish-
ed, and wasto. provide several
of Bevan’s adjutants. This
group had already producedpamphlets, and in fact had
taken the struggle into the
constituencies, organising the
first Brains Trusts.

In 1949 the Socialist Fellow-
ship had been established, in-
volving not only the British
Trotskyists but MPs such as
Ellis Smith and Tom Bradd-
ock and leading trade union-
ists such as Jim Figgins of the
NURand Jack Stanley of the
Constructional EngineeringUnion. Some of these peoplesplit away when the Trotsky-
ists supported North Korea
against the United Nations
troops, but the Fellowship
and its associated newspaper,Socialist Outlook, made such a
strong impression that it
was proscribed in mid-1954.
Many of its supporters were
to constitute the ranks of Bev-
anism.

The Bevanite MPs met
regularly as a group through-
out 1951. From 15, the group
grew to 30. However, they
never grouped together even
all the ParliamentaryLeft.

Ten specialist groups were
set up to study policy. Tours
and itineraries for speaking
engagements were establish-
ed, and spokesmen appointed
to put the group line in Parl-
iamentary debates.

During the summer two
pamphlets One Way Only
and Going Our Way? were
produced.

Labour’s defeat in the aut-
umn 1951 election provided
new impetus. Tribune pointed
out that if the voting patternsfor all constituencies had
followed those for the Bevan-
ite MPs, then the narrow de-
feat would have beena com-
fortable victory. vee

~ In March 1952 Bevan and

Aneurin Bevan
57 MPsvoted against the Torydefenceproposals.

The Parliamentary Labour
leadership’s line was to vote.
with the Tories: it was Labour,
after all, that had started ahuge rearmament drive and
sent British troops to Korea.
A campaign by the Right in
both unions and Party, backed
virulentlyby the Press, led to aParliamentary Labour Party
vote that the Bevanite groupshould be disbanded.

The Bevanites adapted to
the ban bysplitting their acti-
vities into two fields. The‘first
eleven’ consisted of the MPs
meeting clandestinely each
week at Crossman’s house.
The ‘second eleven’ consisted
of the most organisation-_minded of the parliamentaryBevanites, meeting with Trib-
une activists to plan propa-ganda and constituency work.

At the 1952 Conference,
the group won six out of the
seven constituency seats on
the National Executive. Bevan
stood against Morrison as
Deputy Leader, but was de-
feated by 194 votes to 82.
During 1953, hundreds of
Brains Trusts were held —

up to eight a week — attract-
ing thousands of constituency
activists.

But the right-wing witch-
hunt gathered &momentum.
The feel of the times can be
gauged by the comment of
Will Lawther of the miners’
union. ‘‘The opinion ofthe
trade unions is that the Bev-
anite activities. are a deliber-
ate attemptto undermine the

  
sanieleadership in the

way as Hitler and the Com-
munists did. There is no diff-
erence whatever between

them".
Expulsions increased. In

July 1954 Socialist Outlook
was proscribed. Resolutions
from 119 Labour Parties
opposed the ban.

German rearmament  be-
came a burning issue. A pam-phlet, Jt Need Not Happen,had a masssale, and at the
1954 conference the Bevan-
ites’ opposition to German
rearmament was lost by only3,270,000 to 3,022,000.
The Bevanites did not pose the
issue in internationalist terms,
as the Trotskvists did, but
cashed in on nationalistic
anti-German sentiments.
Bevan stood against Gaitskell
for Treasurer and lost by
4.338.000 to 2.032.000.

SIZE
But the Bevanites had many

differences and ambiguities.
When Bevanattacked the cold
war alliance SEATO (South
East Asia Treaty Organisa-
tion) and resigned from the
ShadowCabinet in April 1951,
Wilson replaced him, with
Crossman's support. And
Bevan himself supported
NATOand argued only about
the size of the British rearm-
amentdrive.

In October 1954 came the
‘biggest initiative of exrra-
Parliamentary Bevanism, as

 
Tribune took up the cudgelsfor union democracy againstthe right-wing Arthur Deakin
of the TGWU, many of whose
docker members had split tojoin the Stevedores and Dock-
ers’ Union. Meetings wereheld, pamphlets were produc-ed, Tribune was sold at the
dock gates, but the
intervention in the docks,
as distinct from  ‘brains-trusting’, was untypical.Bevan, like Benn today,certainly failed to stimulate
and support direct action byworkers.

SPLIT
Nuclear disarmament was

now becoming a major issue.
Bevan clashed with Attlee in
the Commons (March 1955),
and this was followed bya re-
volt of left MPs. The PLP
voted to withdraw the whipfrom Bevan, but his expulsion
was lost by one vote on the
NEC.

From then on it was anti-
climax. Gaitskell won both theTreasurership and Leadershipelections from Bevan at. a
canter in 1955. Nye settled for
domestication and the promiseof influence.

He joined Gaitskell’s Shad-
owCabinet, and won the votefor Treasurerin 1956. But then
in 1957 he broke dramatically
with his followers, denouncingunilateral disarmament at the
1957 conference. ‘‘Bevan into
Bevin"', remarked the Tele-
graph, referring to the right-wing ex-Foreign Secretary andTGWUleader.

He ended as the faded and
not too credible elder states-
man at Gaitskell’s elbow in the
1959 election. Bevan died in1960. In October 1964, after
‘13 wasted years’, the day ofthe Bevanites finally dawned,
as Wilson formed a govern-
ment with Crossman, Green-
wood, Davies. Wigg andCastle. The rest we know to
ourcost.

Twopoints strike us today:the extremely narrow rangeof issues on which the Bevan-
ites campaigned, and their
almost complete lack of suc-
cess.

It was, of course, a differ-
ent world. The achievementof
the Attlee years was generally
seen not as a reorganisation of
capitalism carried out within a
broad consensus,but rather as
an important, if limited, stepin the direction of socialism.
The leadership’s prestige,
and its close links with a
powerfully entrenched right-
wing union leadership, ag-ainst the backdrop of intense
cold war andtheinitial belief
that the Tories were bound to
fail, made life very difficult
for a Left whose limited out-
look had been forged in the
decadesof defeat after 1926.

And when the Right lost
the arguments, they purchas-
ed silencebyproscription.

We canstill learn, however,
from the experience of Bevan-
ism, and Jenkins’ book, pub-
lished last year, might have
been expected to produce
more discussion. It is a close-
ly researched work, clearly
relating Bevanism to the
world and political concerns
of the ‘50s. It treats its subjectwith seriousness and under-
standing. In particular. the
book: documents the extens-

 
ive dimensions of Bevanism
and its relationship with the
trade unions, underestimatedby previous writers such asDavid Coates.

We have to remember thatdespite austerity, rationing,and the use of troops againststrikes and in Greece andKorea, Labour achieved itshighest-ever vote in the lost1951 election — almost 14
million as against 11.5 in1979. As ‘Bevanism’ emergedbetween 1947 and 1952, indiv-idual membership increasedby 406,037. Trade union affil-‘iate membership was 27%higher in 1957 than in 1947,individual membership 50%higher. The biggest increase
occurred between 1951 and1954, as Bevanismpeaked.Jénkins sees an unimpededand gradual marchof the Leftin the Party and unions sincethe ’S0s. ‘‘Whatever contro-
versy may surround the recordof the Wilson governments,it was a period of steady ad-
vance of the Left within the
unions and the Party, the kind
of development which Aneurin
Bevan projected and worked
for’’.

This kind of analysis misses
and obscures the reasonsfor the conjunctural ebbs andflows, reverses and stepsforward. It is related to Jenk-
ins’ conception of a strongorganic Left, gradually andinevitably maturing in tunewith objective circumstances.There is a certain over-optim-ism and fatalism,as if the Bev-
anites could have done noother thanthey did.

This in turn leads to anunderappreciation of theserious weakness of the
Labour Left, then and now,and an under-estimation ofleadership and organisation.Bevanite organisation, we aretold, was quite adequate for
their. perspectives. Basically,the Party organisation itself
wassufficient.

Once the Brains Trusts
became popular, Jenkins
argues, Socialist Outlook,the Trotskyist-influenced
paper. became_super-fluous to the Left’s require-
ments and the development of
its struggle’’.

Now Jenkins is quite right to
stress that a ‘hardleft’ should
swim in the stream of a deve-
loping broad left current,relating to its concerns in
order to clarify it. To do this,
however,it will need to pro-duce its own agitation and
propaganda.

UNITY
It will certainly need to

avoid raising barriers, as does
the sectarian ‘take it or leave
it’ approach of Militant. It
will also need to develop a
transitionalpolitics ratherthan
breaking impatiently to the
‘socialism now’ approach
which, Jenkins argues,handicapped the work of the
Socialist Fellowship.

But the advances of recent
years would have been
impossible without organisa-
tion, whether broader, such as
the CLPD or R&FMC, or
narrower like the SCLV and
the Socialist Organiser groups.Both are needed.

Even withinits own terms,
Bevanite ‘Organisation was:
woefully inadequate. Its lead-

ee SRa 
ership would take decisia:
and articles would be typesfor Tribune before the gro.had even a chance to meet!Despite this, Jenkins’ bashould be a mustto orderfro
your library.

Howell has done a usetjob within the confines ofshort pamphlet. In Particuiahe stresses the Bevanite:striving for an internation:
perspective, and he analysethe forces at work within thunions to show that they di
not present a  monolithiright face. He shows the specfic and at times autonomou
processes at work,rather tha:seeing changes within the unions as having a one-to-on:relationship with changes i:the Party.

Howell comes closer tha:
Jenkins to explaining th:crucial failure of Bevanisr-Objective constraints wer:important, but central wasth:
viewthata ParliamentaryLab
our governmenthad thepowe:in itself to destroy capitalismand by gradual means. The
mass movement wasinessent-ial, often a problem.

This optimistic view of the
state was, of course, streng-thened by the 1945 exper-ience. The result was, asRalph Miliband has pointed
out, ‘‘... Parliamentary Bev-
anism was a_ mediatior
between the leadership and
the rank and file oppositior. 

HaroldWilson
But the parliamentary Bevan-
ites, while assuming the lead-
ership of that opposition, also
served to blur and to blunt
both its strength and

_
its

extent’’.
Within the Left’s parlia-

mentarianism, Howell correct-
ly points to the castrating
effect of ‘unity to win elect-
ions’.

Howell also stresses the de-
radicalisation process operat-ing on MPs in a situation
where they are seen and
allowed to act as the leader-
ship.

Today, we are starting to
deal with some of these prob-
lems. Re-selection can play 2
role in subordinating MPs tc
the Party. but we need to gofurther, and through socialis:
delegate democracytranscend
capitalist representativedemocracy. Workplace brar-
ches, the direct affiliation of
ethnic organisations. the re-
vitalisation of the LPYS tc
reflect the concerns of today'syouth — theseare just three of
a host of measures which can
go some wayto rcaching a new
audience.

We need not caly a Labour
governmentof a ewtype. We

 

 

.need a Labour Left-ef a new
type. As far as tHe.Bevanites
are concerned: ‘Never again’
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APEX:notsuch USDAW stickswith30:30:40
atriumphfor
theRight

by Richard Paine
(conferencedelegate from
APEX GEC Coventry Weekly
branch) .

THE APEXconference over the
weekend Saturday 25th to Tues-
day 28th April was in appear-
ance the predictable triumph for
the right wing.

Not one substantial motion
from theLeft was passed. APEX
policy for an electoral college of
the 50-25-25 variety was re-
affirmed by a large majority.

Tony Benn’s candidaturefor
Deputy Leader was.condemned,
often in an insulting manner.
And Michael Foot’s developing
rightward swing edged one step
further in a speech to Confer-
ence containing very little of
substance, but clearly lapped upby President Dennis Howell and
the APEX Executive.

But the anger of left-wing
delegates, and the frustration of
many more delegates, wasclear-
ly in evidence. A successful re-
ference-back was moved on the
first day which allowed the 11
resoltuions at the end of the
Agenda, relating to nuclear
disarmament (which otherwise
would not have been taken), to
be allocated a special debate.

The debate eventually took
place on the Tuesday morning,
and reflected the methods used
bythe Executive to control Con-
ference. APEXitself, as a union,
is relatively democratic, but
conferenceprocedureis not.

The Executive Report, essent-
ially a factual summary of the
previous year, is taken in parts
at Conference — and motions
from branches are therefore
taken as amendments to the
Report.

So on each occasion only the
Executive has theright of reply!

In the nuclear disarmament
debate, the floor debate itself
had two speakers in favour of
unilateralismand three in favour
of multilateralism. All were
carefully chosen, allowing none
of the branches behind the uni-
lateralist composite to speak,
and the right of reply was given
to the Executive alone.

Even so the multilateralist
position was only, narrowly
carried, with many delegates
convinced that had the unilat-
eralist position been given equal
timeit would have wontheday.

The same undemocratic Con-
ference procedure ensured the

Executive held sway on other
issues throughoutthe four days.
In the unemployment debate,
apart from supporting initiatives
to unionise unemployed work-
ers, and supporting the
‘People’s March’ for jobs, the
only amendments of any. sub-
stance (for progressive overtime
bans and for work-sharing)were
opposed by the Executive (on
the groundsthat they weren’t
practicable!) and consequently
defeated.

A resolution calling for Exe-
cutive recommendationson pos-
itive action in order tor women
to play a greater role in the un-
ion was passed, but, despite a
number of delegates objecting,
the patronising attitude to wom-
en shown by manyleadingoffic-
ials, and the President in partic-
ular, continued unabated.

But clearly tre Executive has
somethingto fear. A Campaign
for Labour Party Democracy
fringe meeting, addressed by
Tony Benn and attended by 300
people, was condemned by the
Executive in Conference as ‘un-
constitutional’. It seems that
only the right wing are allow-
ed to organise, through the Exe-
cutive and their stooges, while
the left-wing activists must
voluntarily forgo any real poli-
tical debate.

In the meantime it seems an
inquiry is currently underway
into the activities of rank and
file delegates to the North-West
Area Councilwho have committ-
ed the heinous crime of meeting
in the pub before the Council
meeting. An Executive which
feels threatened by its own
members discussing issues to-
gether is clearly very unsure of
its own position.

The task for rank andfileacti-
vists now is to organise at
Branch and Area levels, and for
national conference, to demo-
cratise union procedures and
build a fighting union. With a
dwindling membership (down
by 10,000 to 140,000 during 1980
alone), and an Executive seem-
ingly no longer enamoured by
the prospect of amalgamation
{a resolution calling upon the
TUC to expel ASTMSfor poach-
ing in General Accident was
passed), APEX’s long-term pro-
spects are not good.

Clearly the Executive as it
presently stands is unlikely to
stop the underlying trend to
obscurity. That task mustfall to
the rankandfile.
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by John Douglas
THE PERSONNEL managers.”
and industrial relations direct-
ors of the big companies that
the union deals withwere all
there. Sitting in the visitors’
gallery, they kept an eye on
their employees, and wined
and dined delegates through-
out the conference.

/That was the USDAW con-
ference. But the voice of. the
left inside USDAWis growing.

The Broad Left held a succ-
essful meeting of about 300
delegates and visitors, with
Tony Benn speaking.

Even after the appearance
of Michael Foot, calling for a

reversal ot Wembley, the
“USDAW Executive reaffirmed
‘the formula —

though leaving themselves
room to manoeuvre. if any
other proposal comesup.

30:30:40

Conterence endorsed
support for Denis Healey as
deputy Labour Leader — but
also passed a motion for uni-
lateral disarmament.

The right wing in USDAW
is organised round twogroups:
‘Mainstream’, and the ‘Pro-
gressive Labour Group’.

The PLG was set up in the
‘40s to combat Communist
Party infiuence. Mainstream
is a new group, stemming

THE ISSUES
FOR ASTMS

Sue Lister presents an
ectivists' guide to theASTMS
conference.

THEThirteenthannual con-
ference of ASTMS will start
with a debate on economicpol-
icy. The first motion is to
endorse the TUC’s and Labour
Party’s ‘Alternative Economic
Strategy’, with left-wing
amendments to delete import
controls and right-wing
amendmentsto delete nation-
alisation.

A large section of the
agendaforthefirst day will be
on unemployment and the
rights of unemployed mem-
bers. If passed, it will extend
ASTMS’ correct position on
recruiting unemployed
members.There are important
rule changes which will
increase democratic control of
the TUC and Labour Party
Conference delegations. And
between 4pm and 5.30 on
Saturday delegates are expect-
ed to discuss, digest and vote
on motions on the disabled,
state benefits, the NHS and 32
pages of the NEC annual
report.

The other important event
on Saturday is a CND meeting
in the lunch break addressed
by Tony Benn. This meeting
is important not only because
the question of nuclear
weapons is essential for all
trade unionists, but also
because, at some point in the
conference, the NEC will move
their emergency motion call-
ing for a vote for Denis Healey
as Deputy Leader of the Lab-
our Party at Labour Party
conference.

vote for Benn, who more acc-
urately represents ASTMS
policy.

First thingon Sunday morn-
ing the NEC are hoping to
pass a motion that will inc-
rease subs by 25%before del-
egates recover from the hang-
overs induced by the mayor’s
reception the previous night.
I'm ‘sure that someone will
point out that ASTMShasnot
negotiated a 25% increase for
its membership.

On Sundayafternoon there
is an amendmentin favour of
positive discrimination. This
will be one of the few times
women’s rights have been
discussed — just before
delegates leave on the Monday
Morning.

Ireland isn’t going to be
discussed, not because there
is agreement, but because it
will not be on the agenda!It’s
every socialist’s duty to get
Ireland discussed. This conf-
erence season is too close to
the death of Bobby Sands MP
and the impending death of
the other H-Block hunger
strikers for us to let the bur-
eaucracy get away with ignor-
ing the issue any longer.
 

KICK OUT THE TORIES!
Labour democracy
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trom Labour Sohdarity, the
group set up by Labour MPs
to reverse the decisions of
Wembley.

The Mainstream/PLG leaf-
lets put out at conference
contained nothing about their
policies, relying instead on
gutter-press abuseof the Left,
whom thcyterm ‘vipers’.

The Broad Left needs to
fight to renovate USDAW,
with demands like banning
bosses’ representatives from
the conference, and setting upwomen’s caucuses. (Women
are 60% of USGDAW’s mem-
bership).

A motion calling tor multi-
company shop_stewards’
committees was passed at the
conference, and must be
built on by the Broad Left and
USDAW.

A motion from mybranch,
calling for a fight for a work-
ers’ government, was derided
by general secretary Bill
Whatley because it came from
‘a branch where they are
always on strike’. (The last
time we were on strike was
four years ago). He also said
that it would mean organisa-
tions like the WRP (1!!!) beinggiven the support of USDAW
— so the motion waslost. 
 

Wales TUC rejects
‘Social Plan’
by Geoff Williams
THE WALES T.U.C._ has
thrown out the ‘Social Plan’
put forward by the General
Council. :

At the conference over the
MayDay weekend,rejection of
the plan was moved by Derek
Gregory from NUPE and
seconded by Emlyn Williams
of the NUM.

Derek Gregory pointed out
that the document was more in
line with a manifesto for the
SDP than the Wales TUC. He
went on to explain that the
General Council had onlydiscussed the document for
20 minutes before a secret
ballot was held to decide
if it should be put to confer-
ence.

Emlyn Williams said that in
no way would the miners be
tied to any Social Plan or Social
Contract with any Labour Gov-
ernment, especially after the
experience of the Callaghan
government.

The platform attempted to
continue the discussion, and
ruled remission of the docu-
ment out of order. The debate
continued, but ended after
eight of the 23 sections had
been remitted, and the whole
debate turnedintoafarce.

Eventually a delegate from
the UCW moved next busi-
ness, and the document was
remitted in order for a full dis-
cussion to take place in the
unions, down to branch level,
and in theTradesCouncils.

The conference also over-
whelmingly supported unilat-
eral disarmament.

The General Council oppos-
ed the setting up of a youth
section and a conference. to
organise youth, because they
couldn't afford it. They did
support a resolution calling for
an inquiry into the abuse of
YOP schemes. Many speakers
pointed out that youth need a
full-time job with the proper
rate of pay, instead of the pitt-
ance of £23.50.

COKEMENVOTE
FOR STRIKE

THE COKEMEN’SAreaof the
National Union of Mineworkers
recently held a national ballot
for industrial action to stop fur-
ther closures of coke ovens
and allied plants. The decision
to hold the ballot was taken at
the cokemen’s national confer-
ence held on March 24th.

Feelings are running high.
Over the last two years Glass-

The result of the baliow wasoverwhelming: 2,445 in favour
of ‘taking industrial action, 798
against. If the cokemen take
action they must not fight alone
— the pits must come out and
support them.

If the coking plants close, then
it is only a question of time
beforepits follow.
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Glasgowlaggers ISLE OF G
defy courtwrit
- by Stan Crooke

- BY THEtime this issue of Soc-
‘ialist Organiser appears, lagg-

ers currently sitting in at Besto-
bell Insulation Ltd, Glasgow,
may well have been physically
ejected from the buildings by
the police. They’re supposed to
appear in court on May 12 to
explain why they have ignored
a warrant of ejection delivered

| by a sheriff's officer.
The sit-in at Bestobell began

over a month ago after manage-‘ment put boilermakes onto
insulatingwork on the “Isolair’
| support vessel. After a sit-in at
the shipyard, from which they
were evicted by the police, the

-laggers moved into occupation
at theBestobelloffices.

They are fighting to defend
union organisation and the right

to work, not to get the boiler-
| makers put on the dole. As a
leaflet distributed at their pick-
et of the Scott-Lithgowshipyard

| on Thursday 7thputit:
| ‘*We don’t want the boiler-
makers paid off — we want them

| redeployed by the firm to other
work. As far as the companyis
concerned, they are out to
smash our union organisation.
Weare fighting to defendit and
our livelihoods’

Raymond Platt, the laggers’
convenor,told us about the aims
of theScott-Lithgowpicket.

“We wanted to get the work-
force to black all work on the
Isolair support vessel in there.
There were about 50 or 60 of us
on the picket, laggers and other
people backing our fight. We
want the workers to black the
job so we can get roundthetable
with management. I reckon the
workforcewillbackus. We'llget
support, no bother’’

“Last October, the dispute
went to ACAS, and in January
they ruled that the insulating
workshould be donebyus, lagg-
ers from the TGWU_ branch
7/162. But at the end of the day
management said ‘no’ to re-
deploymentandinsisted on try-
ing to use the boilermakers to
do our work.

‘And they’ve shown nosigns

 
   
 
 
  
   
  
 
  
   
 
 

ence in our unions!

standards and conditions!

tting jobs in thepublic sector.

rs “conegol.
equality for women.

of backingdown.
“The dispute is still unoffic-

ial. Hugh Wyper and John Meff-
in [TGWU full-timers] were
down here and gave us some ad-
vice, but we never took it.
They’ve let us down.

‘We asked them to make it
official, but they said that as
far as they were concerned it
was unofficial and staying that
way. They thought the action we
were taking was wrong.

‘‘But we’ve been through all
the channels and got nowhere.
We're going to win this one.
There’s no way we’re giving up.

“The next step is to get the
other Bestubell -works, in
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RAIN:
THE FIGHT’S NOT OVER

Martin Tliomas

LAGGERSarestill picketing
the Isle of Grain powerstation
construction site in Kent. But
it seemsthatthe long struggle
there is reaching some conclu-
sion — for now,at least.

The scabs who have been
doing thelaggers’ work for the
last year will be taken off it
and found other jobs on site.
The laggers will be re-emp-
loyed... probably.Under the TUC formula
which is finally being imple-
mented, the laggers are hav-
ing to go for job interviews,
one by one, with the two
contractors who are now doing
the work on the Isle of Grain,
Babcocks and GEC. (The orig-

inal insulation contractors
were thrown off the site long
ago by the Central Electricity
Generating Board).

The laggers have madeit
clear that if a single one of
them fails to get his job back,
then they’ll all stay out on the
picket line — andtheir union,
the GMWU,is backing this
stand. But there are no prom-
ises from theemployers.

And there is one other big
problem: the laggers are to
be re-employed under the
mechanical contractors’
agreement, not the thermal
insulation contractors’ agree-
ment they had before. Since
the laggers’ job — working
with rocksill, glass fibre and
calcium silicate — is extreme-
   
Isle of Grain: the21-monthpicketline

Slough, Manchester and Card-
iff, supporting usas well.

“As for next week, when
we’re supposed to appear at the
Court of Session — they can talk
to themselves, because we’re
not turning up.

‘It’s somethingto do withthe
writ from the sheriff’s officer.
But we don’t know what’s in it.
He left it at the gate and the
wind blew it away. We’re not
turning up’’.

Messages/money to: J.P.
McKenna,c/o TGWU,216 West
RegentSt, Glasgow.

WHERE WE STAND
* Organisetheleft to beatback theTories’ attacks!
Noto attacks on union rights; defend the picket lines; no state interfer-

Noto any wage curbs. Labour mustsupport all struggles for better living
Wagerises should at the very least keep up with price increases. The

ame shouldgofor state benefits,grants and pensions.
x Start improving the social services rather than cutting them. Stop
% End unemployment. Cut hours, not jobs — share the work with no

loss of pay. Start now witha 35 hour week and an endto overtime.
»* All firms threatening closure should be nationalised under work-

ree abortion on demand. Women’s equal right to work and full

* Against attackson gaysby thestate; abolish all laws which discrim-
inate against lesbiansand gay men;fortheright of the gay community to
organise and affirm theirstance publicly.

* TheIrish people — as a whole — shouldhavetheright to determine
their own future. GettheBritish troops out now! Repeal the Preventionof
TerrorismAct, politicalstatus for Lrish Republican prisoners as a matter of
urgency.

* The black working people of South Africa should get full supportfrom the British labour movementfor their strikes, struggles and armed
combatagainst the white supremacist regime. South African goods and
services should beblacked

* It is essential to achieve the fullest democracy in the labour move-
ent. Automaticreselection of MPs during each parliamentandtheelect-

ion by annual conference of party leaders. Annual election of all trade
nionofficials,who should bepaid theaverage for thetrade.
* The chaos, waste, human suffering and misery of capitalism now —

in Britain and throughout the-world — show the urgent need to establish
ational, democratic, human control over the economy, to make the decis-
ve sectorsof industry social property, underworkers’ control.

The strength of the labour movementlies in the rank and file. Our
erspective must beworkingclass actionto raze thecapitalist system down

‘0 its foundations, and to put a working class socialist alternative in its
lace — ratherthanhaving our representativesrun thesystem and waiting

jor crumbs from thetables of thebankers andthebosses.
* Make the bosses pay, not the workingclass. Millions for hospitals,

ot a penny for‘defence’! Nationalise the banks and financial institutions
ithout compensation. End theimterest burden on council housingandther public services.
* Freeze rentandrates.
* Scrap all immigration controls. Race is not a problem; racism is.

he labour movementmust mobiliseto drive thefascists off thestreets.
Purge racists from positions in the labour movement.. Organise. full-

ppport forblackself-defence. <>) 2"! :

‘Thecapitalist policeare an-enenly'fortheworkingclass.Support:allcea ‘

juads
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Support Royal
by Anna Lunts

THE WORKERSat Royal Pride
furniture factoryin Salford have
beenstriking for union recogni-
tion for over 11 weeks now.

At the momenttheyare pick-
eting the factory every day, al-
though no production is taking
place. The workers fear that the
bosses might try to dismantle
the factory by getting the
machinery out and carrying on
production elsewhere.

The strikers, nine women and
two men,are absolutely deter-
mined to fight to the end for
their jobs andtheir right to join
a union, although the support
they have received from the

 |§ ng

union, FTAT, has been miser-
able.

The officials refused to back
them when they occupied the
factory and were faced with a
High Court possession order to
get them out, using the excuse
that the union couldn’t afford
the legal costs.

Furthermore, FTAT has re-
fused to organise support or
industrial action in other FTAT
shopsin thearea.

Small disputes like Royal
Pride can so easily be defeated
and isolated without support
from othersections of the labour
movement. But oneof the strik-
ers has gone on the People’s

Ansellsstrikers
fight sabotage

by Jim Denham

TGWU officials in the West
Midiands are working flat out
round the Ansells brewery strike
— in orderto collapse the action
as soon as possible!

Pickets from Ansells who had
gone up to Burton Allied Brew-
ery [Allied own Ansells] discov-
ered that lorry drivers were
being given a letter by Allied
management telling them that
the dispute was unofficial
outside of Birmingham — and
if the drivers wanted confirma-
tion, the bosses gave them T&G
official Doug Fairburn’s tele-
phone number!

‘Most of these blokes wanted
to honour our picket, but what
could they do when a T&G
official was telling them to
cross?’’, commented onepicket.

Then, last Friday [8th], all
1,000 strikers received a letter
from T&G regional secretary
Brian Mathers. Theletter told
themthat ‘‘thetime has cometo
make a decision’’. Continue the'' 'dispute and lose the company’s

‘offer of redundancy.payment1h,000 for. thefirst five yearsof

service plus £100 for every year
after that], or allow the officials
to negotiate a ‘settlement’ — in
other words, accept the com-
pany’s terms.

The letter stated that, in the
view of Mathers, Ansells would
never re-open the brewery. It
also stated that a continued
strike would jeopardise unem-
ployment and social security
payments later on. And enclos-
ed was a ballot form on the two
alternatives!

Activists at Ansells have been
arguing for a boycott of the ball-
ot, and a mass meeting will be
held to decide the issue this
Wednesday [13th]. All the Ans-
ells strikers are clear that the
mass meeting decision must
take precedence over the ballot
that has been foisted on them
from above — whichever way
thevote goes.

Butit’s now clear that if the
meeting votes to continue the
action, the strikers will have to.
take matters completely into
their own, hands, and fight on...despite’ the.attitude of the T&G
officials.

«

ly dangerous, safety condit-
ions are very important for
them.

Exactly how this settlement
works out will depend on
whether the laggers can get
themselvesstronglyorganised
once they are backonsite.

Basic trade union principles
have beenatstake in this long
and complex dispute; but the
TUC’s efforts have been
directed solely towards patch-
ing up something acceptable
to all the national union lead-
erships involved and the emp-
loyers.

It started 21 months ago,
when 27 laggers and 33 mates
were locked out by the CEGB.
Supposedly the dispute was
about bonus payments. The
press ran big stories about
how .well paid the laggers
were.

In reality the CEGB was
using the bonus payments as
an excuseto provoke a conflict
and break the laggers’ organ-
isation. In doing so, they acted
as a front-runner for all the
construction industry bosses.

The bonus payments ceased
to be an issue long ago. In
Maylast year scabs — mem-
bers of the AUEW, EETPU,
and NUSMW — were brought
in, given a few days’ training
in place of the laggers’ four-
year apprenticeship, and put
on thejob.

AUEW Construction Section
and EETPU officials rode
through the laggers’ picket
lines with coach-loads of

Pride!
March and has been speaking
at rallies up and down the
country. And the Royal Pride
strike committee has called a
demonstrationin Manchester on
Saturday 16th May (12.30 from
All Saints, Oxford Rd).

The demonstration is support-
ed by Salford Trades Council,
Manchester City Labour Party,
and Salford West CLP. All rank
andfiletrade unionists and Lab-
our activists should be there to
give the bosses a clear message
— no more attacks on trade
union rights.

Messages/money: Royal
Pride strike fund, c/o FTAT,
37 Anson Rd, Victoria Park,
Manchester14.
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Labour Campaign for Gay
Rights
National conference for
lesbiansand gay men who
want to work activelyfor
gay rights in theLabour
Party.
From 10.45am, Saturday 6
June, at UMIST Students’
Union, Barnes Wallis
building,SackvilleSt,
Manchester 1. Creche

  
 

_provided. Free for wage-less, £1 for others.
Moredetails:David
Mottram, 34 Elmin Walk,Manchester:M15 5BN.

 

scabs. The NUSMWturned a
blind eye.

In October last year the
dispute provoked a crisis in
the TUC. GMWU officials
protested about this scabbing,
which broketheir monopoly of
organisation in the lagging
trade. A_ national laggers’
conference called on the
GMWUleaders to authorise a
national laggers’strike.

The TUCgave an ultimatum
to the AUEW and the EETPU
to accept a compromise form-
ula or be expelled from the
TUC. The AUEW and EETPU
refused. Months of hagglingfollowed, concluding in thepresent settlement.

The last hitch was the refu-
sal of one section on thesite to
accept redeployment of the
scabs. To beat this resistance,
a site ballot was called on the
TUC formula.

The ballot, including office
staff and of course the scabs,
was organised by the Electoral
Reform Society. On whose
request? No-one’stelling, but
probably it was the CEGB’s,
and someunion leaders might
have had a handin it too.

The rebellious section was
told that the ballot had gone
against them — so, finally,
they caved in, and the ballot
results were never published.

And day after day, all
through these months of man-
oeuvring, the laggersmanned
the picket line. But they were
the last people to be consulted
by the union leaders.

YOPworkers
strike on
May14
by Stan Crooke

ON MAY 14th, the day before
this issue of SO appears, youths
working in the Youth Opportun-
ities Project schemes in Glasgow
are striking for the day in
support of their campaign for:
more pay, shorter hours, better
working conditions and full
trade union rights.

YOP schemes, introduced by
the last Labour government, are
a con. They are a cosmetic to
conceal the real level of unem-
ployment. They are cheap lab-
our — £23.50 for a 40 hour week.
They help cause more unem-
ployment — firms sack workers
paid the going rate for the job,
and replacethemwith youths on
YOP schemes.

Increasinglyyouths are being
forced to go on YOP schemes.
Refusal of an offer of a YOP
place is used as an excuse to
cut social security on the
grounds that the claimant is
‘not available for work’? And
youths are warned that unless
they go on YOP schemes as a
sign of readiness to work, poss-
ible future employers will not
take themon.

On April 24th, youths at the
Polmadie Training Workshop
in the Gorbals cameouton strike
for 24 hours. Togetherwith local
SO supporters they have been
building support during the
last fortnight for a Glasgow-wide
strike of YOP workers:leaflett-
ing YOP workshops,getting pet-
itions circulated round local
factories, contacting local union
branches to get motions of sup-
port,etc.

For May 14th the plan is to
assemble outside the City
Chambers at midday for an
hour-long picket while a delega-
tion goes in to get the backingof
the Lord Provost, and then go
down to the ManpowerServices
Commission offices to hand in a
petition.

The lobbywillalso beused as
“an ‘Spportunity ta get namesof ‘delegates from, the. different
“YOP schemes to set up a co-
ordinatingcommittee.
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CPSA demands

  Coventrypolicetry
to stifleanti=racists

by Judith Bonner

ON FRIDAY May8th at mid-
day the funeral of Satnam
Singh Gill was held here in
Coventry. Over 1000 mourn-
ers — family friends and black
and white anti-racists — were

at the simple outdoor cere-
mony held in the grounds of
Canley cemetery.

Police cordoned off roads
and patrolled the route as
the funeral procession of cars,
vans and seven public trans-
port buses hired for the occas-
 

an all-out strike
by Stephen Corbishley
WHEN MARIONChalmers
of the CPSA Executive
challenged delegates at the
union’s conference at
Brighton to come forwardif
they could prove they had
the support of theirmem-
bers for escalating industr-
ial action, over 100 delegat-
es immediately made for
therostrum.

After weeks of selective
action in support of their
15% pay claim, civil serv-
ants are angry and in a mil-
ttant mood. The Tories’
11% award to the armed
forces has only added insult
to injury.

Despite opposition from
the CPSA Executive, the
delegates reflected that 

* Ireland's Fight for Freedom:filmand discussion.
' Women’s Rights and Gay Rights [workshop sessions]2 Whatsort of revolutionaryyouth paper? Worksho;sessions followed by a short plenary. °

* LL SCH ‘and film on El Salvador plus speaker].*

ments from workshops
comenrttee

‘45

Fore SacreSag

> Workshops: YCND, and History of the YS.3 Pyenar session. Discussion of resolution and amend-
- Elections for steering

Conterence ends Singing of the INTERNATIONAL
Laemee

growing militancy and
passed a motioncalling for
all-out action in the docks
and airports to be backed
up, if the Government is
still holding out, with a
complete shutdown for a
week.

A total shutdown would
affect the benefit computer
centres and the motion
therefore called for an
emergency payments syst-
em so that claimants would
be protected during the
strike.

Vague reference was
madeto the prospect of an
all-out indefinite strike
should these other tactics
not break the Tories’ tight
grip on civil servants’ pay,
but this idea was played

cement Ze eM?

down by the proponents of
the 5-day strike motion.

There is every danger,
however, that if the Tories
decide to go for a show-
down — knowingthata de-
feat could set the union
back years — the union will
be ill-prepared for an in-
definite strike. Only byfacing that prospect now
can the members be pre-pared for an__all-out
struggle.

A further problem is the
way the motion leaves the
calling of the different
formsof action to the union
leaders... if they seefit.

The CPSA is not alone
amongthecivil service un-
ions in committing itself to
escalating industrial act-

direction.

struggle

What's it all about?
COVENTRYyouthorganise anti-racistdefence after an
Asian is murdered by fascists in thecity centre. Republic-
an youthfight thearmy and the RUC onthestreets of
Derry. Modsfight it out with the police in Scarborough.
And Brixton smoulders.

Youth are fighting back. And we need a socialist youth
movementto help give that fightbackorganisation and

ion. The Civil Service Un-
ion, the Inland Revenue
Staff Federation, and the
Society of Civil and Public
Servants — yes, and even
the First Division Associa-
tion, representing 6,000
senior officials — are all
supporting strike action.
The Institute of Profess-
ional Civil Servants’ con-
ference meets next week.

Whatever the form of
strike action taken by the
civil servants, it should
get complete support.
Trade unionists should re-
fuse to work with those not
on strike, or to carry out
any work usually done by
strikers. Operations norm-
ally requiring the work of
civil servants should also be
blacked.

Barricade and Red Youth are calling a conference to
start buildinga National Left Wing Youth Movement

The National Left Wing Youth Movementwill be active
on every front of the struggle — for anti-racistworkers’
defence, for decent jobs for youth,for the rights of the
unemployed, for women’s rights and gay rights, for
nuclear disarmament, for solidarity with the Irish

Butit will also organise to maketheofficial Labour
Party Young Socialists the sort of movementit should be
the mass youthorganisation of the Labour Party that
youth ready to fight the Tories immediatelyturn to and
identify with.

The Young Socialists is the youth section of the labour
movement; butat presentit is dominated by the Militant
tendency,which reduces political activity to preaching
generalformulas about the needfor boldsocialist policies
nationalisationof thetop 220 monopolies,etc. Barricade
and Red Youth have been organising a revolutionary
opposition, and we wanttheNational Left Wing Youth
Movementto continue that work

Weare proposinga policy platform. At the Young Soc-
ialists conference this Easter, we found that hundredsof
Young Socialist activists support policies like these. On
the streets, hundreds are beginningto fight for them
Nowit’s our job to organise!
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LAST MINUTE: BL
announced a threat to
close Rover Solihull. The
answer must be: occupy,spread the fightbackthroughBL!
 

Metro:
get the
pickets
out!
SIX MONTHSafter the so-
called ‘riots’ at BL Longbridge
that resulted in the sacking of
four stewards and two other
workers, BL is using the same
tactics {intimidation of workers
and unnecessary lay-offs] ali
over again. And the same group
of workers — the Metro Trim
lines in CAB] — is fighting
back, despite the Longbridge
Works Committee's opposition
to thestrike.

The SO Longbridge bulletin
of 11th May explains the back-
groundto thedispute.

BL seem set upon recreat-6 ing exactly the samesitua-
tion in CABIthatled to last

November's ‘riot’. Things have
reached boiling point, with the
increase of track speeds to 31%
per hour.

Workers whowere pushed out
of station or couldn’t hold the
job have been given written
warnings for ‘insufficient
effort’.

On the headlining gang, the
IEs [work study engineers] have
arbitrarily reduced estimated
times allowed for elements of
the job, so that the time allowed
for sunshine roof models would
fit into the cycle of the track —

which is one car every 1 minute
56 seconds.

There were two downers over
the disciplinings. And then on
Thursday morning,the headlin-
ing gang were threatened with
written warnings if they didn’t
complete the job in station. The
next time a sunshine roof model
came downthetrack, they went
out of station, were given the
warnings, and walkedoff.

Managementthenstarted tak-
ing other CABI track workers
off the clock [although they
wanted rectifiers to work and
others to stay in the shop in
case the headliners went back!]
The outcome was that all CAB1
Trim and Assembly walked out,stopping all Mini and Metro
production.

Everyone reported Fridaymorning, but when CAB1 Trim
rejected the Works Committee’s
recommendation to return to
work while discussions took
place [although the companyrefused to withdraw the warn-ings], management immediately
started laying off. The nightshift had already rejected the
Works Committee recommend-
ation.

Managementare once againusing their tactic of immediatelayoffs in the event of anydispute.
What we need, instead ofjust going home because the

weather’s nice, is effective pick-eting to stop deliveries to
dealers and hit BL’s cash
flow straight away.

 ion made its way to the crem-
atorium from the Sikh temple
in Foleshill.

Four weeks have passed
since Satnam’s murder by a
bunch of racist thugs. Since
then the Anti-Racist Defence
Squad, with the support of the
black community in Coventry,
has organised threerallies in
the city centre precinct. The
aim is to declare openly that
there will be no more ‘no go
areas’ for blackpeople.

The rally on Saturday May
9th was peaceful, with speak-
ers from the Coventry labour
movement. Unfortunately all
the speakers were white (and
male), but even that wasindic-
ative of the breadth of supportalready gained for the anti-
racist defence squad.

With their usual bias the
local media, TV and radio,
interpretedthe rallies as ‘race
riots’, initiated by ‘outsiders’
(on ATV they said this while
holding a Coventry North-East
Labour Party Young Socialists
leafletto the camera!)

Although the rally was
peaceful, the police were not
so well controlled, and they
arrested five people (all black)
for no apparent reason, exceptthat they were there. In prev-ious rallies 11 anti-racists
had been arrested when the
police attempted to force us
out of theprecinct. One PC putit like this: ‘It’s bad enough
one of you walking throughWoollies, but a lot of you to-
gether is even more of an
intimidation to white
shoppers’’.

Now it’s evident that we
face more thanjustthefascists
in our fight against racistviolence, but this hasn’t’
deterred the black community
and the youth from taking a
stand against racism.

The precinct rallies have
been valuable, but the day to
day running of defence has
yet to be organised. Time is
not on our side. There have
been many moreracist attacks
since Satnam’s death.

As one Asian youth pointed
out, ‘‘the time is ready to go
on the offensive now, as well
as to defend’’.

The delay is partly due to
the burden of work on produc-ing leaflets for trade unions
and Labour Parties, the
national demonstration, peti-tions and collections.

But if we fail to organisecorrectly now, black youth
won't wait — and they will
run therisk of isolating them-
selves and falling victim to a
police backlash.

We must also seek to
involve West Indian youth.After a vicious sexual assault
on a young West Indian
womanbya groupoffour skin-
heads, some young West
Indians produced an Open
Letter to the Mayor (who
refused to distribute it)
warning that Coventry could
“make Brixton look like a tea-
party’’.

The Asian youth are the
backbone of the fight against
racism. Established leaders
in their community are trying
to hold them back. We must
make certain this does not
happen. On thecontrary, more
and more militant youngpeople, including young Asian
women who aretraditionally
very muchkeptoutof political
life, must be drawn into the
fight. ©

We'llbe discussing and org-anising to make sure that the
North-EastLPYSplays a majoractiverole in this work.
Nationaldemonstration
NO MORE RACIST

MURDERS!
Saturday 23rd May, lpm,Edgewick Park,Coventry.
 

 


