
Join the
Labour
Party

Paper of the Socialist Organiser Alliance

DEMONSTRATE!Sunday May 17, 2.30pm from
TowerHilldown Fleet Street. Sunday May 23, from
Hyde Park to TrafalgarSquare. Organised by the Ad
Hoc Committee on the Falklands.

THE BRITISH gutter press
roars its applause at every
salvo fired by Thatcher’stask force at ‘enemy’ trawl
ers and tankers. Tory back-
benchers bay for more blood
- demanding the bombing
of ‘enemy’ airports and
ports, or an ‘over the top’
assault on the Talklands
themselves.

And as British imperial-
ism threatens to blow out of
the water any Argentine
boat: or plane found more
than 12 miles off their own
coastline, a witch hunt is
openedupin Britain.

In the midst of a racist
and _chauvinist. hysteria
against Argentina, any critic
of the British attack is
accused by the Tories and
their allies of treason.

But we don’t need to
;
look to the Argentina junta

‘to find our enemy: the
Thatcher government and
the bloated British ruling
class are here at home.

Thatcher, heaping attack
after attack on British work-
ers, is a worthy descendant
of British imperialism,which
looks back upon a bloody
history of exploitation and
repression that have left a
trail of misery, poverty and
violence across all_five
continents, and whose
troops are even now meting
out daily brutality to the
Catholic population of the
Six Counties of Northern
Ireland.

Arms
Hand in hand with

Reagan, the Thatcher goy-
ernment is working to escal-
ate the arms build-up by
imperialism, aiming to assert
and re-assert the power to
exploit and oppress world-
wide.

This government andits
military machine are our
enemy. It is those leaders
of the labour movement who
comfort the Tories who are
the traitors... to the working
class. .

Thatcher’s government
represents the British mill- 

 
 
privilege and power from ex-
ploiting British workers and
millions of people all across
the world? Britain’s armed
forces are the mailed fist of
that class.

They have gone to the
South Atlantic to deliver a
smackof that mailed fist. All
considerations about the
Falklanders’ rights are strict-
ly secondary. Even the
Tories themselves now say
that. The issue, they say, is
Britain’s (read: the British
ruling class’s) authority in
the world.

The mailed fist of the
British ruling class is a fist
directed against us at home
and ourallies — the working
people — all across the
world. :

In this confrontation as
in every other, its victories
are defeats for us.

It is our main enemy —

the enemy at home. We
should fight to defeat it — to
force the withdrawal of the
fleet, to black military
supplies, to campaign and
demonstrate against the war,
and to bring down the

&

Againstallbans andproscriptiv....

Thatcher government.
Shore and Callaghan with

their open ‘support, Foot
with his whimpering
acquiescence, and union
leaders (such as the TGWU
leaders who called off last
week’s dock strike) who
collaborate with the war
drive, are all sabotaging what
should be the real wareffort
by the British working class
— the class war against the
bosses’ government and

_
its

military machine.
A mere handful of lead-

ing Labour left-wingers —

TonyBenn,Judith Hart, Reg
Race — have stood out
against the war — thoughit
is clear that the war is opp-osed by many workers.

As we go to press, new
proposals are reportedly
being floated in talks in New
York. What proposals, no-
one knows outside the
charmed circle of the em-
battled ruling classes. How-
ever bitter their warfare with
each other, even more sharp
is their hostility to their
own working classes and
their determination to keep
the negotiations secret — to
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ensure that any deal is made
over the heads of the people
whostand to suffer.

If the deal is to lead to
the Falklands becoming a
US military base, for exam-
ple, then the people of
the islands and of Argentina
(and us) will be the last ones
to be consulted.

Slaughter
Despite what many Lab-

our Ieft-wingers say, secking
for a ‘statesmanlike’alternat-
ive to war, the business of
economic sanctions and neg-
otiations is no less the busi-
ness of our enemics — an
exercise in imperialist power
politics than the military
battles.

Moreover, the negotiat-
ions are very far fromcertain
to stop the military battles
escalating and escalating,
perhaps, in coming wecks,to
muchgreater slaughter than
has been scen so far.

Our alternative must be:
withdrawthe fleet. Uncondi-
tionally,and at once.

The enemyis at home;

 
ABOUT 2,000 people marched through Lon-
don last Sunday to commemorate the first
anniversary of the death of H Block hunger
striker Bobby Sands and calling for the
immediate withdrawai of British troops from
the north of Ireland and self-determination
for the Irish people as a whole.

Speakers included Owen Carron MP and
GLCleader Ken Livingstone.

Islington councillor and Socialist Organiser
supporter Alan Clinton, speaking to demon-
strators before the march began, pointed out
that he had called for ‘Troops Out’ in his
election address for the local elections and
had won comfortably, thus proving that it
was possible to raise the question of Ireland
within the workingclass.

SIMANOL
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THE LABOUR movement
conference on racism orgdn-
i by Coventry Trades
Council on May 8 gave a
clear call for the building of
an organised working-class
fightback against racism and
fascism. :

The main speakers told
of where the leadership of
both the unions and the
Labour Party had failed to
answer the call of black
workers in their struggle ag-
ainst racist bosses, state
discrimination and harass-
ment, racist legislation. and
fascist violence,

The failure during last
year’s wave of fascist viol-
ence of Coventry’s massively
powerful labour movement
to offer any responsebeyond polite gestures or
outright betrayals shows the
necessity for trade union
militants to take up the
political struggle inside the
organisations of the working
class,

Alterations
The conference was well

attended by local trade
unionists, and a large pro-portion were black workers
and youth. Local Labour
Party wards and delegates
from several Midlands Trades
Councilswere also there.

Predictably, the so-called
leaders elected or paid byall
workers to represent their
interests did not feel the
need to attend.

Trudi de Heney (a black
GMWUofficial from Nott-
ingham) outlined the TUC
Charter for Black Workers.
She interpreted it as a step
forward for the whole trade

union movement, but emph-
asised that it has remained
paper policy and that local
trade unionists must force
the leadership to implement
it.

Gulam Mayet of the
Black Trade Unionists’ Soli-
darity Campaign spoke of
the racism in the unions
themselves, as well as the
failure of the unionsto take
up a strong position on
racism in society. This
played into the hands of the
racist bosses on the shop
floor.

He posed to the audience
the need for positive action
in the whole of the trade
union movement. He also
spoke of the necessity for
black officials, and this pro-
voked some sharp discussion
later on.

Another speaker outlined

theLabour Party’s history of
first bringing in immigrants
as cheap labour in the *40s
and the °50s, thenjoining in
with the Tories in passing
and enforcing racist immigra-
tion legislation.

She argued that the
reformism and the betrayals
of the labour movement
leadership had allowed the
bosses and the capitalist
media to get away with
blaming blacks for the
failure of the economy to
provide jobs and decent
living conditions.

In the afternoon session,
these questions were taken
up by contributions and
motions from the floor. The
theme was soon established
of the need for a labour
movement programme and
organisation against racism
and fascism, in order to

 
make the unions and Labour
Party the vanguard against
racist attacks, whether by
the state, bosses,or fascists.

Among the attempts to
give a practical content to
the Trades Council state-
ment on racism was a
motion from_Leicester
Trades Council which called
for direct links to be establ-
ished with black workers in
struggle in South Africa,and
for support in particular
struggles like those at
Dunlop and Wilson Rown-
tree.

Various other local trade
unionists spoke of their
practical experiences in the
TGWU, in the AUEW, and
at Massey Ferguson. A
Socialist Organiser supporter
said that in several wards in
Coventry the local Labour
Parties were in a position to

organise against racists and
fascists, and that while this
was not to be counterposed
to the right of black workers
to organise their owndefence, it was a steptowards building a labour
movement organisation in
Coventry that could con-
front the fascists and lead
the political fight against
racism.

An organisation of black
youth and workers, the
Coventry Asian Labour
Alliance, made a powerful
intervention into the
conference with two
motions that called upon the
Trades Council (along with
other labour movement org-anisations) to build a local
and a national organisation
in order to fight for an anti
racist and an .anti-fascist
programme in the labour
movement and coordinate
anti-fascist and anti-racist
mobilisation.(See inset).

Beside these motions,
the Coventry Asian Labour
Alliance proposed several
amendments to the Trades
Council document on
racism.These added:

A ban on union
positions being held by
racists,

2. A ban on fascists in
the unions,

3. No. platform for
fascists and racists,

4. Full material and
practical support for anti
fascist struggles,

5. Take up the struggle
in the workplaces for the
workers themselves to org-
anise their own defence ag-
ainst racist violence, and -

to force the employers to
foot thebill.

Socialist Organiser plans
Labour Conferencefor

AT the May Socialist Organ-
iser Alliance Delegate Meet-°
ing, held last Sunday 9th,
and attended by delegates
from 13 SO Groups, the
following decisions were
taken:

*To support and argue
for a united left slate in this
year’s elections to the
Labour Party NEC, and to
accept the proposed list that
was reported from the
Labour Liaison 82 meeting
on Saturday, May 8 with
ane exception.

It was agreed that the
delegate from SO should
continue to argue against the
melusion of Judith Hart on a
left slate, and instead that
two of the places in the
women’s section slate should
be chosen by those women’s
campaigns supporting
Labour Liaison 82 —-—

Women’s Fightback; CLPD
Women’s Action Committee;
and the Labour Abortion
Rights Campaign.

*To open discussion in
the paper (through signed
articles) and in the groups
ton the tactical advisability
of the Alliance campaigning
for a challenge against Foot
tpreferably by Tony Benn)
m this year’s leadership
elections. .

*Manchester SO group
felt there had been inade-
quate discussion in the dele-
gate meetings of the paper
and its emphasis. The dele-
gate meeting agreed and
called for more regular and

 

better prepared meetings,
held in different parts of the
country.

*To circulate the follow-
ing model resolutions for
this year’s Labour Party
Conference:

POLAND:

“This conference
deplores the declaration of
martial law in Poland and
the attempt to crush the
free trade union Solidarnosc.
It calls upon the NEC to
adopt the following
demands:

1. The lifting of martial
law in Poland,

2. The freeing of all
internees and political
prisoners,

3. The restoration of all
trade union and democratic
rights won since August
1980,

4. The return to Solid-
arnosc of all property con-
fiscated by the military
junta,

5. The reinstatement of 

all those sacked for refusing
to take the ‘oath of loyalty’
renouncing membership of
Solidarnosc.

This conference also calls
upon the NECandall other
sections of the British labour
movement to break all links
with the official ‘trade
unions’ and the ruling Com-
munist Parties of the Warsaw
Pact countries, all of whom
support the Polish military
junta.

We believe that the
British labour movement
should instead give full sup-
port to Solidarnosc as the
authentic movement of the
Polish working class, strugg-
ling against the Stalinist
bureaucracy for workers’
power and socialist demo-
cracy.

Conference also calls on
the NEC to campaign for
direct action by the British
working class movement,
including blacking of trade
with Poland, in pursuit of
the above five demands.”

THE ECONOMY:

“This conference consid-
ers that the Party publica-
tions “Labour’s Plan for
Jobs” and “Britain on the
Dole’? were seriously inade-
quate.

.It calls on the NEC to
include in all future state-
ments on the economy:

*Unequivocal opposi-
tion to all ‘incomes policy’
under capitalism.

*Commitment to the
implementation by the next
Labour government of.
Clause IV part 4.— without
compensation for the big
shareholders.

*Worksharing without
loss of pay, linked to
workers’ alternative plans
like the Lucas Aerospace 

Plan, to provide useful jobs
for all.

*Commitment to
women’s equalright to a job,
and to measures necessary to
guaranteethisright, like ade-
quate nursery/child-care
facilities and positive
discrimination in employ-
ment.

*Automatic monthly
cost-of-living increases in all
wage agreementslinked to a
working class price index.

This conference declares
that a Labour Government
seriously committed to the
socialist reconstruction of
society must cut through the
vested interests of the British
tuling class and, as necessary,
defy and repudiatetherules,
dictates and constraints of
the IMFand EEC.

Yet the programme of
import controls and an isol-
ated ‘independent’ Britain
is delusory. The Labour
Party should appeal to the.
workers of Europe over the
heads of their rulers for a

common ‘ programme and
common action against the
capitalist class in the entire
EEC.

Our alternative to the
EEC must be not an ‘inde-
pendent’ Britain, but the
Socialist United States of
Europe by way of building
on the post-war integration
of the West European econ-
omy, seizing control of it
and extending it rather than
seeking to unscramble it.”

6. Total opposition to all
immigration controls.

All the above motions
were accepted in principle,
and referred to the Trades
Council, the platform
arguing that the conference
could not bind the Tiades
Council. Howevertheresolu-
tion calling for a local
coordinating committee was
accepted there and then.

The task facing working
class militants now is to
fight for the practical imple+
mentation at every level in
the local labour movement
of these decisions. The fight
is only beginning nationally
to build an anti-racist camp-

our movement must answer
|fascist violence Aly Mir and Piyushi Kotecha report on moves towards a national anti-racist/anti-fascist labour movement campaign

aign in the labour move-
ment.

While representatives of
the last Labour Government
like Roy Hattersley — co-
responsible for laying down
milestones in the betrayalof
black workers -— remain
the unchallenged spokesmen
on immigration for the lab-
our Party and unions, black
workers have everythingstill
to fear.

The conference has yet
to be madeinto a first and
decisive step towards putting
the organisations of the
working class in the van-
guard of the struggle against
racism and fascism.

This conference calls on
the Coventry Trades
Council to convene a
conference with the co-
sponsorship of other lab-
our movement organisa-
tions, and delegates from
labour movement organ-
isations in England,
Wales and Scotland, to
discuss the founding of a
national labour move-
ment anti-racist and
anti-fascist organisation.
Such a body would have
the aim of fighting for
anti-racistand anti-fascist
policies insideall theorg-anisations of the labour
movement, and coordin-
ating anti-fascist and anti
racist mobilisations
nationally.

~ the

This conference calls
upon the Coventry
TradesCouncil to initiate
moves within the Cov-
entry labour movement
for a joint labour move-
ment coordinating com-
mittee against fascism
and racism. Such a body
would have the aim of
fighting for anti-racist/|anti-fascist policies inside|all the organisations of;Coventry labour
movement, coordinating
anti-racist/ —_anti-fascist
action locally, and build-
ing links with similar
bodies that exist nation-
ally. 

STa4VHNHOL

Socialist Organiser will be supporting the model resolution
from the Labour Committee on Ireland

In addition, also to sup-
port the model. resolutions
circulated by Women’s
Fightback, Labour Commit-
tee on Ireland and the CLPD
on the democratic issues.

*To pass the following
addition to the statement
Women and the Socialist
Organiser Alliance’, moved
by the Edinburgh SO group:

“When women members
of SO becomepregnant it is
to be expected that at stages
of their pregnancy they will
not be expected to attend
SO meetings. Therefore com-
trades should be appointed
by the SO Organiser/Group

to visit women comrades so
that they are still able to
play a part in the decisions
of the SO Group”.

*The Socialist Organiser
Annual General Meeting
would be held over the
weekend of June 26 and 27
in Coventry, with the follow-
ing deadline for resolutions
and amendments: resolu-
tions, June 8; Amendments,
June 22.

*A short delegate meet-
ing would beheld in Lon-
don on the morning of
Sunday June 6 before the
CND demonstration.

 



 
The Municipal Employees’
Association, which was to become
NUPE,wasinvolved in the major
strikes of 1911 and 1926.

General Secretary JackWills
claimed ‘‘We were more success-
ful than any other unionin getting
our membersbackto work.”’

In May 1974,as militant action
erupted amongst nurses and
forced COHSEbureaucratsto
call overtime bansandselective
strikes, NUPE leader Alan
Fisher attackedthe action as an
‘“rresponsible act of amateur

’adventurers."
In the winter of 1978-9 NUPE

leaders instructed nursesthatthey
could take any action ‘“‘short of
trike action”? in pursuit of their.

 
Will management
play it tough?

THE DHSS 1979 circular
‘If Industrial Relations
reak Down”’ spells out a
series of management
tactics, such as non-pay-
mentofstrikingstaff.

In a confidential docu-
ment for Leicestershire
AHA management these
points have been expanded
on:

‘‘Employeeswho present
themselves for work but
refuse to work normally 

(. . .) will be regarded as
beingin breachof contract.

Heorshewillbe offered
such a proportion of normal-
payments as considered
appropriate by manage-
mentin relation to the pro-
portion of work done. This
will take the form of an
ex gratia payment andwill
not be the subject of nego-
tiation.
OR
The employees concerned

Miners vote
to support

THE JOINT Lodges of the
South Wales miners have
voted to strike on May 19
in solidarity with NHS work-
ers, and will be joining us on
picket lines and on a demon-
stration which has been call-
ed in Cardiff on thatday.

Intensive lobbying isstill

SOUTH WALES
ACTION

OVER the last week there
have been stoppages in most
hospitals. in South Wales
along the guidelines issued
by CoHSE,which have been
supported by members of
other unions.

in Mid Glamorgan, ali
routine admissions have been
stopped due to a work to
tule and ban on overtime by
linen staff, nursing staff, and
others. In the mental health
divisions in Wales, only
emergencies are being
admitted.

HEALTH WORKERS FOR
THE FULL CLAIM: first
bulletin out now, articles
urgently needed for the
second bulletin!

Send articles to/order
copies from Anna Lunts,
78 High St,  Atherton,.
Lancashire (0942 877296).
Please send money with
orders to cover postage.

 

going on in the NUM in an
effort to pull out the whole
of the SouthWalescoalfield.
The Joint Lodges have put
an emergency resolution to
the South Wales area confer-
ence calling for this.

Health workers are also
seeking solidarity from
workers in other industries.
The UCW has informed the
University Hospital (Cardiff)
joint trade union committee
that no post will cross the
picketlines on the 19th.

Weare also seeking supp-
ort from dockers and sea-
men.

If the 12 per centis to be
won, such solidarity action
will be vital. And it is poss-
ible. The example shown by
the miners must be taken
into other workplaces.

OVER 100 NUPE and
COHSE members

_
took

action in Cardiff Royal
Infirmary last Wednesday,
followed by a 2.hourlight-
ning strike on Monday 10
May.

The response was good,
particularly from patients
and patients’ relatives, who
although they crossed the
picket line, expressed sup-
port for our claim.

The 2 hour strike was
seen by everyone who took
part as a run-up to a,gone-
day strike, preferably ofgan-
ised on anarea basis.

We had publicity from
local radio and press and it
was a great morale booster.

.

shall be advised that all
pay shall be stopped whilst
industrial action continues
but the Authority is pre-
pared to pay on a full-
time basis that number of
staff which the Author-
ity considers necessary to
maintain the level of
service offered.
OR
Where in the opinion of
management the level of
service offered is not
acceptable (. . .), the
appropriate manager will
determine whether or not
the refusal to work normal-
ly constitutes a serious and
material breach of con-
tract which justifies the
sending home of the
employee concerned with-
out pay.

On any day when an
employee works less than
his contractual hours he is
in breach of contract and

_loses his right to be paid for
thatday. management may
exercise their right to with-
hold pay for such time as

managementestimates that
theemployee wasin breach
of his contract or may offer
an ex gratia payment,
which will not be negoti-
able, based upon the
proportion of the day
which was worked.”’

The overall impression
is that a very different
and much harder manage- °

ment. responseis likely in
this dispute than in the dis-
pute in 1978/9.

It also means that if
weare to win this dispute,
then there can be no half
measures.

Work to rules, lightning
strikes, etc., are useful
only insofar as they pre-
pare the membership for
all-out strike action as the
only way to defeat manage-
ment and the govern-
ment.

Charlie Sarell
| ~“t FIEALIH MU]Hort

s NALCO
NUPE
SOCAT
TCWU
UCATT'NITYIS STRENCTH

JE

‘A
JTUC

action.

claim and refused to support
strikes by ambulancedrivers.

Fisher described the NUPE
NEC's rejection of the 9%sell-out
offer as a ‘‘personal tragedy"’.

During the occupation against
the closure of St. Benedicts
Hospital in South London, Fisher
eventually got off his backside to
visit the picket line only when the
raids by scabs and police were
at theirheight. He firmly
denouncedthepickets,
condemning whathecalled ‘‘the
use of force to prevent patients
being movedoutof the hospital"’.

NowFisher has come out with
repeated statements thatNUPE will
not involve nurses in industrial
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Hit themwith
everything!

IN 1981, ambulance drivers
were the only large group in
the health service to take
action against the six per
cent wage limit. The action,
spreading over June and
July, was mainly confined
to one day complete stopp-
ages, and was especially
strong in Scotland, London,
and Liverpool. The total
strikes were all unofficial.

The leadership of NUPE,
CoHSE, TGWU and GMWU
refused to back the with-
drawal of the accident and
emergency service despite
the fact that stewards’ com-
mittees in the militant areas,
representing the majority of
the membership, felt that
this was the only effective
form ofaction.

In NUPE, the fight to
win official backing for total
action reached a particularly
high level. At the health sect-
ion of the Annual Confer-
ence in Bournemouth in
May, an emergency resolut-
ion calling for official supp-
ort for all-out stoppages,
passed unanimously, was
subsequently overturned
by the Executive Council.
Troughout the dispute the
militant areas continued to
stage all-out, one-day wild-
cat strikes, while the leader-
ship persisted in calling for
ineffective partial action.

The NUPE leadership
also did their best to kill the
unofficial action. At one 

Oxford health workers demonstrated on April 17 (abov- sR ren O¢ eg CO

point they used manage-
ment’s telexing equipment
to attempt to dissuade work-
ers from following a one-day
strike call in London.

The action was event-
ually defeated. For one small
group of workerschallenging
a central plank of govern-
ment economic policy, a
defeat soon became inevit-
able — once the battle for
official support had been
lost.

Crucial
The strikes posed many

questions and problems
which are crucial to this
year’s pay struggle: most
notably on the attitudes and
reactions to the question of
emergency cover.

Perhaps most important,
the strikes demonstrated
aspects of this government’s
reaction to action by health
workers. Following the
example of the Callaghan
government during the 1979
strikes, army ambulances
and medical units were put
on stand-byin the cities. But
there the parallel ends,
because this governmentdid

not use them, even though
there were several times
when the police and volunt-
ary services were hopelessly
overstretched.

Asthe strikes progressed,
there was a noticeable toning
down of the reaction in the
press, in stark contrast to the
hysterical witch-hunting of
the winter of discontent.
Also, local management in
London refused to take up
the offer by Londonstrikers
to turn out during a major
incident, despite the, fact
that there was such an
incident -— the Southall
disturbances — during the
July 3 strike.

These facts are in clear
pointer to this government’s
strategy against striking
health workers. During the
ambulance dispute, they
refused to authorise any act
which would acknowledge
the effectiveness of the
strikes, no matter how many
people suffered as a consequ-
ence. In my opinion,thereis
only one answerto this: hit
them with the maximum
strength.. Appeals to their
conscience are a waste of
breath.

Scots walk-out
ON TUESDAY May 4,over
200 CoHSE members from
Bangour hospital in Edin-
burgh staged a one hour
walk-out, providing emerg-
ency cover only. This show-
ed yet again that the milit-
ancy of health service work-
ers is on the rise. But with-
out a massive campaign for
all-out action, with emergen-
cy cover under trade union
control, this militancy will
turn into disillusion.

On the same day, Tues-
day 4th, a smail group of
workers from the Royal Ed-
inburgh Hospital staged a
picket and got around 400

 

 
 
  

signatures for a petition in
support of the industrial
action by NHS workers. On
Saturday 8th a similarpicket
got about 800 signatures.

There. will be a mass
meeting of all shop stewards
in the Lothian health service
on May12to discuss the pay
claim. But union officials
are attempting to prevent
speakers from the floor of
this mass meeting.

A mass demonstration
and rally is called for May
19, and we hope for a turn-
out of well over 2000.

FRED HESSLER

Tee ole Ole me:
we aeeee Dee eh waws eo Poe eeeTErs

 
RCN

hits at
the

unions
HEALTH service workers
who are preparing for a
battle over pay are being
attacked not only by the
government, but also by the
Royal College of Nursing.

The RCN long. since
passed the point of being a

drag on the workforce. It is
an open enemy. .

Dame Catherine Hall, the
outgoing general secretary.
used a speech at the recent
congress to solidarise with
the government against
health service workers.

She and the rest of the
RCN leadership are deter-
mined to gain some agree-
ment over pay with the
government by two means.
One is by distinguishing
nurses in the RCN from all
sections of NHS workers
whorecognise that industrial
action has been forced on
them.

The other is to distin-
guish nurses as a special case
~ which means backing the
government in keeping dgwn
the wages of domestic, scien-
tific, and otherworkers.

The RCN leadership has
already abandoned the
nurses’ claim for this year.
Hall focused hope for pay
rises on the formula
promised by the government
to create a framework for
long-term settlement in
future years.

She said those talks had
been blocked by the ‘‘other
unions” (she means the
unions) on thestaff side.

“My view is that we
should test the goodwill of
the government. They want
to do something towards a
better deal but it is nurses
they are concerned with.

“But nurses will lose out
if they have to carry other
health service workers on
their backs. I would not
want to detract in any way
from the contribution made
to the National Health Ser-
vice by everyone who works
within it. But those who
perform duties other than
nursing must. press for their
own agreements on the basis
of their own work”.

The RCN leadership has
however been forced to
accept a ballot on the
question of permitting indus-
trial action (at present it is
enshrined in the RCN consi+
tution that it is outlawed.
The only purpose of the m

,
action rule 12, is to mata
RCN members off from the
trade unions.

Oneofthebest ways thet
union members can br2ax
RCN members from
reactionaryorganisation is
show them the viciou
ments that their leaders
uses.

The weekly
Nursing Standa
NUISs

 

RCN pares. 
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THEWARCOMES TO —

FLEET STREET ©

THIS was the week the war
in the South Atlantic finally
came to Fleet Street:

Tensions between the
vying ‘patrols’ broke out
into battle with a ferocious-
ness unequalled in recent
press history.

The Sun openedfire with
an editorial which named
the Guardian (“pygmy
circulation”) and the Mirror
“Pretensions as a mass sale
newspaper . . .

a timorous
winging publication” as well
as the BBC and Peter Snow
as traitors.

The Sun has outpaced
the opposition in racism,
jingoism, and callousness.
When a British submarine
sank the General Belgrano,
killing 368 people, it repor-
ted the news undertheexul-
tant headline ‘Gotcha’.

This column has already
referred to. the Sun repor-
ter who signed a Sidewinder
missile “Up Yours Galtieri”
on behalf of Sun and News
of the World readers and
then boasted that ‘his’
missile had shot down an
Argentine plane.  
 
   
  
 
  
 
  
 

 

by Patrick Spilling
If the Sun thought it

had hit an easy target it
was soon back on the defen-
sive. The Mirror devoted a
full page the following day
to a counter-attack under
the headline The Harlot of
Fleet Street’. It began by
calling the Sun a “coarse
and demented newspaper”
and continued:

“There have been lying
newspapers before. But in
the past month it has broken
all records.

“It has long been a
tawdry newspaper. But since
the Falklands crisis began it
has fallen from the gutter to
the sewer...

“From behind the safety
of its typewriters it has
called for battle to com-
mence to satisfy its blood-
lust. The Sun today is to
journalism what Dr. Josef
Goebbels was to truth, Even
Pravda would blush to be
bracketedwith it.”

So much onthedefensive
was the Murdoch group that
the News of the World did
not come to the Sun’s
defence — instead calling for

ME PA@?
Lye tet bawon
Garey enrolWas:

pets

  
  

  

 

As Foot’s jingo leftism fades into straight jingoism,
smarty Labour activistsare asking: hasn't the time
enantiochasergetum fap Labour leader?
wee

 

a cease fire in Fleet Street.
The Sun had a rather

whining column of its own
in which it complained that
a political furore was being
‘whipped up’, by ‘melodram-
atic posturing’.

The savagery of this dis-
agreement takes some
explanation. The Mirror
follows the line of the
Labour Party front bench —

that it was right to send the
fleet and right to indulge.in
a bit of mild skirmishing,but
that this, that and the other
would probably turn out to
be unwise. In any.eventit’s a
bad businessalright.

The Sunis slightly to. the
tight of Winston Churchill.
Churchill wants to bomb the
Argentine mainland. The
Sun doesn’t much care who
it bombs so long as they are
foreign. (Its other contribu-
tion to the war effort is to
send giant copies of its
Page 3 girls out to the fleet
where presumably_the
marines stay in training by
masturbating over the ‘forces
favourites’).

However the impetus for
the Sun attack did not come
from the Tory backbenchers
but from Thatcherherself.

It was Thatcher who
attacked the BBC forreport-
ing both the British and
Argentine claims -— and
thereby casting doubts over
which wasto be believed.

The Sun merely added
the rhetoric.

It justified its attack
through the simple propos-
ition “A British citizen is
either on his country’s side
or heis its enemy.”

Does this mean then that
it is only sections of the
British press that are in the
pocket of the government?
Is the concept of ‘press

.freedom’ (within capitalism)
being upheld by those
brandedastraitors?

The answeris yes and no.-

MICHAEL FOOT will sure-
ly never again be able to
call himself an “inveterate
peacemonger”’ withoutbeing
drowned by jeers. But really
he was not as wrong asall
that. Only he should have
been more precise. Foot is
indeed an inveterate suppor-
ter of peace . . .

with the
Tories and the right wing.

His policy throughouton
.

the Falkland crisis has been
guided by the wish to keep
his hands clean — short of
political war against the
Tories!

So when Galtieti invaded,
Foot declared that the
Tories were at fault for
letting matters go so far, but
by jingo something should
nowbedone.

Limb
Foot supported sending

the fleet. Of course, he
added, it would be best if
the fleet could avoid any
action onceit arrived.

The British forces arrived
and stormed South Georgia.
Again Foot supported what
the Tories had done. But —

he whined — wouldn’t it be
nice if everything could pro-
ceed through polite negotia-
tions from then on?

The Tories were con-
temptuous. They. after all.

JOHN
HARRIS 

McDonald:the Tories’ master ofdoublespeak :

There is certainly more
alarm in the newsrooms of
the ‘serious’ press about the
tole which the government
has mapped outforit.

The Sunday Timesnearly
two weeks ago complained
that journalists with the
British Fleet were finding
out aboutBritish attacksby
listening to the BBC World
Service.

Death

The Observerlast Sunday
described in more detail how
their journalists were being
muzzled. Newsof the ‘loss’
of two Harriers was with-
held until the polls had
closed (and then explained
by saying that the multi-
million pound aircraft had
collided in fog!)

Fight the ‘jingo
eft’. had actually been negotia-

ting, and they knew that in
the business of big-power
negotiations armed mission-
aries are the only ones with
a chance of making con-
versions. Foot wanted the
pleasant face of negotiations
without the brute realities
behindit.

So the fleet proceeded to
sink the Belgrano. Did Foot
condemn it? Not at ail. He
said the situation was very
serious and there should be
a parliamentary debate.

Now the option is being
aired of a British invasion
of the Falklands. Foot’s
opinion? Very tricky. “A
monstrous gamble”. Perhaps
a long blockade would be
better.

But invasion is
excluded on principle.

If the British forces actu-
ally do invade, we can guar-
antee Foot will support theaccomplished fact - provi-
ded it is successful.

It is significant that on
this issue Foot is being
dragged along by Peter
Shore. Shore — who came
out for accepting Thatcher’s
private talks on the war, and
who on TV has denied any
significant differences
between Labour and the
Tories over the war — is not
exactly the same as Healey
or Hattersley.

not

Ministry of Defence
public relations officers
(knownbythejournalists as
‘thought police’) vet copy
from the Fleet and delete
references to” the weather,
location, names of ships,
namesof crews. :

According to the Obser-
ver, “stories which might sap
morale are also discour-
aged”.

Twice D notice ‘requests’
have been made to Fleet
Street to delete material
from stories. On both occas-
ions the papers have com-
plied.

Even the Daily Mail has
complainedof thepaucity of
information put out by the
Ministry of Defence.

In an editorial headed
“winning the propaganda
war”it said:

“If theoften lyingpropa-

Shore is from the same
species as Foot — the Jingo
Left’. Foot used to have
some real left credentials
which Shore never had, but
more and more those are
absorbed by the hard shell
of jingoism. Foot becomes
more and more like Shore,
whose ‘radicalism’ consists
solely of loud opposition to
the EEC.

‘Jingo leftism’ filters all
politics through the estab- -

lished British state institu-
tions.

It wants the privileges
and pomp of British imper-
ialism without the ‘sordid
brutality but then
settles for the sordid brutal-
ity after all. The only ques-
tion it ever asks is ‘what
should Britain do?’, not
‘what should the working
class do internationally?’.

ganda of the Argentines
obtains extensive and undes-

‘erved coverage this is very”
largely because the Ministry
has so little to say and that
little is often late...

“Distinguished—_British
correspondents re little
better treated than those
from other countries like,for instance, those of the
Soviet block.”

Harlot
Journalists are forbidden

to mention weather condi-
tions in the Falklands,infor-
mation available through one
phonecall to New York.The
Argentinians in any case
don’t even need to make a

McDonald, the
defence spokesman on tele-
vision, will surely go down
in history as a master of
doublespeak. His carefully
enunciated categorical state-
ments have to be revised
almost before they are out
of his mouth.

(For three weeks all the
media have been blithely
assuring the world that the
blockade has been main-
tained. Last weekend the
television began referring to
the ships and planes which
have reached the island from
Argentina as if they were
already common know-
ledge).

Those papers whichcriti-
cise governmentpress tactics
object to the crudeness of
the disinformation service.
The BBC specifically defen-
ded its so-called ‘balanced
treatment’ on the grounds
that by reporting some
Argentine claims it would
gain greater respect around
the world.

None of the press claim
the right to attack British

Shore: four-square behind Tories
But it is that second

question that the labour
movement should ask. Point
1 of the answeris: force the
withdrawal of the British

 
policy head-on — despitedeep reservations on the partof large ‘sections of capital
over escalation, The Times
and the Spectator are just
two publications which arestrongly opposed to bomb-
ing the mainland of Argen-tina,

The ‘responsible’ press
wants freedom to support
the government on its own
terms. The government. and
Ministry of Defence wants a
press totally controlied and
operating within militarylimitations. As the Daily
Mail put it. ‘The Ministry

. seems to be under the
impression that the media
will publish what it says and
no more’.

We should not be afraid
to recognise that the differ-
ence of opinion is an impor-
tant one. All the media is
engaged in stoking up sup-
port for the war to one
extent or another by declar-
ing the views of those who
want an immediate end to
the war and the recall of the
fleetto be beyondbounds.

But the Sun hasputitself
out on a limb’ and that
limb should be hacked off.
The NUJ General Secretary
has issued a statement con-
demning the Sun. There
should be some immediate
action through the NUJ
complaints committee to
sling those responsible out of
theunion.

Nor should opponents of
the war overestimate the.
powerof. the press. The poll
published by commercial
television at the weekend
showed that despite all the
propaganda blasts, one third
of the population on no
account wants any more
fighting.

The basis for a mass anti-
war movement exists. Press
lies in the long mn will add
fuel to thatmovement. 
 

Labour Parties and
trade unions should be cam-
paigning for thatanswer, and
for a leadership that will
fight forit.

fleet.

.
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BEHINDTHE BRAVADO
POLISH REGIME FEARS
SOLIDARITYONE OFthe consequences
of the declaration last
Decemberofa ‘state of war’
in Poland by the Stalinist

,

regime wastheestablishment
of a system of military
commissars — parallel to the
government and Communist
Party apparatus — to run the
factories, farms and govern-
ment offices.

One such commissar at
the state radio andtelevision
networksrecently conducted
a meeting with Communist
Party members under his
supervision to explain the
current situation.

A tape recording of the,
session was made and was
circulated and copied in
Warsaw. The French news-
paper Le Mondeobtained a

copy of the tape and made a
translation from Polish.

We publish here extracts
of the transcript.

Military Commissar: Some
comrades are saying Solidar-
ity was a papertiger thatwas
liquidated overnight, Decem-
ber 12 and 13, that it is no
longer dangerousand thatit
has ceased_functioning.
Given this conviction, we
have had to deal with state-
ments saying that we have
won, that it is high time to
celebrate our victory andlift
the state of war; that every-
thing is back in order.

This idea is being put
forward by comrades whosit
in their offices in armchairs
under potted palms, people
who not very long ago were
threatened, but who no
longer are because they are
under the umbrella of the
army.Well, their evaluation of
the situation is wrong;
what’s more, it is very harm-
ful. Because, dear comrades,
the situation is complex,
complicated and it is funda-
mentally difficult to foresee
how it will evolve in the
months to come.

And if one of you asks:
how much longer will the
state of war last? It seems to

 
me the answeris simple but
that the solution is extreme-
ly difficult.

The state of war in
Poland will last until the
Party revives. And 1 am
thinking not of the bureau-
cracy of the Party,becauseit
revives quickly, but of the
situation of the rank andfile
in the large economic enter-
prises.

This reasoning is based

THATCHER
“The Argentine people . . .

will never forget that in one
of the most critical hours of
their history . . .

the US
sided with a power that is
alien to our continent and
cooperated with its aggres-
sion.”

With these words the
Argentine foreign ministry
gave vent to the growing
bitterness between one of
the most savage and reac-
tionary dictatorships in
Latin America and its imper-
jialist sponsors in Washing-
ton.

The Reagan administra-
tion had all along feared that
this would be the immediate
consequence as soon as the
US declared itself unambig-
uously in support of the
British military aggression in
the South Atlantic.

This was a key reason
why Reagan hedged while
Haig shuttled for weeks on
end to and from London and
Buenos Aires posing as a
well-intentioned mediator.

If Haig’s pose of neutral-
ity was artificial, his desire

to avoid an escalation into
war was genuine. As one
White House aide told News-
week magazinein April:

“If an Argentine ship
foes down forget it; then
all Latin America will coal-
esce around Argentina.”

By the first week in May,
even before the sinking of
the: General Belgrano this
coalescence had largely been
completed.

A meeting of the Organ-
isation of American States
gave vigorous applause to
Argentine Foreign Minister
Costa Mendez and voted 17-
0 to recognise Argentine
sovereignty over the Falk-
lands. The other four mem-
ber states -— the USA,
Colombia, Chile and
Trinidad and Tobago —

abstained.

At present, of course,
this “unity” against Brigjsh
imperialism is a largely cos-
metic exercise by Latin
American governments with
an anxious eye both to their
own working classes and to

May Day in Warsaw:Solidarnosc demonstrates defiance

.
the American

on the following fact. We
have a state of war and the
outcome of that state of war
can either be dictatorship or
democracy. Thereis no third
possibility. If we speak of a

passage to democracy — to
democracy in the socialist
system, and such is the
hypothesis — there must be
a certain force around which
thisdemocracy will form.

In our situation, that

OULS
their economic dependence
upon the imperialist banks.

Peru, for example, con-
tinues both to denounce
Britain — and to work with
US imperialism for a
compromise formula. The
new right wing nationalist
government in E1 Salvadoris
vehemently pro-Argentina —

but still leans heavily upon
US military and economic
aid.

The OASresolution itself
was combined with support
for a UN resolution calling
for the withdrawal of both
British and Argentine troops.

But ‘as the situation
lingers and deteriorates, the
US imperialist leaders can
see a growing threat to
decades of careful cultiva-
tion of alliances with many
dictatorial regimes in Latin
America.

The USA had not -only
armed and aided the dicta-
tors: they posed as guaran-
tors of the inviolability of.

continent

force can only be the Party.
There is no question of
political pluralism, of any
form of moreorless organ-
ised opposition. It is because
of this that the premises for
lifting the state of war will
exist only when the party
can resume its political
supervision of the working
places, and it flows from
that fact that the state of
warwill last for a little while

THE
from outside aggressors —

enshrined in the 1947 Rio
Treaty.

This treaty was of course
designed by US imperialism
as part of its Cold War
offensive against revolution-
ary movements and external
“Communist aggression”.

Yet the whole experience
since 1947 has confirmed
that for the people of Latin
America the prime danger of
external military interven-
tion comes not from the
Soviet Union — but from the
USAitself as the self-appoin-
ted guardian of capitalist
tule.

It is an ironic twist of
the tables that the same
treaty should now be
invoked by Argentina to
demand backing against an
attack by British imperial-
ism.

It is even more embarr-
assing that the US leaders,
under pressure, should be
forced to admit that its
alliance with the imperialist
nations of Europe through

longer in this country. It is
not a question of months,
but of years. (Noise in the
hall).

Recently, we have obser-
ved a sharprise in the activ-
ity of anti-socialist elements
in this country. After the
shock of the introduction of
the state of war — I must
note here  parenthetically
that its introduction was
simpler than we had sup-
posed — all this organisa-
tional system-was introduced
so smoothlywith so few vic-
tims, many Yewer than had
been forecast when the
concept of a state of war and
the technique of its intro-
duction were born.

Shock
There was (momentarily)

a great shock to the ideolog-
ical.adversary,but

. . .
we are

observing that
. . .

the adver-
sary is starting to organise . .

we see that Solidarity, shall
we say in its clandestine
version, is beginning to
organise more and more.

And its organisations are
starting to function. ] must
say that I don’t attach too
great an importance to
tracts. On the other hand,
sheets of all kinds which
appear in the form ofperiod-
icals with numbersin a series
are an indication of organis-
ation.

For example, if in
Warsaw they edit Tygodnik
Wojenny (War Weekly) and
if they have already publish-
ed five editions of it, that
means there exists a group
involved in editing it and
that a certain system has
begun to function. Besides,
there are lots morelike it. I
don’t have the information
that the Ministry of Internal -

Affairs has.
What stands out in the

content of these illegalnews-
papers? Well, they are trying

NATO is more important
than its relationships with
second-string dictatorships in
the semi-colonial countries.

And the longer and more
intense the war becomes the
more the token gestures
made by governmentswill be
pressed forward by anti-
imperialist sentiment among
the working masses of Latin  
  Haig andGaltieri: friendsfall out?

to convince trade union
members that Solidarity
exists and that it is organis-
ing in the present situation.

Then, in the articles in
these illegal editions there is
an appeal against the use of
terrorist acts. They clearly’
forbid terrorist-type acts.

In his interview (Zbieg-
niew) Bujak (former leader
of Solidarity’s Warsaw chap-
ter whois now in hiding)...
said to organise small inde-
pendent resistance groups.
For passive, not active, resis-
tance.

According to them (the
underground papers), the
resistance can take diverse
forms. Most important is to
slow downthepace of work,
for if that is done in an’
imperceptible way it cannot
provoke repression.

There are instructions
about activities to show that
Solidarity is functioning:
extinguishing lights at a
specified time,_lighting
candles. We know that often
these actions are a success.

The situation is extreme-
ly complicated. Wearestill
far from celebrating our vic-
tory. We can still find our-
selves confronted by things,
occurrences, events that we
are not now in a position
even to imagine. Anythingis
still possible comrades.

Voice in the hall: Comrade,
what youare saying is fright-
ening.
Other voices:
frightening!
Military Commissar: Com-
trades, I cannot tell-you that
everything is OK if it is not.
Thesituation, overall, is bad.
I am not going to repeat
what you can read in the
(official) press or hear in the

Right, it’s

speeches of the Prime
Minister.
Voice in the hall: Why
haven’t ‘you caught Bujak?
What is the fucking MSW
(Interior Ministry) doing?
Military Commissar: Where
is Bujak? What is the MSW
doing? I have no informa-
tion from the comrades who
are involved inthat.

by Harry Sloan

America — endangering not
only relationshps with dic-
tatorial regimes but even also
those regimes themselves.

The US and EEC imper-
jialists can look gloomilyfor-
ward to many yearsclearing
up the mess made by
Thatcher in a few weeks of
action.

.

‘| don’t know if the MSW
knows where Bujak and the
others are. Maybe so. Maybe
not. But at this time it is
difficult to get to them
because they are in a

monastry or even — whichis
more probable -— in a

convent. A raid on a convent
would have to be organised
— you’d have to send a com-

pany ora battalion and bust
everything up. And I don’t
know whether Bujak is
worth the domestic and
international repercussions
thatwould bring.
Voice in the hall: Then we
must negotiate with the
Church.
Military Commissar: My
boy, who can come to an
understanding with—the
clergy? I haven’t the slight-
est proof ot it, but I am
ready to bet, that most of
the underground papers are
being edited in theChurches
and the convents.

Besides, if we were
certain, convinced, if we had
a conception of what the
unions would be, of what
Solidarity would become,
there would be some firm
action in one ‘direction or
another.

Police
If this conception doesn’t

exist, how can we know
whether this fucker Bujak
will not be of some use to
us? Are you so certain that
he won’t? Because I am not
sure at all. I personally
don’t know what game the
SB (political police) are play-
ing. Isn’t Bujak being used as
bait?

...

Voice in the hall: Comrade,
why doesn’t the militia
arrest those people who turn
out their lights and light
candles?
Military Commissar: It’s not
so simple. First of all, the
practice is ratherwidespread,
and second, Jaruzelski has
said clearly that in Poland a
state of waris in force but
that no rights have been sus-
pended. By what right then
do you want to go into
apartments and ask people
why they turned out their
lights? They turn them out
because they want to. They
turn them out because it is
their right to do so.
Voice in the Hall: What do
you mean, they have the
right?
Military Commissar: Oh yes,
comrades, they do. What
juridical principle do you
have against it? There is
none. So it would be an
illegal act, an act of repres-
sion.

Shut the trap
The same is true for the

scientific community. Carry
out investigations? And then
what? Such investigations
are going to upset the com-
munity enormously. And
then I don’t know whether
this scientist who works at
the university — even if he.is
not with us, he is under our
supervision ~ will be less
dangerous than the same
man who is thrown out of
the university and

_
starts

organising unbeknownst to
us.

I don’t know. And there
are lots of questions of that
sort. Unfortunately, there
are. no simple solutions. If
there were, we wouldnt
be in the situation weare.
You can’t shut the trap of
the whole nation. There are
no miracles. And not by
force...
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SINCE last year’s Labour
conference, and even more
so since January's “Bishop’sQi Stortford” talks, the messagethrown again and again atLabour activists by theParliamentary leadership has
been: Rally behind the
Labour status quo. Drop thefight for structural and Polit-ical transformation of the
Labour Party. Unite at all
costs — because the generalelection is coming and theSDP will get you.

On May6 this fine was
Put to the test. Labour’s
worst resuit was in Birming-—ham — where Labour council
leader Clive Wilkinson is, as

Lothian’s “Duke of York”on thecuts lost Labour votes

the Observer put it, “theonly Prominent senior
Labour Politician who
publicly proclaims himself tobe ‘right wing’ ” and has cut
more ferociously than manyTory councils. In an election
where ward boundaries werechanged, the Tories won 11
seats more than before and
gained control.

Labour's best result wasin Istington — where localleft-wingers have pushedthrough the fight against theright wing so thoroughlythat all three local Labour
MPs and 25 councillorsdefected to the SDP. Recipefor disaster? No. Labour
swept in with a 10% swing,
an increased vote, and a 51-1majority against the SDP in
the new council. .”

Lothian lost
AGAINSTa trend which saw
Labour increase its vote
throughout Scotland,
Labour lost control of
LothianRegional Council.

Tory and Labour both
have 22 seats, Alliance 3 and
Independent and SNP 1
each.

While it is only specula-
tion why this happened,
certain factors are obvious
candidates for explanation.

Some Labour supportersprobably just didn’t see the
point. Despite the dismal
surrender last year, Labour’s
manifesto thisyear proclaim-
ed that only Labour could
defend the level of services
in Lothian. Yet it had
nothing to say about how
this would be donedifferent
from last year.

The combination of large
rate rises and the Falklands
undoubtedly helped the
Tories mobilise many more
voters — the turnout in Tory
seats was generally higher
than in Labourseats.

Rate rises would also
have helped the Alliance
attract dissatisfied Labour
voters,

On top of this the whole
af the Tory TVbroadcast
on the Wednesdaybefore the
vote was devoted to
slamming Lothian and the
rates rises.

But none of these can be
taken in isolation. They all
combined to produce an air
af resignation, demoralisa-
tion and apathy amongst the
voters who would normally
have voted Labour.

Coalition
It seems likely that the

Tories will form the admin-
istration in an informal coal-
ition with the Alliance.Tory
group leader Brian Meek hasexpressed his group’s willing-
ness to “be reasonable” and
noises from Liberal coun-
cillor Donald Corrie seem to

lawed
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set the price of cooperation
at a Liberal in the Education
Committee chair.

The Regional LabourParty rejected any idea of
trying to form an adminis-
tration at its meeting onSunday 9 May. This seemed
to have the support of those
councillorspresent.

However the RLP made
no attempt to work out a
strategy to fight the cuts
which the Tories will inev-
itably carry through.

Tory Secretary for Scot-
land Younger has alreadysaid he will compromise over
the proposed £45 million
cutback in Rate SupportGrant. The end result will
probably be around £20
million in the form of a
rates rebate meaning more
non-filling of posts and some
compulsory redundancies,
the probable closing of the
unemployed centre and of
the Citizen’s Rights Office,
both of whose business has
boomed since the Tories
cameto office.

Joe Baxter

 
 
  
 

 

 

 The general picture —

with manylocal variations —is that Labour did best instrongly working class areasand where the local LabourParty is moreleft wing. The
reason is not mysterious:those are, usually, the areaswhere Labour Party workers
are most numerous, mostactive, and most enthusias-tic. “Slow but sure” and“don't rock the boat” are
not the slogans which canrally activists.

In Lambeth and LothianLabourParties with left wingreputations went down todefeat. But these wereLabour councils which had
Proclaimed and promised anall-out fight against theTories, raised rates supposed-ly to buy time, then
crumpled and madecuts. No
wonder that Labour voters
were cynical, and Labour
activists unconvinced, about
repeats of the same mani-festo promises made last
time round,

LAMBETH did not escape
from the national swing to
the Tories. Labour failed to
dislodge the Tories from
marginal wards, and lost two
wards in the south, Gipsy
Hilt and Claphant Park, to
the Tories.

In the north of the
borough, a concentrated

LambethLabour leader Ted
Knight

Scots rebuff
for Tories

THE jingoism which
favoured the Thatcher
administration in last week’s
local elections, found no
echo north of the border.

Here the swing against
the Tories which was marked
in 1978 was further streng-
thened this time round.

In Glasgow’ Region
which in terms of popula--
tion is half of Scotland, the
Tories were annihilated,
being left with only 15 seats
out of a total of over 100 on

SPOR eee eetTeme eee ee EEE,Abe
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the Regional Council com-
pared with 24 last time.

In Grampian they only
just held overall control and
seats were also lost in other
regions.

Overall, a traditional anti-
imperialism characteristic of
the Scottish labour move-
ment, has helped deliver this
rebuff to the Tory govern-
ment. Given positive direc-
tion it could be the source of
a powerful challenge to
Thatcher and her warlords.

sa 

  
McCalman

From all accounts, there
were two major reasons forLabour's generally bad per--formance.

The Falklands factor
counted — but there was not
an overwhelming wave ofjingoism. Labour candidateswho openly opposedThatcher's war — like the
several Socialist Organiser
supporters standing — got agood hearing and, usually,good results. But the Labourleadership‘s weak-kneed tineof support for sending thefleet, then dithering about
its use, offended chauvinistreflexes without giving acoherentalternative,

More generally,potentialLabour voters were demoral-
ised and disillusioned
because they had no confid-
ence in the will or abilityof
the labour movement to do
anythingabout the decay of
Crisis-ridden British capital-
ism.

Where we go from here
depends on what the new

 Labour councils and thelabour movement do now.The policy of sitting tight,appearing as “moderate” asPossible, and waiting forthings to turn Labour’s way,is a policy for losing support.So the May 6 elections
should be a signal for the
Left in the labour movement
to relaunch the offensive —

the drive to transform the
labour movement which wasinitiated after the 1979 elec-
tion but has been stalled
since last autumn.

We need to fight on
several fronts:

*The issue of the LabourParty leadership should be
re-opened. The Falklands
crisis has shown “inveterate
peacemonger’’ Michael Foot
as an inveterate ally of the
warmongering right wing.
The time has come for new
discussion in the Labour
Parties and trade unions
about putting forward a
candidate like Tony Benn,

 

committed to the move-
ment’s policies, against Foot.

*The issues of Labour
Party democracy should be
re-opened. The need for
accountability of Labour
councils, as of the Parlia-
mentary Labour Party, will
now becentral. .

While the Left has
demobilised since BishopsStortford, the right has been
organising hard behind the
scenes, particularly amongthe trade union barons.

They are trying to ensure
the NEC elections are tied
up for the Right this year.The AUEW will be Pushingfor the expulsion of leadingMilitant supporters.

If the Left does not
re-mobilise,then we will not
stop still — we will be driven
back,

.*The fight for trade
union democracy is the
inseparable counterpart of
the fight for Labour Partydemocracy — and vital for
immediate industrial action

 

by John Bloxam
|

and
John O’Mahony

against the Tories.
Currently the Tuc

leaders are letting theTebbit
Bill go through with only afew routine threats about
fighting it (maybe) some-
timein the future.

They justify themselves
by saying that the rank and
file won't fight. But in
reality the major factor stifl-
ing a fight and creating dis-

-
iMusion is the leaders’ refusal
to lead.

Only by starting to fight
back can the labour move-
mentrally the confidence to
continue the fightback.

*The fightback can be
started now by the labour |_|
movement breaking tinks
with the Tories and the
bosses — looking towards
accountability to the rank
and file, and a workers’
government, rather than
collaboration with the ruling Jjclass.

*We must fight for the
newly elected Labour
councilsto defy Heseltine.

Bradford setback
LABOUR has. lost overall
control in Bradford. Labourand the Tories now eachhave 42 seats. The Tories
won some of the inner citywards and snatched fourother seats in Eccleshill,Thornton, Queensbury andWibsey.

One of Labour’s old rightwing stalwarts, Councillor
John Ryalls, was quick toclaim that militants in theParty were responsible for
the lost seats. The reality is,

of course, quite the reverse.The elections followclosely the new Labourbudget for 1982, completewith £2.30 rent increases
and an 18% rate rise. These
attacks on workers’ livingstandards typify a year ofLabour control marked onlyby the complete failure tolead any fight against the
Tories.

Two weeks prior to theelection the Labour Groupexpelled three socialist coun-

by Cheung Siu Ming
campaign by the SDP/Liber-
al Alliance enabled them to
retain their 2 seats won in
the Bishop’s ward by-elec-
tion (after Lambeth'sdisas-
trous supplementary rate in
1981), and also to take 3
Labour seats from Princes
ward, traditionaily the most
marginal ward in Vauxhall.

_

Now the Tories with 27
and the SDP/LiberalAlliance

Mellish
sinks
Labour

IN Southwark, Labour
- gained 12 seats from the

SDP but lost three seats in
Riverside ward to “indepen-
dent Labour”? candidates led
by Coral Newell and public-
ly supported by Bermondsey
Labour MP Bob Mellish.

Don Shiach, chair of
Bermondsey Labour Party,
told Socialist Organiser:

“We took everything else
in Southwark that we really
could have taken, but we
lost Riverside. We attribute
that directly to Mellish’s
intervention, and we’re more
than a bit angry about it.

“We’ve gathered together
all the evidence, and it has
gone to the NEC Organisa-
tion Sub-Committee.

“The Newell fraction ran
a very unpleasant campaign
of smear and innuendo
against Labour. And of
course Newell’s two running
mates are not members of
the Labour Pacty. Mellish
was giving support to two
people who are néthing. to
dowith the Party.’

 

with 5 exactlyLabour's 32.
The four or five Labour

councillors to the right of
‘the new” Labour Groupleadership will be able to dic-
tate terms at every stage of
the Council's next four
years.

And maybe worse: the
current Labour mayor has
announced that he owes noallegiance to the Labour
Party because he was not
shortlisted by any ward to
fight this election.

If he refuses to nomin-
ate a Labour councillor as
the next mayor, then con-

match

cillors who had broken thewhip to vote against rent
andrate increases.

The expulsion was anarrogant slap in the face forthe District Party which hadcarefully considered thequestion and, following athree-hour debate, overwhel-mingly rejected any discip-linary action. The questionof accountability of Groupto District Party is central tothe fight to break the rightwing control of the BradfordLAMBETHINTHEBALANC
trol of the Council could
go to the Tories.

.Cambeth is now in a
weaker position than everbefore to launch a fightagainst the Tory cuts. We arePaying for the previouspolicies of delaying the dayof confrontation by raterises, cuts in services and
staffing. -

All the left-wing coun-cillors now elected need tostudy the record of Lam-
beth Council in 1978 to1982 and to draw the key

- lesson — when you start afight against the Tories, take
it through to the end!

LEFT SAVES
TOWER HAMLETS

by Susan Carlyle
THE victory for Labour in
retaining control of Tower
Hamlets can largely be
attributed to the left wards
and activists who organised
and campaigned for left
policies.

Where the right have
dominated in the party
Labour seats were lost over-
whelmingly to ‘Focus’
Liberals, or narrowly saved.
But in two Bowand Bethnal
wards the Liberal majorities
were cut back by the cam-
paigningleft.

Where no threat of
opposition parties was posed
the right wing were returned
on average polls. The Leader
of the Labour Group was
not even challenged and was
elected unopposed.

The SDP showing was so
poor that they were beatén-
into the lower end of th®
polls, except
and Shadwell.
where Bengali

In wards
candidates

 

: party
in Blackwall,

were standing they probably
took most of the

=
racist

anti-black vote. In St. Kath-
erine’s ward, wherea total of
14 candidates stood, there
was an overwhelming 1,000
plus vote for two Bengali
Labourcouncillors. a vindi-
cation of the ward’s policy
to select them.

.In contrast, in Spital-
fields, where there is an
unfortunate history of
Bengalis’ and others’ applica-
tions being stalled, the
Bengali protest vote was
strongly registered and a
‘left’ independent candidate
teturned.

.

' But many of

_
the

‘independent’ supporters
divided their vote, backing
Labour candidates and many
Bengalis applied to join the

over the election
period, seeing this as part of
the fight against the right
wing council and against
Tory policies.

Labourleadership.
However the other

important aspect oftheelec-
tion has been the strengthen-ing of the left on the new
Labour Group. Socialist
Organiser supporter Barry
Turner won the biggest
Labour majority in all 30
seats contested when he
captured the Bradford Moor
seat back from the SDP(lost
as a result of a Labour defec-
tion).

The campaign was fought
on a clear policy of opposi-
tion to recent rent and rate
increases and the immediate
need to remove the Tories.
Three election_bulletins
argued for a socialist pro-
gramme and perspective on
cuts, unemployment and
tent andraterises, calling for
the independent mobilisa-
tion of tenants and workers
through the formation of
tenants and community
associations and the trade
unions.

The election campaign
culminated on Thursday
with over thirty activists
working in the ward to
achieve a majority of over
1,400 for Labour.FIGHT
FOR
CONTROL
BASINGSTOKE last week
went against the national
trend, with the Tories losingfour seats and control of the
council. Labour, fightingon
a more progressive manifesto
than in previous years, took
three seats from the Tories,
and the other went to a
Liberal.

The SDP- had
content with oneseat.

Kings Furlong ward,where I stood, reverted to
norm by going Tory. Labour
won it in a by-election last
year when a Tory councillor
resigned during our trent
strike against the Tories’
67% increase.

Labour group. standingorders have been changed to
bring more control to the
Party.

But first indications are
that it is going to take a few
reselection conferences yetbefore some of the longer-
standing councillors realise
that the GC meansto have a
real say in Group affairs, and
that policy is going to have
to be carried out.
MARTIN TIMMINS

to be

 
   
   
 
  

 



 

  
 THE extraordinary result

achieved in the 6 May
council election in Islington
was a direct result of enthus-

  
 
  
  socialist policies.

The council now has 5]
Labour members out of 52,
with a strong and militant
left wing. This was achieved
despite a more than normal-
ly vitriolic local press witch-
hunt and despite determined
opposition from the SDP
who had deserted from the
Labour Party to_seize
control of the Council in
recent months.

These old right wing
hacks won consistent media
coverage locally and nation-
ally, but have now been
swept into the oblivion they
so richly deserved.

In defiance of all that
right wing Labour leaders
say, this was a_victory
achieved on commitments
which include no cuts and a
one year freeze on rents.

Although there is not a
commitment to freeze rates
as some of us wished, never-
theless they are to be kept
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iasm, mass mobilisation and -

within the level of wage
inflation.

Labour’s manifesto also
included commitments to
women and to gays and
policies to stop the harass-
mentof ethnicminorities.

Plans

Most important ofall it
includes plans for massive
decentralisation of services
and greater democratic con-
trol and accountabilityin all
the council’sactivities.

It was on left wing
policies that the election was
won. Throughout the
Borough large Labour major-
ities were returned.

In only a few cases did
the SDP or their Liberal
associates achieve second
place. Only in Clerkenwell
ward did they actually get a
seat, unfortunately at the
expense of Socialist Organ-
iser supporter Nik Barstow.
This was by a majority of
only one vote after some of
Nik’s votes had been dis-
allowed onatechnicality.

no r
for comp!

by Nigel Williamson
IT WOULD be hard to
pretend that the locai elec-
tion results on May 6 were
good for Labour. Not to win
control of London boroughs
like Wandsworth and
Hammersmith was disap-
pointing; to lose control in
places like Lothian and
Walsall wasdisastrous.

However, a very large
crumb of comfort is to be
found in the aimost total
annihilation of the Alliance,
and in particular, the SDP,
who fared far far worse
than even the poor showing
of their Liberalcolleagues. -

While the Liberalsgained
160 seats, the SDP had a net
loss of 49 — quite some
achievement for a party that
did not even exist last time
round, and so had few seats
to lose.

The SDP/Libera!Alliance
does not now control a-
single local authority any-
where in Britain. The
Liberals were turfed out in
Liverpool, could not win an
overall majority in Rich-
mond, and, most dramatic-
ally of all, of the 25 seats
they held in Islington. by
defection, they could only
retain one by election.

In other words, the
realignment of the right has
flopped. Undoubtedly the
Malvinas crisis had some-
thing to do with this: on
that we can all agree with
Bill Rodgers. Butit is pathe  

  *

Rodgers claims good results. But the SDP lost 49 seats.

ic and disingenuous of him
and other SDP leaders to
claim that these results were
somehowgoodfor the SDP.

Yes, they can look to
increased percentages on
previous Liberal votes, but
the fact is that if the SDP
cannot win now, at the
height of their media cover-
age and novelty, they wili
never win anywhere.

Many of the “political
virgins”, as the SDP leader-
ship refers to them some-
what patronisingly,will now
drift out of-politics and back
to the obscurity from which
they came.

They had genuinely con-
vinced themselves that all
they had to do was to be
good and nice and all things
to all people and theywould
sweep the board. Many of
them will be dispirited and
disillusioned to such an
extent that they will be
unable to cope with their
catastrophic defeat and will
quit the political stage com-
pletely.

However, it may be
premature to bury the SDP
completely, although they
can certainly stop talking
about forming *the next
government,

But they maystillremain
a threat in that a small rump
of SDP MPs could form a
coalition with the Tories or
forge an informal alliance
with right wing Labour MPs
to block legislation on, for

example,

Islington: left sweeps
out SDP by Alan Clinton

As we go to press a legal
case is being considered.

Four other Socialist Org-
aniser supporters were succ-
essfully returned.

The new Labour council
is far to the left of any ofits
predecessors. A red flag will
fly above the town hall this
week and ‘The Red Flag’ will
be sung at the beginning of
Council meetings; and more
significantly, ail evictions
have been stopped, shared
single tenants have been
given security of tenure, and
special committees are being
established with their own
budgets and staffs to cater
for women and_ ethnic
minorities.

Heady
These are heady, busy

days for the new council-
lors. A joint meeting of the
Group and local government
committee representing local
parties held on Sunday took
the main decisions about
new committees and chairs.

Leader Margaret Hodge,
Deputy Valerie Veness and

om
cenc

withdrawal from
the EEC.

So there is no room for
complacency. If the elec-
torate rejected so-called
“moderation” in the form
of the SDP and right wing
Labour control in Birming-
ham, it also rejected more
progressively-minded Labour
policies in places like Brent,
Lambeth, Lothian and
Walsall.

The most important fac-
tor in this must have been
the Malvinas. While not look-Conf
LONDONLabourBriefing is
organising a “down-to-earth
working conference on
Saturday June 19 around a
statement
numberof candidates, many
of whom are now successful
councillors.

The statement publicly
commits them, on_ taking
office, to:

1. Defend jobs, services
and living standards of the
people of London.

2. Refuse to cut council
provisions, no matter what
pressures and threats are
exerted.

3. Defy District Auditor’s
directives, except where they
concern investigation into
corruption or telated
matters.

4. Not tolerate

—
the

presentlevel of racial harass-
ment and attacks on people
from ethnic minorities,
street assaults on women and
other forms of crime in
Londen.

The conference will be
chaired by Arthur Latham,
chairperson. of the Greater
London Labour Party. The
speakers will be drawn from
successful Labour Council-
lors.

The conference will seek
to deat with a whole gamut
of options and possibilities
for newly elected councillors
to enable them to break out
of the straight-jacket of the
municipal committee-itis and
link up with the real muni-

signed by a -

Group chair Sally Gilbert are
all women. This must be
some kind of record. Left
wingers were elected to a
numberof leading positions,
including myself as Chief
Whip.

Important changes in
style and content have come
in with the new council. The
issue will soon become
whether we are prepared to
stick with our commitments
and fight whatever comes at
us from the Tory govern-
mentasa result.

To ensure this we will
need to sustain the kind of
support, enthusiasm and
mass involvement that char-
acterised the election cam-

paign. Then more than ever
will there be a crying need to
organise the left. 
  Foot: imperialist stance
ing for one single scapegoat
the weak, decrepit and
clapped: out leadership or
lack of it from Michael Foot
with its national unity
appeal actually gave cred-
ence to those whoperceived
the election as an opportun-
ity to cast their vote in sup-
port of the “national war
effort”’.

erenc
cipal world — onthestreets,
on the housing estates,
amongst the women’s
groups, ethnicminorities and
cheap fare groups.

Labour activists will be
taking part and shaping the
character of the conference,
which it is hoped, will
becomea launching pad for
the proposed Association of

|Socialist Councillors.
Never was there a time

when such an_ association
was more needed! The coun-
cillors’ experiences, though
varied from borough to
borough. when pooled
together in the battle for
socialism in the Town Halls,
ought to be shared and
developed across borough
boundaries and constituency
frontiers.

Our experiences in the
last few days, and Labour
reverses, can only underline
the acute urgency of such a
conference.

. Looking back over the
last year, it’s becoming clear
to .some of us, that we
should have known from the
beginning, that long-winded
specches, and promises
coated with socialist rhetoric
can never be a substitute for

Camden
shift

Graham Shurety, elected in
the Somers Town ward of
Camden, reports on the
deteat of the SDP there:

The voters of Camden
returned a council almost
identical in balance to the
last election in 1978. But
the Labour Group has
moved significantly to the
left.

Compared to the
previous regime, there has
been a vast improvement.
But is it sufficient to face
the tasks ahead? The coun-
cillors from the old Camden
Labour Left, which fought
against cuts and rent/rate
rises, will have to meet, map
out a political basis to unite
with the unions and tenants
in the borough and continue
the fight started over the last
two years.

—

SIYaYVHNHOF

The imperialist stance of
Foot and the whole Labour
front bench has had disas-
trous consequences for the
labour movement. Many of
those Labour candidates
who were defeated on May 6
will now be asking is Foot
the right person to be lead-
ing .Labour into the next
generalelection?
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FIRM
ON many Labour -councils

t the Left is now stronger than
it was. But usually the left-
wingers determined to fight
to the end against theTories’
cuts are still a minority. And
the fight against the cuts will
depend heavily on those
minorities standing up and
being heard.

Ray Davies has been
standing up for a ‘no-cuts’
policy in Mid-Glamorgan for
two years now — and forhis
pains he has been suspended
from the Labour Group. The
National Executive Commit-
tee has now turned downhis
appeal and declared that he
must remain suspended for
anothersix months.

Ray Daviesreplies:
During the last two years

I've been fighting and cam-
paigning on a firm no cuts
platform, both in the valleys
of South Wales and through-
out the trade union move-
ment.

The main thrust of my
argument has been the
policies of our party as
determined by national con-
ference.

How can }¢ publicly cam-
paign in the outside com-

from local government.

 munity on a firm ‘no cuts’
—

“The imminent legislation announced by Michael Heseltine
on 24 Septemberwill remove the last vestige of independence

STANDING
|

AGAINST CUTS
position and then calmly go
into the Councit Chamber

.
and vote in public expendi-
ture cuts which cost jobs,
services, etc.

In 1980 |! voted against
public expenditure cuts in
the Council Chamber (con-
trary to the Group decision}.

The whip was withdrawn
from me and ‘the NEC
upheld my appeal.

In November 1981 |
again voted against a large
package of cuts. | moved
reference back and related
my resolution specifically to
emergency resolution
number 3 on Local Govern-
ment cuts as passed by the
1981 Annual Conference.

- | was again expelled from
the group and had the whip
withdrawn. My appeal was
couched in exactly. the same
terms as in my 1980 appeat,
and yet the NEC hasseenfit
to turn down myappeal.

Whereis the consistency?
To whom must we show
loyalty, Group—standing
orders or Party Conference
decisions?

| firmiy believe I've been
dealt with unjustly. | ask
that a) the NEC reviews the
case, b) reconsiders its decis-
ion, c) allows someone out-
side the Welsh Region to
examine the whole case.

A decision to restrict the financial contribution of indus-
try and commerce to the cost of local services will place an

impossible burden of rates on working people and their
familiesthroughout the country.

This, together with further reductions of government
grants and subsidies, will mean that Labour councils will be
unable to maintain even the minimum housing, education
andsocial services programmes.

Conference, therefore, resolves to mount a major cam-
paign to defeat the proposed legislation. Should this fail,
Conference believes that Labour councillors must refuse to
make the cuts thatwill be needed to balance the books.

Conference, therefore, calls on the National Executive
Committee to coordinate the struggle of Labour councillors
making this stand, and calis on the trades unions, who face
thousands of their members joining the dole queues, to use
theirstrength to defend Labour councils in thisfight.”

_ for socialist
councillor

socialist action or a_ real
commitment to the
manifesto. Specially when
the going gets rough!

We feel that the exper
iences of last year have by
no means beenall negative.
The relentless pressure on
the elected comrades — MPs
and Councillors — has often
yielded the required results;
even if in some cases, for
reasons other than account-
ability. Never has the power
of CLPs and trade union
branches been stronger than
today!

Gone, I hope, are the
days when the MPs, Coun-
cillors and trade union offic-
ials could evade the demo-
cratic process of being moni-
tored by those who have put
them there. The wind of
accountability is blowing,
and in its wake it will sweep
away ‘pocket’ and ‘rotten’
boroughs — whether in the
party or in the trade unions.

The conference will seek
to debate, discuss and
develop common

__
socialist

strategies on a whole range
ofissues, including: the fight
agains! cuts, the problem of
council bureaucracy, .

and
equal opportunity in local

 
by Vidya Anand (London Labour Party
Executive, in personal capacity)

authorities. Most important
of all, it will seek to deal
with the ways and means of
mobilising public opinion

‘outside the town halls, in
support of the socialist
policies which councillors
will be seeking to introduce
through the mesh of council
meetings and their endless
committee structures.

Too many comrades
appear to have managed to
enter the party simply to

advance their personal
careers rather than to serve
the party or its ideals. The
municipal limelight — and
dim it often is — is seen by
them as a first hesitant step
towards a career in the
regional authority or parlia-
ment.

The task is to test the
comradeson the basis not of
wild promises at selection
conferences but their actions
and deeds.

Conference of Labour councillors and Labour
Activists, called by London LabourBriefing

June 19, 11am to 5pm.
Credentials from:

Jim Ring, 52 Stonard Rd., London N13.Price £1.
Full agenda to follow

SPONSORED BY
The following members of the Executive Committee

of the GLRC:
Jeremy Corbyn, Vidya Anand, Paul Franklin,Mark
Feeny, Andy Love, Nadine Finch, Neale Coleman,
Conor McAuley,John Considine, Nick Bradley,

Eddie McParland, Kevin Ramage, Bob Labi.
A crecheis available

 



 
 

PRIVATIS
Birmingham's new Tory council is licking itslips and sharpening its knife to cut a profit-.able slice out of public services.

On their ‘hit list’ for hiving off are refusecollection, housing management, schoolmeals, swimming baths, leisure services, andpark maintenance.
This wholesale plan for looting the public

services and handing profits to Tory business-
men is part of a generalised attack by theThatcher government on nationalised indus-tries and the public sector.in’ Wandsworth and in PeterboroughStruggles are currently under way against such“hiving off” — with its implicationsof whole-
sale loss of jobs and attacks on the workingconditionsof public sector employees.In this feature, JOHN McILROY surveysthe present drive towards privatisation — and
its implicationsfor the workingclass.

“t hope workers from’ all
over the country will learn
from our mistakes. The only
way to fight is through all-
out strike action from the
moment a council discusses
the possibility of privatisa-
tion.”

The speaker is Arthur
Smith, former TGWU
convenor of the dustmen in
Southend-on-Sea, Essex.
Arthur was addressing a
recent meeting in Liverpool
about the privatisation of
municipal cleaning which
came into effect on 1 April
1981. He is going round the
country talking about his
experiencesas he feels that it
is very much a question of
Southend yesterday, other
dustmen tomorrow.

You have probably seen
the quarter of a million
pound advertising campaign
that Exctusive Cleaning (the
company which won the
Southend contract has
mounted in the papers,
urging other councils to
follow suit.

‘ Exclusive’s Chairman,
David Evans, a councillor
and Chairman of St. Albans
Highways Committee (he
describes himself as ‘’a born
capitalist and a fierce right
winger“) was the hit of last
year’s Tory conference.
Evans‘s declared salary for
1980/81 was £36,000 and
he owns two Rolls Royces.
He claims that his company
has been approached by 40
councils and expects at least
a dozen to go private in
1982.

\. Cut :

The immediate reason for
privatisation is the Tories’
pressure on local councils to
cut spending. Companieslike
Exclusive Cleaning (part of
the Brengreen Group with a
£30 million turnover
employing 17,000 part-tim-
es out of a labour force of
20.000} are looking for new
mesoess 7 the face of fac-
Tr. DoS Ss

Ss $ nec =”
Te iv a "SE DB aos
eos IsaIe

gem re are og
aea oe wT
lowergseerny,

+

 
Norman Tebbitwants tosell
off the Job Centres.

As recently as 1963 a
(Tory) government commit-
tee, looking at over 100
years experience of the
incompatibitityof capitalists
like Evans and public health,
stated “‘Local Authorities
should not employ contrac-
tors to collect household
refuse”.

Today, however, the
Department of Environment
pressures councils to
contract out not only refuse
collection but schoo! cater-
ing, housing and road main-
tenance, while the press
propagates the image of
municipal workers as work-
shy and overpaid.

As the Southend Stand-
ard said of Arthur Smith's
comrades ‘Over the years,
the workmen had built up a
nice little number which
meant many could get a fair
week's pay for less than a
fair week's work. Then they
screwed overtime out of- the
council (well, that means we
ratepayers) in judicrous
fashion” (3.3.81).

Heard that somewhere
before? Train drivers? Car
workers?

A big factor in South-
end was that union organis-
ation had developed apace
during the seventies, Drotect-
sna workers and st ia]

“SS 

they are better off’’.
The Saatchi and Saatchi

syrup slithers over what.
really happened on 1 April
1981. Out of a sacked work-
force of 232 only about 70
were given jobs. No shop
steward or union activistwas
re-employed. Most are still
part of the miserable 4
million.

“You don't need a union
when you've got a bosstike
that” says the advert. When
it took over the contract
Exclusive Cleaning hired a
gang of thugs armed ‘with
pickaxes, handies, cricket
bats, etc. to stop the ex-
council workers picketing.

Smith. had to request
potice protection to clear
out his desk, and the heavies
accompanied dustmen on
their rounds for nearly three
months after the new
contract was awarded.

Wages
Having claimed that the

men were overpaid,
Exclusive Cleaning now
claim the new workforce are
earning more! Arthur Smith
counters that the hours are
longer and claims that earn-
ings have in reality been cut
under Exclusive.

One man whoregularly
took home £85 to £90 now
gets only £67.60 and has had
to apply for a rent rebate.

Sickness .pay, holidays
(cut from six. to three weeks)
and pensions have all deter-
iorated. The council itself
admitted that privatisation
means ‘’a loss of some bene-
fits such as good pension
rights and sickness allow-
ances.”

Central to the campaign
has been the argument that
private companies provide 

better service and save the
ratepayers’ money. Arthur
Smith argues thatthe service
is in no way superior. He
also questions the half a
million saving for ratepayers
that Evansclaims.

Sacked
Redundancy payments to

the sacked workers alone
were £472,000. Exclusive
has doubled charges for
collecting trade refuse. Its
contract with the council
enables it to charge the full
economic cost, and it
expects to collect £230,000
in the coming year, com-
pared to £115,000 collected
by the council in 1980/81.

Moreover, Exclusive have
got a new deal from the
council workshops which
means vehicle maintenance
will cost £100,000 a year
compared with the previous
£250,000.

Refuse vehicles and other
council assets -were trans-
ferred to Exclusive Cleaning:
at knock-downprices.

Finally, Southend
Council's Resources and
Planning’ Manager, Richard
Cresswell, has found himself
a new job. You've guessed
it... the reptile who was
involved in handing the
contract over to David Evans
now works for Exclusive as
a project engineer.

Showpiece
Far from being as the

advert states “’a great exam-
ple of private enterprise
achievingso much more than
public enterprise’’ Southend
is a carefully managed show-
piece. Underthegilt lies the
grime: sackings, speed up, no

at a

 

£9 million.
trade unions, worse service
at a greatercost.

Exclusive, however, are
busy cashing in on_ their
showpiece.As copies of their
successful Southend tender
change hands at £100 per
copy they have signed a con-
tract with Eastbourne
Council and are talking to
the Tories in Wirral.

Other. exotic birds of
prey have been quick to
scent easy pickings. In
Wandsworth, Exclusive were
undercut by Pritchard tndus-
trial Services in a fight for a
five year 4% million pound
contract. Peter Pritchard
runs a worldwide cleaning,
private medicine and
security guard service. Last
year his 14,000 British

 

BL’s Prestcold sold o.ffassets worth nearly£20millionfor
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THE TILL 
employees were paid an aver-
age of £1,536.

Pritchard, like Exclusive,
will operate with fewer
workers and fewer vehicles.
Wages will be the same, but
the workforce will suffer in
terms of pensions, sickness
Pay andjob security.

And a third company,
Grand Metropolitan, is tak-
ing over part of Chelsea’s
refuse collection.

Privatisation should be
resisted by all workers.

There are traps. A redun-
dancy paymentwith the lure
of immediate re-engagement
may weaken opposition —

but look what happened at
Southend. In Liverpool a
group of workers have
suggested a cooperative.
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They are being backed b

Job Ownership Ltd., fina
ced by the Rowntree Trust
Two of their organise
Robert Oakeshott and
Grimond have  promisé
maximum support.

Put up to it or genui
these people are acting as
dangerous diversion. To ge

the contract they woul
have to act as a collecti
David Evans, driving do
conditions to underc
private capital.

Confusion may be cause
by the fact that it is
Labour council that
involved in contracting ou
Labour Weekly on 19 Feb
ary carried a report thal
Tower Hamlets Council i
London was consideri
Privatising some of its se
-vices.

Another danger is tha
councils whoare only toyin
with privatisation will use #

as a sprat to catch
mackerel. Barnet, who rejeqd
ted it, used its threat as
potent bargaining weapo
NUPE official Jerem
Corbyn said when th
workers acceptedtheloss of
66 jobs: “They felt thatthe
had a shotgun at their head
and had to accept”.

Action
In the short term t

answer is to fight for indu:
trial action right at the sta

-with a determined campaig
to black every other opera
tion of the companie
putting in tenders. Barne
gave as one reason forsta
ing public the factthatther
would be a delay before th
contractors could take ove
and in the meantimea strike
could have a devastating i
pact.

*No to privatisation! The problems of mass unem:
ployment and crumbling social services can only be

resolved through a planned socialist economy: the
fight must be for workers’control and to prepare fo
workers’ management within the nationalised indus
tries. :

*Open the booksof thepublic sector — particular
ly those faced with Tory privatisation plans. Expose
the links betweenthepublic services and the network
of private suppliers, contractors and bankers whe
reap profits from them. Prove the case to the
workers’ movement for mass action to force the

nationalisation of the banks and other major
industries withoutcompensation,as part of a socialist;
plan for full employment and improved public
services!

*Defend ail jobs and working conditions! Fo
strike action, occupations and full supporting black
ing action to halt thehiving off of public services a

nationalised industries. Force the union leaders to
call all-out action! Kick out the Tory government!

*Labour Party policy,adopted in 1980,is to “re:
tore to public ownership, without compensation,the
assets of our public sector industries sold offby the



 
 

   

  The TUC have produced
a pamphlet condemningpriv-
atisation of cleaning services
and to provide public sector
trade unionists with ammun-
ition against it. However,
workers faced with this
threat will have to rely on
themselves. Oneinitially use-
ful step would be the con-
vening of a cross union
conference of—stewards
involved in Municipal Cleans-
ing.

This would provide an
opportunity to discuss the
lessons of the privatisation
experience, break down isol-
ation, establish links and
coordinate strategy. It is
something all members of
the TGWU and GMWU
shouldthinkabout.

We need however,to link
the fight against privatisation
of cleansing services with the
entire privatisation strategy
of the Tory government.

.

This was summed up by

the Financial Secretary to
the Treasury, Nicholas
Ridley, whosaid last Decem-
ber, “The vast majority of
people in this country have
already come to the same
conclusion as us: that we
should try and return every-
thing to the private sector
that is nationalised

. . . that
is what weare doing’’.

The thinking behind this
is simple: the parts of
publicly owned industry
which are potentially profit-
able will be gobbled up by
thrusting capitalists. The
screws will be turned upon
the reduced workforce, and
more surplus value sweated
out.

The parts of publicly
owned industry which are
unprofitable will be destroy-
ed, but their destruction will
raise average productivity
across the economy.

Tories”. Yet when Tony Benn referred to thispolicyin Parliament last Novemberhe was publicly upbraid-ed by Foot and theParty’s right wing.
The fight against privatisation requires that the

renationalisation polity be upheld, and implemented |

— and that those leaders whoreject it be removed.
*The establishment of a socialist society offeringjobs and decentliving conditions for all requires notjust the defeat of the Tories but the fight for a newleadership in thelabour movement.
Previous Labour governments have administeredcapitalism in collusion with the bosses and bankers,basing themselves on the established state machine

ignoring or defying Labour’s rank andfile.
What we need is a workers’ government — a

government based on the labour movement and
accountable to it, taking decisive measures against the
bosses’ state machineandcapitalist privilege.The Left must therefore organise and fight to
transform the labour movement: to democratise itg.
to win accountability; and to arm it with the will, the

involvement, andtheclear policies necessary to
enable it to push through workingclass solutions to
thecrisis of capitalism.
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Thatcher is restrained by
the resilienceof the workers’
movement, the cautious res-
ponse of capital and the fact
that private capital simply
cannot operate some ser-
vices which nonetheless are
vital to capitalism.

The Tories have moved,
however, slowly but surely.
The first step was British
Aerospace in 1980. BA
workers are now facing
3,000 redundancies.

This was followed by
“Britain's biggest ever
employee buy-out’, the
National Frieght Company.
The managementof the NFC
Proposedlast June that they,
the 26,000 employees, and+
18,000 pensioners should
buy the company from the
governmentas an alternative
to a sell-off to the private
sector.

This was advertised as an
answer to the crisis, butit is
difficult to see thecondtions
of workers being improved
underthis hybrid coop orits
Prospects being bright in a
tough market. NFC_ has
declared 10,000 redundan-
cies over the last 2% years
and

=
profits have been

eroded.
Yet workers’ financial

Participation will in reality
be very limited. The 2,000
middle managers have sub-
scribedabout £1,600 each toProvide the bulk of the mini-
mum needed for the scheme
to go ahead, with the top 20
Managers subscribing up to
£25,000 each.

Shares
Another success for the

Tories was their £224
million disposal of a near-
50% stake in me Cable and
Wireless Tascomorse
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group, and by the deadline
last October the issue was
almost four times over-sub-
scribed.

The Tories are also look-
ing to the future in a deter-
mined way. They insisted
that smali shareholders
should be favoured, both to
meet the needs of their
“small business’ ideology
and to increase the problem
of renationalisation by a-
Labour government.

The looting of British
Leyland has also continued.
The Forklift subsidiary at
Coventry has been sold off
to Ctimax Holdings, and
Marshall and Son are buying
up the machinery distribu-
tion rights and order books
of the tractor plant at Bath-
gate.

Assets
Typical of the way the

Tories want privatisation to
work was thesell-off of the
Prestcold part of BL’s special
Products division. Abell, a
self-made millionaire was in
charge of this division from
1975 to 1978. When heteft
to take charge of Leyland
Vehicles the Financial Times
stated “that he must take
responsibility for their
(Prestcold’s) financial near
collapse“’.

But it was all in a good
cause. When Abell left Ley-
land Vehicles in January
1981 he became ead =:
Seer meres2me
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Tories (below) sell off the profitable bits likeNorth Seaoil,for the benefit-ofStock Exchange sharks, while (right) jue
essential public services are starved of :
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was announced that Suter
Electrical was to purchase
Prestcold from BL, paying
£9 million for a company
with assets worth nearly £20
million.

Grief
A year ago British Steel

reached an agreement on the
creation of Phoenix t, a joint
project for the rationalisa-
tion of wire rod and bar
Production. This 50-50
Owned operation is now
trading as a new company,
Allied Steel and Wire, out-
side BSC control.

However, the attempt to
inject a furtherprivate sector
element into the steel indus-
try through involving BSC
and Glen with three other
companies in the production
and marketingof engineering
steels — Phoenix 2 — has
come to grief, despite
Thatcher's high prioritisation
of the privatisation of parts’
of the steel industry.

Similarly, the scandal
surrounding the sale of
Amersham International — a
public sector company deai-
ing with radioactive material
used in health care — whenit
was found that merchant
bankers N.M. Rothschildhad
underpriced the share issue
by £25.5 million, has ted to
greater scrutiny of the
Tories’ policies. Even To-y
backbencher Edward  _
Cann called for ar ina.

Greed
Te Tee eeet
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money that headed for the
Government's latest privatis-
ation offering Amersham
International has been unedi-
fying. It has once again
labelled the City as the
nation’s chief repository of
greed. And Amersham is not
an isolated case. British
Aerospace a year ago and
Cable and Wireless last
Autumn were similar tales if
on a lesser scale.’’

At the moment Thatcher
intends to drive ahead with
four main projects:

*Theselling off of British
Telecom.

*The floating of the
British National Oil Corpor-
ation’s production and
exploration interests.

*The privatisation of
British Gas’s oil assets.

*The hiving off of British
Airways.

.

 

Gravy
All of these schemes are

Presenting problems. It has
been revealed that Roths-
child have already been paid
£% million for its work on
the carve up of BNOC even
before legislation has been
passed enablingthesale.

As the Oil and Gas Enter-
prise Bill which will give the
Tories sell-off power goesthrough Parliament, Gavin
Laird (AUEW) and Clive
Jenkins, ASTMS meme cof
the BNOC Scars --on
saccad: “Det more.
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prices knocking several hun-
dred million pounds off the
sale vatue of BNOCassets.

The. majority of the
BNOC Board wantprivatisa-
tion but they disagree on
method andtiming.

But in British Gas, Sir
Ernest Woodroofe, a mem-
ber of the Board and self-
confessed ‘‘staunch Conser-
vative’’, has opposedthesell-
ing off of assets. A detailed
500 page investigation into
British Airways’ troubled
finances drawn up by top
accountants Price Water-
house, has questioned the
viability of a carve-up when
BA is £11 million in debt.

As the Guardian com-
mented, “the private sector
is remarkably reluctant to
buy something that is losing
£200 million a year”’.

Yet capitalists are salivat-
ing to get their gobs into the
rich gravy of British Tele-
com. The Chancellor
announced ‘in the Budget a
BT bond which would allow
the corporation to raise up
to £150 million from private
investment. :

This is not now likely to
go ahead. Instead half the
shares wil! be simply sold off
to “the public” with a Bill
being rushed through in
October.

oo.Last year’s Telecommun-
ications Act atlowed BT to
take stakes in commercial
partnerships. Its first major

 

venture was to link with
British Aerospace and
Marconi to form United
Satellites to provide direct
satellite broadcasting. Now
the private sector will share
with BT the new cable revo-
lution which will offer multi-
channel TV plus electronic
mail home banking,
shopping, security and infor-

" mationservices.
Just at the right time the

Prime Minister’s advisory
panel on information tech-
nology published its report
on cable TV: “I believe that
there is a consensusthatthis
is a good development and
should be cashed in on”said
Charles Read, its chairper-
son,

Consensus? Certainly, on
the panel. They consisted of
the Managing Directors of
Mullard Ltd (electronics
manufacturers), Rediffusion
Ltd (heavily involved «
cable TV} and Informator
Technology Ltd
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TERROR- IN THE
FAMILYHOME

THAT men whorape 8 year
old girls should be encour-
aged to continue their associ-
ation with theirvictims, that
efforts should be made not
to disrupt their “loving rela-
tionship” is a pretty horrify-
ing proposition. Yet that is
precisely the view that
prevails when the man
happens to be the child’s
father. -

Sarah Nelson in a care-
fully argued but shocking
book “Incest — Fact and
Myth” exposes the attitudes
of “caring agencies” and the
“experts” in the field and
contrasts them with the
reality.

Incest is defined official-
ly as sexual intercourse
between closely related
individuals. This inadequate
definition leaves out other
forms of sexual abuse which
do not include penile pene-
tration but may be equally
traumatic for’ the victim.
And it does not include
sexual acts committed by
men who may bein similar
positions of power and
authority over the child but
are not related by blood —

such as mothers’ lovers or
boyfriends.

Facts
Even using the narrow

definition, the facts are
startling.

The overwhelming maj-
ority of incest cases are
between fathers and
daughters, and most of the
rest are step-fathers and
step-daughters, or grand-
fathers and grand-daughters.

The average age of the
victim when the incestuous
assaults begin is somewhere
between 8 and 10 years old,
though cases have been
reported of incest starting
when the child is a toddler
and continuing till she
reaches adulthood. Once
begun it very often contin-
ues regularly for several
years.

These ratherfacts   

Newissue of Fightback —,
10p plus postage from 4l
Filington St, London N7.-
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demolish the myth that
incest is a once-in-a-lifetime
fall from grace on the part of
the father.

The physical effects on
the victim are stomach-
turning. Victims suffer
vaginal tears and infections,
ulceration and several
venereal diseases. They often
develop psychosomaticsymptoms such as migraines,
stomach pains and skin dis-
orders.

Violence
In addition, in many

cases, physical violence is
used to compelthegirl’s co-
operation including batter-
ing, burning and locking or
tying them up.

Since incest persists over
many years, another under-
reported effect is pregnancy.
Sarah Nelson suggests that
many instances do not come
to light because of mis-
carriages and abortions, and
paternity being attributed to
another man e.g. a boy-
friend.

But even so.the figures
suggest that pregnancy
results in between 10 and
20% ofcases.

An unwanted (sometimes
abnormal) child, born to a
mother maybe as young as
11 or 12, seemslikejust one
more vicious twist to an -

already appalling situation.
On top of the physical

effects, certain psychological
damage appears with appall-
ing frequency — depression,
neurosis, and suicidal
tendencies. Very often it
takes the form-of behaviour-
al disturbances.

One therapist who
treated 500 drug addicts
found 70% had been child
victims of sexual abuse. A
worker involved with
runaway adolescents noted
that half were victims of
sexual abuse (who could
blame them for running
away?). Various reports have
suggested a link between
incest and girls subsequently
taking up prostitution. 
 

 
Women’s Right to Work held
a one-day conference atten-
ded by 40 women.The aim
of the conference was two-

In one study 25% of
prostitutes interviewed had
been incest victims. In
another, 51 out of 103
prostitutes claimed their first
sexual experience had been
with their father.

Also manygirls react by
being completely turned off
sex throughout their adult
life. This can extend to other
areas of their lives, so that
they feel socially isolated,
unable to communicate and
unable to form close rela-
tionships with other people.

The most common reac-
tion is self-disgust, feelings
of degradation and worth-
lessness (which may go a
long way towardsexplaining
the other behavioural conse-
quences).

The facts Sarah Nelson
produces present a shatter-
ing toll of human misery,
wrecked lives, damaged
bodies and minds. But per-
haps the most sickening
aspect is how this contrasts
with the received view of
those who are supposed to
help and the alleged
“experts” in thefield.

Myths
She examines the most

prevalent myths among the
professions and exposes the
reactionary assumptions
behind them.

One of the commonest
responses, as in rape, is to
blame the victim. So, for
example, the child is presen-
ted as sexually precociousor
provocative, or it is claimed
that she unconsciously
desires sex withher father.

In contrast’ to the
hysteria. when a child is
molested by a stranger the
“experts” inveigh against
notions of childhood inno-
cence and Freud’s theory of
infantile sexuality is
paraded.

There are several incon-
sistencies in thisargument.It
totally ignores the evidence
that very often force is used
to subdue the girl’s oppos-
ition and that identifiable
physical damage results: in
this view, the child must not
only be provocative, but
mind-bogglingly

|
masochis-

tic.
It does not follow simply

from the fact that a child is
a sexual being that she
deserves to be raped. We
would not accept that argu-
ment for adult women,it
should be even more intol-
erable for girls.

Victory
Many of the victims

report that they had no idea
what was being done to
them. Only muchlater they
came to realise it was a
sexual act and begin to feel
guilt. as well as their initial
pain andfear.

“Unconscious”

—
desires

" present an immediate double
bind’ 7 it~ {fey* ‘afe* “umcon=TM

fold.
Firstly to advertise and

build support for a national
demonstration and festival
on June 5. Secondly to

scious how can a child be
held responsible for them? It
reveals a staggering hypo-
crisy that girls are encour-
aged to be pretty,flirtatious
“little women” and then
accused of “provoking”
rape.

The second responseis to
suggest that incest is an
acceptable part of certain
“subcultures” (read working
class or poor deprived fam-
ilies). Apart from the nause-
ating class bias of this, it
again ignores the facts.

Firstly, it is clear that
neither the victim nor the
perpetrator actually doseeit
as “‘acceptable”: it is a “‘fam-
ily secret”, the victim feels
degraded and abused, the
father threatens further viol-
ence if she reveals their
“secret”.

Secondly,although much
of the documentation comes
from deprived, ‘“low-class”
families, this has more to do
with how the act comes to
light than any real evidence
that it is more prevalent in
these families.

Evidence from adult
women who go for psychi-
atric treatment and reveal in

|

the course of it a history of
child abuse, indicates that it
is just as common among
“nice” middle class and   
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MARCHWITH US TO THEAaml
Comeand join us on June 5th.
We'll be assembling at County
Hall, Waterloo, from 10.30 and
the march will start to move off at
11, and go to Battersea Park for the
national Women’s Festival and Rally
organised by the LabourParty. There'll
be women’s bands, stalls, theatre,open-air
discussion forums,a rally with national an
international speakers, plus food, kids’
entertainment & creche, and lots more.

OMEN’S FESTIVAL|

launch a campaign in the
local area which would take
up the whole issue of
women’s working conditions
in Hackney.

‘tories

Hackney’s high percen-
tage of sweat shops of non-
unionised small clothing fac-

made the taks of
organising the conference

Somehorrifying facts
aboutincest are
analysed in a new
book. Gerry Byrne
reports.

professional. families, but
that they are less likely to
come to the attention of
social workersor thepolice.

Another gambit is to
blame the mother. She,
through illness, overwork or

attempts at independence,
refuses to provide for her
husband’s sexual needs- and
therefore, it’s only to be
expected thathe should turn
elsewhere. The eldest
daughter, especially, is a
ready-madestand-in.

.
The mother then turns a

blind eye as the pressure is
off her.

Mother
In fact the motherherself

may also be the victim of
violence and marital rape.
She herself lives in fear and
dare not or is unable to
protect her daughter.

She may be ill,
constantly pregnant or
forced to work very long
hours to provide for her
family in a situation where
the father does not work or

2spends all “his” money on
himself.

But can the mother’s
actions honestly be seen as
blameworthy? Is this
another case of contributory
negligence?

Underlying all the myths
and scapegoating (and Sarah
Nelson details many others)
is a profoundly oppressive
view of the family and the
roles that should be acted
out within it. It assumes a

The marchis called by the ACTION COM-
MITTEE FOR A WOMAN’‘S RIGHT TO
WORK,and co-sponsored by the SOUTH EAST
REGIONAL COUNCILof the TUC,withthe
support of the London LabourParty, the Royal
Arsenal Co-op Society, the National Union of
Students, the Bakers’ Union, and dozensof local
groups, union branches and Labour women’s
sections, as well as all the major campaigns, groups
and publicationsof the WOMEN

, MOVEMENT.
‘S LIBERATION ”

  
 

view of male sexuality, that
its demands are imperative
and must be satisfied, that
somehow men are helpless
to control its overwhelming
force and therefore not res-’
ponsible for their sexual
actions.

Family
Really the only “must”

is a social one: men can and
will get away with it, women
must satisfy them and
repress their own desires and
aspirations.

Far from the social
workers’ myth of the “dis-
organised family”,with “‘dis-
ordered role allocation” the
reality seems to be the
opposite.

Incest takes place in
families where the tradition-
al roles are extremely rigid.
The men do not expect to
do any work round the
house and demand to have
their every whim, sexual and
otherwise, pandered to. The
womenare in a literal sense
slaves, unable to escape the
situation and powerless to
fight back. The girls are
trained from a very early age
to follow in their mothers’
joylessfootsteps.

While incest is not “nor-
mal” and we should refuse
to accord it even that
implied toleration, it does
seem to be the case that its
abnormality lies in the direc-
tion of being a highly exag-
gerated form of what are
considered to be the normal
duties of men and women.
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CAN HELP
Come to the Action Committee m

Y
_ there isa meeting every Monday eveningat

7.15 at County Hall, Waterloo. Send us a donation.
Publicise the march in yourlocal press, at work,

college, at school, among your friends.
* Leaflets from: Action Cttee Jora Woman's Right to

Work, 181 RichmondRoad, London E8.

Hackney boostforrightto work campaign »:.
ON 24 April, Hackney difficult.

Yet there is a dire need
for such a campaign in
Hackney. For example,
between 1975 and 1979
there was a loss of 10.3% of
women’s full-timejobs, com-
pared with 1% for men.

Many Hackney women
are homeworkers and there
are 4,000 who are employed
as contract cleaners, working
less than 16 hours a week
and so unprotected byemploymentlaws.

Factory
They can be hired and

fired at will and since 1971
pay and conditions have
rapidly deteriorated.
Nearly half the cleaners earn
less than £1.05 an hour.
Another large employer of
women in Hackney is a toy
factory called Lesneys.
Women at Lesneys have no
job security becausethey are
emoployed on 3-monthly
contracts.

The conference, which
was attended by trade
unionists and Labour Party
members among_others,
began with an introduction
to the situation of women
workers in Hackney.

This was followed by
workshops on a variety of
areas from public employees
and unemployed women to
nursery facilities.

The afternoon took the
form of action workshops
where how to organise and
fight against redundancies
was discussed; the stand up
and be counted campaign;
positive action; YOPs
schemes; and how to build
for the national demonstra-
tion and festival.

Unions
It was felt that we

needed to take our recom-
mendations back into the
local unions and Labour
Council in order to make
our demandsrealisable.

In fact, looking back
over the last few months,
prior to the conference the
most positive and encour-
aging
women present
decided to take the cam-
paign for women’s right to
‘work further and notlet the
fight end on June 5.
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DAY
ON THE
WEST
BANK

PALESTINE — May Day was
commemorated in the West
Bank of the Jordan River
and the Gaza Strip, occupied
by Israel in 1967 by mass
assaults on police stations,
the setting up of barricades,
throwing of stones at Israeli
military vehicles, burning
tyres on main roads and
raising the Palestinian
national flag.

The leadership of the
trade unions in the territor-
ies occupied in 1967 had
decided not to hold any
May Day demonstrations
and. meetings in protest
against the imposition of the
Israeli ‘civil administration’

.

and the ousting of three
elected PalestinianMayors.

Butin the villageof Dura
regarded as the fortress of
Mustafa Dodin,leader of the
Village Leagues’, an illegal
mass demonstration was
held.

After shouting slogans
against these ‘Village
Leagues’ — artificial bodies
of collaborators with the
Zionist occupation, set up
by the Israeli Army in a
desperate attempt to
diminish the mass support of
the Palestine Liberation
Organisation — youth storm-
ed the local police station,
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Paid ads Sp per word, £4 per
column inch, Send to Social-
ist Organiser (What's On), 28
Middle Lane, London N8.

U.S. HANDS OFFEI Salva-
dor! Demonstrate against
Reagan’s visit. Sunday June
6, 12.30 at Hyde Park,Mon-
day June 7, 5.30 at US Emb-
assy, Grosvenor Square.
Tuesday June 8, 1pm,lobby
of Parliament. Contact:
Reagan Reception Commit-
tee, PO Box 51, London
Swio.
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broke whatever they could,
and raised the Palestinian
nationalflagon the roof.

In the Palestinian terri-
tories occupied in 1948,
presently comprising the
racist state of Israel, five
major May Day demonstra-
tions were held.

Bused in

The Histadrut, branding
itself ‘the Confederation of
Hebrew Workers’ but actual-
ly the- largest employer in
Palestine, had organised a
15,000-strong demonstration
marching under Zionist
slogans such as “For a real-
ising and colonising Zion-
ism” and “For the Judais-
ation of the Galilee”,as well
as slogans supporting the
Camp David imperialist
accords,

The Histadrut has been
one of the main backbones
of the Zionist movement in
Palestine since they early
1920s. The overwhelming
majority of demonstrators
were bused in from the
privileged colony-settlements ©

.(kibbutzim).
The Histadrut marched

under the flags of the racist
state of Israel,with some red

LUTTE OUVRIEREfete:
international festival of revo-
lutionary socialism.Saturday
to Monday, May 29-31, at
Presles, Val d’Oise, France.
A delegation of SO”support-
ers will be going over to the
fete: all comradesinterested,
please write to SO, 28
Middle Lane, London N8.
SUPPORT the Palestinian
people: rally,Saturday May
15, 12.30, from Speakers’
Corner, Hyde Park,London.
Organised by Palestine
Solidarity Liaison Cttee.

PROTEST marchagainst
racist fire-bombingsin
Guildford. Saturday May
15, 1.30pm at Foxenden
Quarry. Organised by
Guildford CARF.

KIGASS swrikers solidarity
demonstration.Saturday
May 15. Assemble 10am in
Leamington: coachesat 9.30
from Pool Meadow, Coventry

POLAND
Contact:
Solidarnosc Trade Unisa
Working Group, 64 Phil-
beach Gardens, London
SW5. 01-373 3492.
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flags for decoration, and
ended by singing the Zionist
hymn.

' A similar demonstration
was organised by the Hista-
drut in the Northern city of
Haifa, with an attendance of
3,000.

A rival demonstration to
that of the Histadrut was
organised in Tel-Aviv by the
Israeli Communist Party.
This completely Stalinised
party traditionally joins the
demonstrations of the Hista-
drut — seeing in the Hista-
drut a genuine trade union
with bad leadership, and
denouncing any attempt by ’

workers to organise outside
the Histadrut -— but was
excluded thisyear from join-
ing by the leadership of the
Histadrut.

The CP demonstration
also marched under
combined Israeli and red
flags — as the ICP is openly
pro-Zionist, supporting the
formation of the state of
Israel, and vigorously
defending its existence.

It differed from the
Histadrut demonstrations by
its composition, which was
mainly workingclass.

The demonstrators
carried slogans in support of
the formation of a Pales-

LONDONWorkers’ Socialist
League classes on basic
Marxism.Next one: Marxism
and domestic labour. Friday
May 14, 7.30pm.Fordetails
of venue, write to PO Box
135, London N1 ODD.

EL SALVADOR:public
rally in solidarity with
FMENand FDR.Saturday
May 15, 7pm, ConwayHail,
Red Lion Square, London.
Organised by El Salvador
Solidarity Campaign.
WOMEN’S: FIGHTBACK:
call-back meeting from the
March 27 trade union con-ference. Saturday May 15.2pm, County Hail, London

1.

SOCIALIST ORGANISER
MEETINGS & FORUMS

SHEFFIELD:Every other
Wednesday,at the Brown
Cow, The Wicker. Business
7.30, discussion 8.30. Next
meeting May 26: ‘Therole of
trade unionism’.June 9:
‘Women’s right to choose’.

ISLINGTON:Every other
Friday,7.30 at Caxton
House, St John’s Way,
London N19. Next meeting
May 14: Central America.

A000neSeReneVe eeeeek,

Report from the
Workers’ League
(Palestine)

tinian statelet beside the
state of Israel, denouncing
Israeli policy in the West
Bank,and calling for Jewish-
Arab brotherhood and
Israeli-Soviet friendship.

There were two demon-
strations, however, where no
flags of the racist state of
Israel were raised and only
red flags could be seen.
These were the demonstra-
tions organised by the pro-
gressive nationalist Palestin-
ian movements in the terri-
tories occupied in 1948.

Decrees
One was held in Um-el-

l'ahem, the third largest
Arab village in the ‘Green
Line’, by the Abna-el-Balad
(‘sons of the village’) move-
ment. Leading members of
this movement, and other
progressive nationalist move-
ments, have continuously
been underrestriction by the
military authorities: they
could not leave their own
towns, and they had to
register twice a day at the
local police stations.

All these decrees are
based on the ‘Emergency
Regulations’, first intro-
duced by British imperialism

EDINBURGH. Monday May
17, 7.30pm,at theTrades
Council,Picardy Place:
“Fighting the Cuts’.

KILL THE TEBBIT BILL.
Mass rally organised by
Yorks & Humberside
Regional TUC. Sunday May
16, 10am to noon,Sheffield
City Hall. 

Class Fighter, paper of the National Left Wing Youth Move-
mentof the LPYS. NEW ISSUE OUT NOW!1Op plus

. postage from BM Box 5277, London WCIN 3XX.
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when it ruled Palestine, and
afterwards adopted by the
Zionist state.

The second demonstra-
tion was held in Kabul, a
village in Northern Palestine.
This demonstration was
jointly called by the Abna-
el-Balad movements of Acre,
Kabul, Lydda, Arabe,
Sakhnin, thé A-Nahda move-
ment of Taybe, The Pro-
gressive Nationalist Move-
ment groups in the univer-
sities of Haifa, Tel-Aviv,and
Jerusalem, and the Workers’
League.

Joint

A joint committee ofall
these groupings, including
the movement of Um-l-
Fahem — the National Co-
ordination Committee — was
outlawed in February 1981
by the Military Commander,
but each of these bodies
continues to operate alone.

The Kabul demonstration
was planned to include a
march in the streets of the
village, but this was can-
celled after repeated police
threats that such a march
would mean shootings and
deaths.

The 300 demonstrators
who gathered in Kabul
shouted slogans such as
“Popular Revolution”, “May
Day — a holiday of the
revolution and revolution-
ists’ ‘Revolution till the
victory”, “‘No substitute for
the PLO”, “The Golan
Heights belong to Syria —

not to Begin and his dogs’,
as well as “Crush Imperial-
ism — build Socialism”.

The participants stood

WITHDRAWtheFleet: Ed-
inburgh demonstration ag-
ainst Thatcher’s war. 11am,

SOLIDARITY with Chile,
Central America, and the
Caribbean. National confer-
ence, Saturday-Sunday May
22-23, starts 11am, Sheffietd iUniversity. Sponsors include
Sheffield & Rotherham
Trades Councils. More
details: Cath,0742 588052.

FREETHE BRADFORD12
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ma front around
a

Waverley Bridge. May 15 Hl

Bl crate policy intended “to

for a moment of silence in
memory of the Palestinian
martyrs. Eniyat Bour’ral, a
young woman representing
the Abna-el-Baladmovement
of Lydda, reported on the
recent police raids and
attacks on the movementin
Lydda. Three members were
detained after a police
frame-up. If prosecuted they
could be imprisoned for long
periods.

She was massively
applauded. Lutfie Agbaria, a
young woman representing
the Progressive Nationalist
Movementgroup in Tel-Aviv
University, argued for the
importance of the fight for
the rights of women
workers. An Arab Druze
from the occupied Syrian
Golan Heights told the
demonstrators about the
brutality of the Zionist
army, and how the local
Druze population has
succeeded in maintaining an
eight week strike against
the annexation of the Golan
Heightsby Israel.

The representative of.
the PNM group in Jerusalem
insisted on the importance
of workers organising
outside the Zionist Histadrut
and the setting up of inde-
pendent trade unions which
will realise theunity of Arab
and Jewish workers. In that
he was joined by Henry
Lowi, the Workers’ League
representative on the plat-
form.

The Workers’ League
representative explained the
need for solidarity with the
independent trade union
Solidarnosc in Poland,
currently under~heavy
attacks. He went on to
denounce the imperialist

the latest
British aggression over the
Falklands.

After citing ‘sources’ in
the Zionist army high com-
mand, quoted in the Zionist
press the day before, which
confirmed that the killings
of Palestinian demonstrators
in the West Bankare a delib-

cause an erosion in the
number of Palestinian
demonstrators and thus
bring the demonstrations to
an end” (‘Ha’arets’, 30.4.82)
he went on to say that Arab-
Jewish unity of struggle and
the independence of the
working class are necessary
in order to bring about the
liberation of the Palestinian
homeland, the dismantling
of the racist state of Israel,
and the formation of a free,
democratic Palestine, where
Jews and Arabs will live in
peace,

The demonstration —

with a_ relatively large
percentage of womenpartic-
ipants and speakers, and
reflecting the growth of the
nationalist movement in the
territories occupied in 1948
(more in the formation of
young movements in new
cities and villages than in
direct numerical growth) —

ended with. the demonstra-
tors singing revolutionary
nationalist songs.

moe
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empire?
by Martin Thomas

“IF there is ever to be
another British Empire, the
South Atlantic is where it
could be.”

-So said the Sunday Tele-
graph of May 9. You might
expect that it was boosting
the patriotic zeal of the gin-
andjag belt with visions of
the recapture of the Falk-
lands as the first step in a
new spread of red on the
map, with Princess Di sent
out to Buenos Aires to be
crowned Empress of Argen-
tina.

But not at all. The Tele-
graph article, by oil
company boss Colin Phipps,
argued that Britain should
hand over the Falklands to
Argentina — but strike a
hard bargain.

Prize
The oil and gas resources

of the South Atlantic are, he
says, ‘‘thebig prize”.

Now: “‘Irrespective of the
validity of the Argentine
claim, in practice it will not
be possible to exploit the
Malvinas Basin, or to develop
the Falklands themselves,
without Argentine coopera-
tion. There is already a well-
established oil industr, in
central and southern Argen-
tina and in southern Chile,
and the infrastructure this
provides will be essential for
any major developments.”

Thus Phipps proposes
that Britain should offer
Argentina a deal — Argen-
tine sovereignty over the
Falklands and a British/
Argentine deal to split the
loot from exploitation of the
seas round the Falklands,in
return for a firm British grip
over the (much bigger)
resources in the practically
uninhabited regions of the
further-out South Georgia
and Sandwich Islands and of
Antarctica.

Of course, Marxism does
not (despite what many anti-
Marxists say) compel us to
believe that direct and
immediate economic inter-
ests are always the guiding
motive of capitalist policy.

Guesswork
Phipps concedesthatesti-

mates of the oil resources
of the South Atlantic are
largely guesswork, and that
“although the oil industry
could certainly begin to
exploit the Malvinas Basin
today,it is unlikely that the
South Atlantic would
become exploitable much
before the end of the
century”.

General considerations of
|

prestige and saving face
clearly weigh heavily with
Thatcher.

But Phipps’ article does
make it clear that the British
gZovernment’s interests when
it comes to make a deal in
the South Atlantic are not
quite what they would seem
from all the froth about the
Falkianders’ rights and the
horrors of the Argentine
regime. ,

One final point. Phipps
is now an oil company boss.
But until three years ago he
was

. ..a Labour MP! With
Labour MPslike that, who
needs Tories?
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Stand wi
1 STRONGLY believe that
the pacifist line taken by the
paper is a wrong one,
although I am glad that you
have some support for the
Falkland Islanders. My posi-
tion is one of support for
their right-of self-determina-
tion on theIslands.

Their community has
now existed for 150 years
and if they so wish to
preserve this they should be
aided not abandoned. When
it comes downto it, the left
position is identical to that
oftheBritish ruling class,i.e.
Argentine control over the
islands.

only reason why
Thatcher is sending the
armed forces in to’ protect
the rights of 1,800 people is

f not because she has a passion
for isolated groups around
the world or that the British
way of life is threatenedbut
because the junta has plans
to develop the hugeoilfields
around the Falklands with
the USSR and not Britain or
the USA.

Thatcher would not care
if Argentina, regime and
all, had control over the
Islands so long as British
capitalists havé a stake in
exploiting the enormous
wealth in this area. I could

not help laughing when the
left suggested that it was
basically a question of pres-
tige. If that is a scientific
analysis, then try again.
Capitalists are forever look-
ing for new markets and
resources and will use force
to ensure this.

The Falkland Islanders
will be pushed aside once
Britain and the Argentine
rulers agree on joint exploi-
tation (probably with a
leaseback agreement). The
Tories have used the vulner-
ability of the Islanders to
win world support for econ-
omic and military action
against Argentina, and the
left has played into their
hands by demanding the
withdrawal ofthetask force.

The result has been an
added perk for the Tories of
having national opinion in
favour of their action and so
allowing them to ride on an
unjustified wave of popular-
ity. We shouldn’t avoid sup-
porting the rights of the
Falkland Islanders just
because Thatcher claims to
support those rights.

Solidarnosc
Should we have nothing

to do with Solidarnosc

JOHN
HARRIS

 

because of verbal support
given by Thatcher and
Reagan?

The Falkland Islanders
would probably accept
Argentine sovereignty if
their way of life could be
guaranteed.

We should demand that
the Falkland Islanders have
full control over their lives
and the Islands, both if they
wish to become indepen-
dent and if they wish to
negotiate with Britain and
Argentina.

There is no parallel
between the six counties of
Ireland and the Falklands;
to makeoneis absurd.

Ireland had a_ native
population when invaded by
Britain, the Falklands had
none. It has only been a

point of
,

rivalry between
European colonisers and
settlers. No-one has men-
tioned about the Argentin-
ians_ driving out

|

native
Indians from their lands at
the time the USA and
Britain drove out Spanish-
speaking settlers from the
Falklands. .

Fraternally,
RICHARD MOORE

London

Mexico target for
THE USE of cannabis, both
as a medicine and for enjoy-
ment probably goes as far
back in prehistory as does
the use of alcohol.

Only in the last 50 years
however, has it been made
legal. Most importantly is
the US, though the rest of

SCIENCE
ELL OF COURSE,wn WAS: ALL PRE-BemB

SUENCE You
ATTei ¥

the West was to follow. And
the US hasalso been putting
pressure on its client states,
or those dependent onit to
some extent, to follow suit,
e.g. Mexico.

The US government has
been leaning on the Mexican
government to allow, and 

Support your
s

APRIL 19 was the centen-
aryof the death of Darwin,
one of the greatest scient-
ists of all time. (Marx want-
ed to dedicate ‘Capital’ to
him). And we missedit!

That's one reason why
we need more volunteers to
write articles for the

column!
science column (we know
that at least one SO reader
has some knowledge of
evolutionarytheory). &.

We will get something
written on Darwin soon. but
rememberthat the Science
Column depends on you
as well!

itself undertake, the spray-
ing of cannabis crops with
the  weedkiller paraquat
(they wouldn’t do it in
California!).

The spraying was sus-
pended because of fears for
the health of people who
smoked paraquat treated

 
RICHARD MOORE seems
to refute his own argument.
“The Falkland Islanders will
be pushed aside once Britain
and the Argentine rulers
agree on joint exploration.”

Surely it follows that the
Left would play into the
Tories’ hands if we didn’t
demand withdrawal of the
task force!

We are doubtful about
Richard Moore’s neat econ-
omic explanation of
Thatcher’s war. Developing
the oilfields of the South
Atlantic is a task for
decades, and can hardly be
guaranteed by Britain these
days through sending the
fleet. And prestige is an
issue for governments and
ruling classes.

But on Richard Moore’s
account, too, we cannotrely
on Thatcher’sfleet to act in
the South Atlantic as defen-
ders of the Falklanders’
rights,

Whatever the pretext for
sending the fleet, it will act
as an imperialist fleet. It is
already clear that the fate of
the Falklanders is utterly
secondary, as a motive for

cannabis (paraquat is the
stuff that takes two weeksto
kill you, for which there is
no treatment).

It may be resumed soon
with the addition of an evil
smelling compound to warn
smokersof its presence.

But the US government
 Newsfrom

the ozone
by Les Hearn

SOME GOOD news and
some bad news. The good
newsis that the damage to
the ozonelayer of our atmo-
sphere from  chlorofluoro
carbons (CFCs) is much
less than previously feared.
The bad newsis that even
this damage could result
in a large increase in skin
cancers.

CFCs are what makes
spray cans spray. They are

gases, so when they are
let out into the atmosphere,
theymix with therest of the
air and eventually some
CFCs reach the strato-
sphere. or upper atmo-
sphere. Here it breaks
down, producing chlorine,
whichthenstarts to destroy

the ozone found
there.

Ozone is a special form
of oxygen, whose import-
ance is that it absorbs the
dangerousultra-violet light
from the sun. The less
ozone, the more UV light
reaches the ground, where
we are.

Already, in the US for
example, some 90% of skin
cancers are caused by UV
light of the sort absorbed

layer

by ozone, and the US
National Academy of
Sciences estimates that
every 1%fallin the amount
of ozone will result in be-
tween six and 15% more
skin cancers — and the
drop in ozone is estimated

  
THEREarea few points I'd
like to make in regard to
Anna Lunts’ article on thewe andstrike action in SO

2.
Nurses have beenstriking

and taking action for years
prior to 1970, contrary to
the article.

The followingis a list of
some actions taken:

1918 — in Anna Lunts’
own hospital, the Prestwick
Asylum, the National
AsylumWorkers Union with-
drew 200 employees, and
429 from Wittingham
Asylum over pay negotia-
tions. A tong©struggle
ensued, nurses blockaded

  
  
  
 
 
  
    thFalklanders

OUR REPLY
the fleet’s action, to assert-
ing the authority and
strength of British militar-
ism.

To support the fleet on
the basis of the Falklanders’
rights would belike support-
ing saturation policing in
London on the basis that it
might protect some people
fromviolent crime.

We want safe streets —

but we argue for the labour
movement to organise to
ensure that, and we base our
attitude to the police on
their overail role. Likewise,
we regard the rights of the
Falklanders as a matter for
the international working
class, and we base ouratti-
tude to the British Navy on
an overall class assessment.

Our call for withdrawal
of the fleet has nothing to
do with pacifism — i.e. a
wish to wash our hands of
war in general.

We are in favour of class
war. We are in favour of
nationalliberationwars.

Weare against imperialist
wars — and for class war to
defeat and overthrow the
imperialist warmongers.

seems less concerned with
the health of Mexican farm
workers or with the effects
on the environment.

Paraquat is a persistent
herbicide. It lingers in the
soil, preventing plants from
growing for some time. And
the effects on tropical soils

 

at five to nine per cent by
2000.

In other words,a rise of
between 30 and 135% in
skin cancersis likely in the
US alone, and all because
some capitalists
want to jeopardise their
profits by asking a chemist
for the effects of releasing
CFCsinte our atmosphere!

[Info: New Scientist]

Nurses and strikes
themselves in the Asylum
and didn'tallow anyonein.
There are reports of bloody
fights with the police.

1937 — nurses in London
had a sandwich board march
through London, wearing
black masks to avoid recog-
nition. :

They took some strike
action,and ali student nurses
threatened to hand in a

month’s notice unless they
had a decent payrise.

In 1949 the sameactions
occurred. Nursing-history
sees fit to emphasize this
struggle by solely referring
to the fact that the nurses
were addressed by students
standing on coal wagons.

Hope this puts a few
facts right.

MARY !IRESON
Cardiff
 
 
  

STANDING
BY SCOTTS

I WAS very giad to see

your coverage of the
Laurence Scott dispute in
$082.

You are to be congrat-
ulated on continuing to sup-
port thisbeleaguredgroup of
workers when so many
others have deserted them.

After all they are still
threatened bya legal billfor
£6,000 and a case under
Prior’s EmploymentAct.

Particularly disgraceful
has been the role of the
SWP.

These people added to
their ‘Here today, gone
tomorrow’ reputation in
industrial disputes.

When Scotts was ‘where
* the action was’ theywould

give elbow room and Social-
ist Worker had detailed
coverage.

But once the hard defen-
sive slog set in after the
picketing of Doncaster was
called off you couldn’t see
them for dust.

Since Christmas_there
hasn’t been a wordin Social-
ist Worker.

Lindsey Greig wrote a
really bad article in Socialist
Review in January, arguing
that it was the mistakes of
the workers that lost the
strike.

He claimed that what
happens in a workplace
before a_ strike begins is
decisive.

US joint operation?
could be disastrous.

’ Without plant cover to
hold the soil together, the
top soil is soon washed away
by rain, resulting in loss of
fertility and growth of
deserts, as found when trop-
ical forests are cleared.

“
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didn’t ——______

What a fatalistic recipe
for passivity! Why did Greig
bother with Scotts at all?

‘That. silly specimen’ one
of the strikers aptly com-
mented’ ‘wants his arse kick-
ing’.

.Of course mistakes were
made; but the workers came
forward tremendously as the
strike developed and the
going got rough. The
betrayal of the union leaders
and the lack of solidarity
were the central problems:
whichbrings us to the CP.

They did give moral and
financial support.

For example at the
November AUEW NC, prom-
inent Stalinists Halverson
and Cole voted ‘to support
the strikers.

Local CP stewards too
collected money and atten-
ded the picket line. All the
time however they refused
to build for industrial action.

You got the impression
that they wished the Scott
workers had accepted the
sell-out.

They constantly harped
on tacticalmistakes made by
the strikers as an excuse for
not giving support.

Whe can.doubt that if
the CP -had_ put their
shoulders to the wheel the
Scotts strikers would now
have the 260 branch resolu-
tions required for a ballot on
the removal of Boyd and
Duffy.

The “resolutionary
socialists” of Militant largely
averted their eyes from the
Scotts workers who were
actually fighting the Tories
now.

As one industrial militant
said to me: “When I’m
through with the struggles of
the day I like to relax and
get my mind on something
that’s altogether different
from politics, so I read
Militant”.

By the way, anybody
who believes that reformists
don’t fight should look at
the excellent track record in
this dispute of MP Charles
Morris. :

And so to the IMG who
put in a lot of hard work
(their record was. probably
the best of any tendency)
but alas in their usual non-
political way.

They claimed that the
slogan ‘open the books’
should not beraised in rela-
tion to the NCB and its
suppliers as ‘it would get
nowhere’.

Obsession

They criticised Socialist
Organiser’s attempts to anal-
yse the differences between
local officials and the AUEW
leaders, tactically important
in such a struggle,as “‘show-
ing an obsession with the
bureaucracy”.

And they failed to take
up vital questions such as

extending picketing to Don-
caster, claiming this would
“usurp the role of the elec-.
ted strike committee”.

One final thought. If the
fighting qualities shown by
the Scotts workers can be
built on and extended then
Tebbit may not be in busi-
ness for muchlonger.

Comradely greetings,
M. STARR

Oldham



 
Cornelius Cardew, the com-

poser and performer, was
‘killed in a road accident last
December at the age of 45.
His death robbed not only
our musical life of oneof its
‘boldest and most original
contributors, but also the
political struggle of a consis-
tent and principled fighter
for his view of socialism.

Cardew was probably
best Known as an exponent
of ‘avant-garde’ music,
through his work with AMM
and the Scratch Orchestra,
and improvisatory works
such as Treatise and the
Great Learning.

This aspect of his work,
however, forms but a part
of ‘the gradual evolution of
his work which at the time
of his death appeared to be
on the brink of finding a
solution to the problem of
evolving ‘‘music for social-
ism”.

After studying at the
Royal Academy of Music in
the 1950s, where he was
influenced by the works of
Pierre Boulez and Karlheinz
Stockhausen, the leading
figures of the Western Euro-
pean avant-gardeat the time,
Cardew studied with Stock-
hausen in Cologne,andassis-
ted in the composition of
Stockhausen’s Carre. He
soon rejected, however, the
“super-objectivity” of post-
Second World War serially-

MUSIC TO SERVE
SOCIALISM?

Wendy Frankland
pays tribute to the
composer Cornelius
Cardew.

composed music, character-
ised as it is by angular and
aggressive tonality, and a
denial of the human agency
in its performance, and
turned instead to the
methodsof random andarbi-
trary composition of the
American avant-garde epito-
mised by John Cage.

At the opposite extreme
to Stockhausen, Cage
expounded the idea that the
performer has an equal influ-
ence over theform and con-
tent of a composition as the
composer, thus making. each
performance of any work
unique and different from
any other.

It is this anarchistic
philosophy that dominates
Cardew’s major: work of the
1960s. His music of this
period was highly individual-
istic and poetic, with a
strong improvisatory quality

- works such as February
Pieces which has been des-
cribed by Cardew’s close
associate John Tilbury as
being “full of little phrases

Send him
packing! |

Ronald Reagan, leader of the biggest arms
drive in history outside wartime, and main
prop and support of the El! Salvador militarybutchers, visits his loyal ally MargaretThatcher in June. Join the protests: Sunday 6June, 12.30 at Hyde Park; Monday June 7,5.30 at Grosvenor Square; Tuesday June 8,1pm, lobby of Parliament.

‘Contact: Reagan Reception Committee, POBox 51, London SW10.
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Cardew’s Vietnam Sonata honoured the NLF's fight against imperialism
which are subtly associative
of other musical worlds,past
and present — phrases which
haunt and disturb the mem-
ory.”

Poetry
This unique blend of

bold experimentation and
gentle poeticism is summed
up by the American
composer Alvin Curran who
has said that “Cornelius was
always a true revolutionary,
but his poetry was far more
interesting and natural’.

Cardew describesTreatise
— one of his most charac-
teristic works of the period
— thus:

“Treatise is a continuous
weaving and combining of a
host of graphic elements (of
which only a few are recog-nisably related to musical
symbols) into a long visual
composition, the meaning of
which in terms of soundsis
not specified in any way...Any number of musicians
using any media are free to
participate in a reading of
this score, and is free. to
interpret it in his own way
. ..

What I hope is that in
playing this piece each
musician will give of his own
music — he will give it as his.
response to my music, which
is the score itself...”

In 1966, Cardew joinedthe  improvisatory groupAMM,a groupoffive music-ians who produced collec-tively improvised works and
Operated on a democraticbasis with no nominated
leader.

Scratch
The method of working

in AMM led on naturally to
the formation of the Scratch
Orchestra in the late 1960s.
The genesis of the Orchestra
was a composition class that
Cardew ran on Friday even-
ings at Morley College and
which was open to anyoneinterested, trained musicians
and the musical ignoramus
alike.

The aim was to break
away completely from
musical elitism, and reflected
Cage’s philosophy of tran-
scending conventional
notions of what was accept-able musical form and
content.

The Orchestra also reflec-
ted Cardew’s preoccupationwith questions of demo-
cracy— anyone wasfree tomsideasOeAoE

compositions for perform-
ance; often the most origin-
al and enjoyable ideas came
from people withlittle or no

.musical training.
John Tilbury recalls the

feeling of the Orchestra’s
work:

“The Scratch Orchestra
‘was a musical commune —.self-contained (it performed
mainly its own music) self
reliant, engaged in a wide
variety of music making ina
wide variety of situations:
ritual pieces, improvisations,popular classics interpreta-
tions;fields, railway stations,
streets, demonstrations,
trains, buses etc...”

Confucius
It. was for the Scratch

Orchestra thatCardew wrote
one of hisfinest and best-
remembered—scores, the
Great Learning, a work in
seven parts for percussion
and voices, the text based on
the writings of Confucius.

Parts of the Great Learn-
ing can be heard on a
Deutsche Grammophonrecord, and somethingof the
controversial nature of the
work can be gathered from
John Tilbury’s.recollection
of a performance of the
work at the Cheltenham
Festival.

“..
.

the audience had
become split into two
factions,one supporting, one
attacking the music, which
could hardly be heard. in the
artists’ room after the
concert, an elderly gentle-
man who looked like a
retired colonel

. . . pushedthrough the crowd to
confront the composer. He
grabbed Cardew’s hand and
said, “Thank you, Mr
Cardew. Whatarelief to hear
your music after all this
terrible modern stuff!”

Elite
By the beginning of the

1970s, however, the contra-
dictions and frustrations
within the Scratch Orches-
tra were bringing about its
collapse. Whilst its work
attracted interest, controv-
ersy and even outright hos-
tility, its professed aim of
breaking down the barriers
of conventional music and
reaching out towards “ordin-
ary people” wasclearly not
being realized; the Orchestra
appeared to be turning intoihe very kind of introverted

ae“itod 4lfAPPRey

oppose -— at best they
appeared to be a bunch of
harmless eccentrics.

As the heady euphoria of
the late sixties gave way to
the harsh realities of the
seventies, Cardew and many
of his colleagues turned to-
wards a political orientation
and began to study the
Marxist classics with a view
to grappling with the knotty
problemsofart andpolitics.

Idiom
In 1973 he wrote: “I

have discontinued com-
posing music in an avant-
garde idiom for a numberof
reasons: the exclusiveness of
the avant-garde, its fragmen-
tation, its indifference to the
teal situation in the world
today,its individualisticout-
look, and notleast its class
character (the other charac-
teristics are virtually
productsof this).

“T have rejected the bour-
geois idealistic conception
which sees art as the produc-
tion of unique, divinely in-
spired geniuses, and develop-
ed a dialectical materialist
conception which sees art as
the reflection of society and
at the same time promotes
the ideas ofthe ruling class
in a class society.

2 Socialist Organiser Alliance

SOCIALIST Organiser fights to act as a real
which

workersin the struggle for new leadership.
To do so we need consistent support and

money. Socialist Organiser Alliance groupshave been established in most big towns.
Why not join with us? Supporters are

i asked to. undertake to sell a minimum of 6.
Papers per week and contribute at least £1.50
per month (20p for unwaged).

!f there is no group in your area why not

campaigning paper

help us to build one?

g$

To ‘Get Organised’, write at once to us at
28 Middle Lane, London N8.

a>TERREF es re:

“At a time when the
ruling class has become
blatantly vicious and
corrupt, as it must in its final
decay, it becomes urgent for
conscious artists to develop
ways of opposing the ideas
of the ruling class and reflec-
ting in their art the vital
struggles of the oppressed
classes and peoples in their
upsurge
power.”

Cardew’s initial commit-
ment was to Maoism,and he
rewrote the Great Learning
replacing the ~Confucian
texts with those by Mao,
but most of the music he
wrote during the 1970s was
melodic and tonal, drawing
on folk songs, workers’ songsand those of oppressed
people.

Stockhausen
Works of this period

include the Thalmann Vari-
ations (1974) dedicated to
the memory of the German
communist), Vietnam
Sonata (1976), Boolavogue
(1981), We Sing for the
Future (1981) and Bathan-
ienlied which was written for
a campaign, in which Cardew
was active, to save a child-
ren’s hospital in West Berlin.

By now, Cardew had
reacted completely against

can

=
organise

to seize political .
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the established avant-garde
and went so far as to charac-
terise Stockhausen as an

agent of imperialism (in his
book Stockhausen Serves
Imperialism) saying that theideology behind his music
was inherently that of the
ruling class by fostering the
notion of idealism — that
things could be changed by
thinkingabout them without
any dialectic struggle or
conflict.

Cardew was__involved
actively in the—struggles
against fascism and racism in
London and was imprisoned
for his part in organising
tesistance to fascist attacks
on ethnic minorities. His last
appearance a week before his:
death was at an anti-fascist
concert which he had organ-
ised in a community hall in
North London where he was
playing and singing alongside
a packed multi-racial audi-
ence.

Memorial
John Tilbury has written:
“Cardew was a highly

controversial figure who
suffered adversity through-
out his life because of the
uncompromising stand he
took on many musical and
social matters. In the truest
and best sense he was a man
of principle whose respect
and concern for people and
their condition led him inev-
itably-beyond music —

making into political activity
to serve the cause of social-
ism

... [his] death signals
the end of an era.”

The problems of the
reciprocal influences of art
and socialism will continue
to exercise the minds of
those involved in the struggle
for socialism. Cornelius Car-
dew made a valuable and
lasting contribution ‘to
reconciling these. questions;
he hadalasting influenceon
all those who worked with
him and he will be sadly
missed. ‘

A memorial concert to
Cornelius Cardew is to be
held on May 16at theQueen
ElizabethHall, London. The
concert will be a retrospec-tive of Cardew’s work from
1961-1981, including
excerpts from Treatise and
the Great Learning, material
from that period not
previously performed and
examples of Cardew’s social-
ist compositions.

Wendy Frankland 
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Bus crewsfight
cutbacks
LONDON bus crews staged
a one hourstrike during last
Monday morning’s rush hour
(May 10), in protest at
London Transport plans to
cut bus services by 15 per
cent.

The strike, called by the
London Bus Committee
(made up of delegates from
all LT’s 64 bus garages),was
widely supported. Further
such strikes will be called
without warning between
now and the end of July

NHS
from
back
page

to do it any otherway!
As Murray drove off,

hospital workers shouted:
“That’s our caryou’re driv-
ing, that’s our suit. you’re
wearing”. We were disgusted
byhis attitude.

At lpm the press were
ushered inside to hear Albert
Spanswick deliver the press
statement. We tried to foll-
ow them but we were
roughly pushed out and the
doors were locked.

Posters saying “The TUC
locks out workers” were
stuck to the doors, which
caused themgreat embarrass-
ment!

Eventually a porter came
out to tell us that the comm-
ittee had decided oncalling a
24 hournational strike, foll-
owed by weekly two hour
strikes. —~

At 2pm, Bob Jones of
NUPE came out to confirm
the news. As the delegates
came out, we shouted “What
do we want? All out national
strike! When do we wantit?
Now!” They went off with
the message ringing in their
ears that only all out action
would win the 12% claim.
And we went away feeling
that it had all been worth-
while.

.Our lobby had added to
the pressure on the TUC
leaders. And we saw ourselv-
es on both national televis-
ion channels when we got
home.

Meanwhile, action is now
starting to hot up following
the NUPE Executive’s
recommendation to reduce'
the NHSto an accident and
emergency service only. In-
the Manchester area over
1,000 workers in Oldham
took strike action on
Monday 10th. Three work-
ers were arrested during
militantpicketing.

On Tuesday, workers at
Salford Royal Hospital took
one daystrike action.

Nationally many hospi-
tals have been put on an
‘accident/emergency only”
footing. Last Friday NUPE
staged a one-day strike in
Northern Ireland. There will
be a three day strike this
week in Camberwell, in
London.

Local inter-union coord-
inating committees and joint
shop stewards’ committees
are being set up all over the
country.

Heaith workers are angry
that our union leaders will
not use the mandate they -

have been given to call
all-out national action (with
emergency cover under
workers’ control), instead
leaving the initiative mostly
to local branches. But we are
determined to use every
openingthatthe official calls
to action provide, to step up
the pressure.

All NUPE branches that
can should submit emerg-
ency resolutions to the
forthcoming national con-
ference, demanding that

when the cuts are due to be
made,

The disruption of thebus
services lasted for consider-
ably longer than the strike
houritself, since it takes at
least two hours to get all
buses out of the garage and
back ontheroad.

Some bus crews are
always rostered to work
both morning and afternoon
rush hours, and are therefore
paid for the time between
even though they are not

Ado:t
a
Polish
prisoner

AS THEattention of the
British left shifts understand-
ably towards campaigning
against the Falklandswar,it
is important to remember
the need for solidarity with
thePolish labour movement.

Struggles across the May
Day weekend meantthatthe
1,000 internees released by
Jaruzelski’s Stalinist junta
were swiftly replaced by
over 1300 fresh arrests.

Posed
International support for

the Solidarnosc leadersin jail
or victimised out of their
jobs, and material aid for
their families is crucial to
their struggle.

The Solidarity Trade
Union Working Group has
been actively promoting a
campaign for union branches
and Labour Parties to
‘adopt’ a prisoner. So far
around 100 out ofa list of
2000 have been adopted —

including five Polish miners
adopted by South Wales
NUM lodges following a
successful speaking tour.

Draft
Meanwhile the Working

Group continues its activity
without any—significant
assistance from the leaders
‘of-the British labour move-

ent.
Readers should campaign

both for their own branch
organisations to adopt a
prisoner, and for resolutions
to Regional and National
Executives demanding full
scale support for the Work-
ing Group.
STUWG, 64  Philbeach
Gardens, London SWS.
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 FUND

The monthly fund.still
looks dismal,depleted by
the special fund.

With £5.70 from
South East London, £49
from Coventry, £4 from
Hull, and £3.70 from a

new group in York, we
have £62.40 in the post
so far this month,

Send contributions to
Socialist Organiser, 28
Middle Lane, London N8&
8PL. Cheques payable to’

NUPE.set ¢ date, for all-out. . socialist Organiser.strike action.

actually working_then.
Management docked these
workers five hours’ wages,
paying them for seven
instead of the normal 12
hours. Two garages stayed
out all day in protest at
this.

But this penalty could
also lead to reluctance to
support further one hour
strikes.

The committee has no
plans at the moment to
call for stronger action than
the one-hour strikes, which
though disruptive are far too
limited to stand a chance of
getting the cuts withdrawn.

. However, engineers at some
garages have refused to co-
operate with a minor pack-
age of cuts and alterations
to the services brought in by
management on April 24.

Backed away
The engineershave prevent-
ed management from trans-
ferring routes and buses
from one garage to another,
and have refused to work
on new buses ofa different
type transferred into the

age.
At the moment manage-

ment has backed away from
any disciplinary action ag-ainst the engineers wherever
the engineers have been
strong,

Fhe July cuts include
a large amount of realloca-
tion of routes between
garages, the introduction of
new buses to be operated by
one person instead of two,
and the outright closing
down of 17 routes. The
engineers’ action could prove
a major block to these cuts
if it takes place widely across
all garages,

ANDREW ROSSING

Docksretreat
|

THE INDEFINITE national
docksstrike set to begin on
May 10 was called off in
return for a rather vague
agreement by the govern-.
ment to ‘discuss’ with the
union taking one of the 80
or so unregistered ports in
Britain into the National
Dock Labour Scheme.

These 80 unregistered
_ports employ 6,000 unregist-

ered dockers, while there
are 18,000 registered dock-
ers in the NDLSports.

The docks and water-
ways committee of theT&G
decided on Wednesday 5th
to recommend calling off

the strike, and the lay dele-
gate meeting on Saturday
8th agreed.

John Connolly, national
docks secretary of the T&G,
said that the Falklands war
had influenced the decision:
“We would not wanta strike
that might damage our.
policy in the Falklands”.
He would rather let Thatch-
er’s war damage the fight of
British dockworkers to
protect theirjobs!

All the government has
agreed to dois listen to the
union’s proposals.

The government calls
for ‘specific and detailed

Kigass |

women
_battle on

WOMENatKigass,Leaming-
ton Spa, are in the sixth
week oftheirfight for union
recognition.

Kigass boss ArthurWard-
man, having offered an £8
per week rise to scab work-
ers (boosting their wages to
the fantastic sum of around
£44 per week!), has now
written to the strikers offer-
ing them the same if they
retum to work without the
union,

This attempt to under-
mine the strike has brought
only one woman back to
work. Wardman has been
forced to agree to meet
union officials as the strike
begins to bite.

INTERNATIONA,
ACTION 

Although the dispute has
been made official by the
AUEW, the women have
even now not received anystrike pay. The struggleapparently  ‘inconveniently
coincided’ with the AUEW
nationalcommittee.

Support has been
forthcoming, however, from
local workers at AP, Ford,
Lucas, Rolls Royce, and
from local Labour Party
branches.

March
Mass pickets are being

held every Saturday, at War-
wick from 4.30 and subsequ-
ently at the Leamington
factory. And the women
have called a march through
Leamington on Saturday
15th, assembling 10am at
the Pump Roomsto march
through the town to the
factory.

Join the march, and send
donations to the strike com-
mittee c/o JPatsone, 13
South Terrace, Whitnash,
Leamington Spa, Warks.

JOHN HARRIS

FORCE RELEASE
LEADERS!

THREEblackleaders of the
workers movement in South
Africa have been charged
under the Terrorism Act.

The three — Thozamile
Gqweta, Sisa Njikelana, and
Sam Kikine — are leaders of
SAAWU, one of the main
trade unions which organise
black workers, and which
has been repeatedly involved
in militant struggles.

They will be

_
tried

together with three white
militants who have been
active in _the non-racial
workers movement — Cedric
Mayson, Alan Fine, and
Barbara Hogan. If convicted
they face massive jail sen-
tences, and can even be
sentenced to death.

The decision to proceed
with these charges represents
a significant development in
the on-going attempts by the
South African state to
control the workers’ move-

ment. ‘

The last few months have
seen the death of one union-
ist in detention,the repeated
detention of many unionists,

the banning of some union
leaders, and repeated arrests
and convictionsofstrikers.

6 ANC guerrillas are in
South African jails, facing
execution. The six just
charged under the Terrorism
Act have: all been in deten-
tion for long periods and
there can be no doubt that
they have all faced torture.

Qver the last period,
several detainees have had to
be hospitalised.

Death
The death in detention of

one trade unionist, Neil
Aggett, in February sparked
off a mass strike inside
South Africa with thous-
ands of workers

.
taking

protest strike action.
Repeated strikes show

that the workers’ movement
is not bowing down before
the attacks which the state
constantly launches against
it.

- Ht is the task of the
British labour movement and
the labour movement inter-

by Jim
Farnham

nationally to see that the
black workers of South
Africa are not left isolated
in the struggle to defend
their organisations and fight
for their demands.

When more than 200
SAAWUstrikers were arres-
ted last year, the Australian
TUC backed a week’s pro-
test blacking action. This
was repeated to protest
against the death of Neil
Aggctt.

The fight must be taken
up to make sure the British
labour movement follows
thisexample.

Already, a week of action
and a national protest
demonstration have been
called for to build solidarity
with the SAAWU members
who are on strike at Wilson
Rowntree in South Africa.

Support
We must make sure that

these receive national sup-
port from the “TUC and
Labour Party. Inside every

proposals’ from theunion on
each port put forward for
addition to the NDLS. The
employers will naturallypre-
sent the case against. The
government will be judge
and jury.

This union strategy of
taking the unregistered ports
one at a time has two things
wrong with it, therefore.

Even if it could succeed,
it would take years. But
there is no chance of convin-
cing the bosses’ own govern-
ment by reason and argu-
ment to do what both the
government and the port
employers will fight bitterly 
 

tather than do — takeall or
most of the 6000 unregister-
ed dockers into the NDLS.
It would be easier to con-

Thatcher to hang
herself.

So this policy is a blind
alley. A substantial minority
of dockers at the lay deleg-
ate meeting on May 8 knew
it and voted against calling
off the strike. Many more
dockers will learn it when
they come up against the
stonewalling of the govern-
ment and the employers.
And that will probably be
very soon.

JOHN O’MAHONY

Affiliateto the
EI Salvador

Solidarity
Campaign, 29
Islington Park

Street,
London Ni

 

 
union branch and Labour
Party ward, we mustfight to
ensure the maximum
possible mobilisation for
these demonstrations.

*For a  TUC/Labour
Party national demonstra-
tion in solidarity with the
workers’ organisations under
attack in South Africa!

*For a week of protest
blacking action of all goods
to and from South Africa!

*Solidarity with black
workersin struggle!

*Release all the victims
of the Terrorism Act.
Release all political prison-
ers. Defend SAAWU andall
workers’ organisations
against state attacks!

OF SAAWU
THE AUEW Executive is
now backing a move from
Rowntree shop stewards to
call on the TUC to convene
a conference of all shop
stewards and officials from
the Rowntree empire, to be
addressed by SAAWU.

The TUC International
Committee is considering the
resolution, and it is vital
that similar resolutions are
processed through the other
unions — TGWU, USDAW
and GMWU.

Also, the Anti-Apartheid
Movement has set a Rown-
tree ‘week of action’ from
June 16 to June 26, culmin-
ating in a national demon-
stration in York and

a
rally

outside Rowntree Mackin-
tosh headquarters. 
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THE TUC has recently
issued a review of its cam-

paign against Tebbit; but
readers will have to look
hard for it. The review forms
some 3 pages in the 40 page
“Annual Report 1982”
which will be presented to
trades councils conference in
Bournemouth next month
(June 44).

The timetable goes like
this: in October, the metic-
ulous reader learns, the
general council “gave initial
consideration to the shape of
the TUC’s campaign” and
agreed to “win strong sup-
port from union members,
employers (!), MPs and the
general public; and develop
strategies to counter the
adverse effects on trade
union activities when imple-

workers have no
common interest with
employers — least of all on

THErailways are all set for
a major confrontation in
only a few weeks’ time.

The BR Board have
announced the closure of
three carriage works as part
of their programme of
shedding 39,000 jobs and
privatisation. This has
evoked intense opposition in
the towns affected. In
Shildon, almost the whole
population marched against
the decision.

Since then McCarthy has
made his report on the flex-
ible rostering dispute. It
didn’t matter what he repor-
ted since it is BR policy to
get flexible rostering what-
ever, and management are
talking privately about an 8-
week shut downif necessary.

it was widely expected
that McCarthy would have
to recognise the strength of
the train drivers’ case and
come downontheir side. In
fact he has backed up the
Board, though setting out 13
‘safeguards’ reflecting the
train drivers’ Sustifiable
fears’.

BR -will of course now
use this report to try and
impose rosters, rather than
rejecting it.
"Meanwhile, the pay claim
has been left in abbeyance.

 
 

TUC and Tebbit:hunt
thepolicy!

this Bill. This is an employ-~
ers’ Bill, not an Employment
Bill; the interests of
management are represented
through it, and they will be
precisely the people to use
it, if it is passed.

The same page of the

DELEGATES dissatisfied
with the official TUC ‘cam-
paign’ will be organising a
fringe meeting at the Trades
Councils’ conference on
“The TUC and Tebbit’’.
Oxford Trades Council has
decided to sponsor this
meeting, and is seeking the
support of other trades
councils.

report, covering the same
month, October contains
this statement: ‘They (the

 
It should have. been settled
in April (we don’t even
know what’s been asked for
yet!) but BR hassaid it must
wait upon a ‘satisfactory’
outcome on flexible roster-
ing

We’ve had the usual blus-
ter from Sid Weighell about
being on strike alegt over the
threat to the carriage works
but nothingon the payissue,
and we can be sure that now
flexible rostering is back on
the agenda, he’ll be getting

General Council — not the’
employers!) reaffirmed their
determination to campaign
vigorously against the
government’s proposals and
to oppose the legislation at
every stage.”

Strong words indeed!
“Determination” and
“vigour”. But of course this
begs the question, what kind
of opposition?

Before readers of Social-
ist Organiser start filling the
nation’s overcrowded hospi-
tals with cardiac arrests,
something should be pointed
out. This was in October. If
the TUC had meant genuine
opposition — a campaign
centred around strike action
to stop the Bill, the real way
of “mobilising members” —

it should bevisible by now.
On the following page of

the report, the call for the
April 5 conference of Execu-
tives is reported. (A decision

his knife out.
We certainly should be

on strike alert — not just
talking about it. A whole
number of threats to rail-
workers’ jobs, conditions,
and wages are coming to-
gether and we have the job
of not just opposing this
board’s (and through them,
the Tories’) plans for the
decimation and __privatisa-
tior of the railways but also
of making our unionfight.

*Most of what we’ve had
so far has been the NUR
buying shares in the owner-
ship of the privatised hotels
‘to look after the members’
interests better’ (as bosses?)
and attacks on those prom-
inent in the NUR Broad
Left.

It is quite likely that
Hissing Sid will appeal to the
NUR AGMin June to over-
tule the Executive decision
telling him to leaveoff.

We cannot let this con-
tinue. We have to fight back
now. Railworkers should
demand that the pay claim
be pursued now, that we
take total opposition to
the carriage works closure
and we resist any further
erosion of working condi-
tions or jobs.

WANDSWORTH
STANDS FIRM
ABOUT 500 council manual
workers marched through
Wandsworth on Monday 10
May in support of the dust-
men fighting against privat-
isation of refuse collection.

The day of action had
been organised through the
local government manual
workers’ shop stewards’
committee, but the turnout
was disappointing.

The Wandsworth dust-
men’s strike is the first
nationally against privatisa-tion, and the issue should
unite all council workers.
Out of 100 stewards at the
committee meéting, only
one had called for strike
action in his depot — getting

unanimoussupport.
Lack ofbeliefin workers’

readiness to respond has
clearly limited the support
mobilised for Wandsworth.

The job of turning the
stewards’ committee into an
authoritative body becomes
more urgent.

Calls
Meanwhile, however,Wandsworth NALGO mem-

bers are continuing to refuse
to answer telephonecallstputthrough by agency telephon-
ists brought in by theCouncil to smash union
opposition to privatisationof council services.

The council has sent out
letters saying they won’t pay
anyone taking supportive
action by refusing to answer
telephones.

Support for the union’s
position is being built up.
Petitions are being circulated
with members committing
themselves to NALGO’sline.
And they are staying at work
insisting on their right to be
paid.

.The industrial action has
not stopped with the Tory
election victory on May 6,
and will go on until the new
council promises notto priv-

* atise services.

made in December).
The objective of this was

“to secure the agreement of
affiliated unions for a series
of specific steps to oppose
the legislation once imple-
mented”’.

Here. the report comes
back to square one. The
TUC is again calling on
trades unionists to “empha-
sise” to employers the ‘‘dan-
gerous consequences”of the
legislation. We should “‘dis-
suade” bosses from initiating
“damaginglegal actions”’.

At the same time (of
course) as using all means
available to get the message
across to members,etc. etc.

From the way the TUC
campaign was run so farit is
obvious that the General
Council have really put their
back into oneparticular part
of the campaign: talking to
the bosses and the govern-
ment.

Force 
 
LY

action
When TUCleaders first
discussed their response
to Tebbit’sBill, theT&G
urged withdrawal from
the NEDC.

And manyrankand
fileactivistsare not as
willingas Moss Evans to
drop thatcall now in
favour of the TUC’sno-
fight eight points.

The forthcomingJune
meeting of the TGWU’s
lay General Executive
should be a chance to
push for action.

Socialist Organiser urge
urges readers to push
throughTGWU brariches
and committees resolut-
ions to the GEC for:

* Breakingall links
with theToriesin the
NEDC andothertripart-
ite committees,

* A recall Biennial Del-
egate Conference to
decide onstrike action
against the TebbitBill.

COURT
‘Women for communism’
face a court injunction for
their action of supporting
women trade unionists on
strike for union recognition.

Womensupporters of the
RCG leafleted C&A calling
for a boycott of goods by
High Street shoppers in
support of the Rulecan
strikers.

The response of Rulecan
boss Rattles is to go to the
courts to stop this sympa-
thetic action, saying that the
leaflet is ‘libelous’.

It certainly states, among
other things, that wages
earned at the factory were as
tow as £30 a week: fhis can

 

Delegates to the Bourne-
mouth conference seriously
willing to fight the Bill
should reject this section of
the report, and take up the
policies of the mobilising
committee.

*Demand that the TUC
withdraws from their cosy
chats with the Tories in the
NEDC and other commit-
tees.

*Use a one-day general
strike on the day the Bill
becomes law as a way of
mobilising the whole move-
ment for extended strike
actionagainst thelegislation.
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 Hull TUC sets

up campaign
THE campaign against the
Tebbit anti-union law is
stepping up in Hull. On
Thursday 6 May Hull Trades
Union Council decided to
endorse the*MobilisingCom-
mittee call for action, with
one amendment (that
instead of. nothing being
done by the TUC, not
enough wasbeingdone).

AT LAST it seems that a
breakthrough may be in
sight for the-40 womenstill
on strike for unionrights.

In a surprise turnaround
in his resolve not to discuss
with the NUTGW members
picketing for their jobs,
Rulecan boss Rattles had a
discussion with the General
Secretary, Alex Smith.

He was said to have
agreed to reemploy the
remaining strikers in a new
factory,with union rates and
an agreed fall-back rate of
£50 for a period of time!

This news was given at
the meeting called by Joyce
Clare of Liverpool NUTGW
shop stewards and the two
Executive Board members
for the North West to
explain their actionsover the
dispute.

It was more than obvious
that the striking women
were in no mood for
excuses.

They clearly had the
support of other shop stew-

-~=gtds in the union who also
expressed dissatisfaction at
the way the EB members
seem to be accountable to
noone once they are elected
to the position in the union.

The suggestion of
actually removing these two
so-called representatives was
very muchin theair.

After a hostile reception
from the strikers, Commun-

THREAT
be proved with wage slips
from the warkers.

Rattles will have to pull
something else out of his bag
oftricks to win his case.

This employer has
already threatenedthe union
with an injunction against a
leaflet produced calling for
blacking of shop goods and
the blacking of warehouse
goods.

.

Yet — as stated at a meet-
ing of shop stewards last
week, this is the only action
which will bring a victory to
these women striking for
union rights.

Hull TUC further decided
to hold a major public meet-
ing on the Bill on June 3
and to order 10,000 copies
of the MobilisingCommittee
fact sheet, to build a maxi-
mum attendance.

Leafletting of shop stew-
ards’ meetings, factories and
estates are all planned.

Regular emergency meet-

- RULECAN
|

teri. TALKS by Winnie
Murphy

ist Party member Hentry
Suss admitted they were
wrong to lift the blacking
and that the leaflet campaign
was putting a great deal of
pressure on Rattles.

Then the surprise new
deal was announced.

Not surprisingly,
it

should be treated with
caution. One of the clauses
was that theofficial involved
in the strike would no longer
be allowed to represent the
factoryand another official
would take over.

It seems that this was
agreed by the General Secre-
tary. But as he is now out
of the country (I’m sure in
the interest of his members!)
everything is in the air.

The decision of the shop
steward, Joyce Clare — to
carry on picketing, and to
call for the reintroduction of
biacking- and any sympa-
thetic action — is the correct
policy until the women are
actuallygiven their jobs back
and written agreements are
received by the union.

Messages/money: NUTGW,
Room 46, 62 Dale Street,
Liverpool 2.
fase

Spread
the
news!

fh Weve offering bundles of
ft five each week for £1
8 post free, and bundles of
t 10 for £1.75 post free.
a That’s £12 for three

monthsfor bundlesof 5,
and £21 for bundles of
ten.@ Regular subscriptioni rates are £5 for three

@ months, £8.75 for six
@ months, and £16 for a
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ings of Hull TUC Executive
with shop stewards andlocal
full time officials will be
held to plan the campaign.

Action has not been con-
fined to Hull TUC. A local
Mobilising Committee has
been set up to raise the issue
throughout the Hull labour
movement. Already many
local union branches and
Labour Party wardsare dis-
cussing theTebbitlegislation
as a matter of urgency.

To date, Hull NUPE
Education and  Longhill
Labour Party ward have

 
  K lin  ks

endorsed the call to action
with Hull Central CLP order-
ing 500 copies of the fact
sheet to distribute to Labour
Party members and suppor-
ters.

In addition, Hull Unem-
ployed Workers Union are
circulating the national
unemployed movement with
fact sheets and details ofthe
campaign.

Members of HUWU are
also working closely with
members of Hull TUC to
ensure that the public meet-
ing is a big success.

   



DOCKERS|
TO STRIKE
AGAINST

 

SOMEWHERE, somehow,
and by somebody,a beginn-
ing must be made in the
fightback against Tebbit’s
Bill. That’s what bitter,
angry, frustrated militants
all across industry have been
saying during these last
months.

The TUC has stood by
feebly twittering whileTebb-
it’s new blade is fitted into

  
 
 
     

the existing anti-union
guillotine.

Now the dockers have
said: weil start it. There is
to be a one-day national
docks strike on June 10th,
theTUC’s ‘UnionDay’.

The June 10 dockers’
strike is connected with their
fight to defend the National
Dock Labour Scheme. They

chose to strike on theTUC’s
day for protest against Tebb-
it because they recognise
that Tory anti-union laws
aim to abolish their legal
tight to strike for such a pol-
itical goal as ports reorganis-
ation, and thus to cripple
their ability to defend them-
selves,

.The dockers knowthatit
was industrial action that
stopped Heath in his anti-
union drive and made it im-
possible for the then Tory
government to operate their
Industrial Relations Act asit
had been designed to opera-
ate. They spearheaded that
action, providing its shock-
troops, martyrs, and heroes.

It was the jailing of five
dockers for refusing to obey

the anti-union laws that
roused the labour movement
to act to get them outofjail
and to serve notice on Heath
that the labour movement
would not obey anti-union
laws, whatever Parliament
said.

The dockers know thatit
was unofficial industrial
action that stopped Harold
Wilson’s government from
proceeding with its planned
anti-union legislation. — In
Place of Strife — in 1969.

They know that a one
. day strike on June 10 is not
enough — but it will be a
beginning.

All the TUC wants to do
on ‘Union Day’ is to have
mass leafletting against Teb-
bit’s Bill. This is grotesquely

 
One step beyond‘do-it-yourself

HS PAY:
 

A DELEGATEconference of shop stewardsrepresenting 20,000 TGWU members
in the NHS voted on May 11 forall-out industrial action — only to meet a stone-
walling veto from top TGWUofficials, who insisted on the TUCline of action by
dribs and drabs.

NUPE members have voted crushingly for industrial action — only to receive a

limp recommendation from their leadership for limited, partial, local action as
each areaseesfit.

64 NUPE laundry workers at Aberdeen Royal Infirmary will go on all-out
strike for three weeks from Monday 17th. But coordinated national all-out
action,with emergency cover under workers’ control, is one thingthatNUPEcert-
ainlyis not calling for.

Under pressure, the NHS union leaderships have howevercalled one coordinat-
ed national action — a 24 hourstrike on May 19. This gives militants a chance to
rally forces and step up the struggle for action sufficient to win the full 12%
claim.

FURTHERCOVERAGE

~—
page 3. 

Lobbying for action ”*”""'TM

THE TUC Health Services
Committe2 has called” for
one day«trike action on May
19. This -s only a beginning,
but a v..” important one.
All the iNHS unions will be
involved sn national 24 hour
strike action.

The health service union
leaders have come under
tremendouspressure to give
a real national lead. The long
list of unofficial strikes and
other actions,and the 99 per
cent NUPEvote in favour of

: taking industrial, .
action,

show the strengthof feeling,’

   

on the ground.
Lobbies of the NUPE Ex-

ecutive and TUC Health
Service Committee helped to
hammer homethemessage.

Five members of NUPE
from my hospital went to
lobby the NUPE Executive
on May 7. They refused to
allow us to speak to. the
meeting, but we ran ingide
the hotel and went in the
meeting anyway.

After no discussion, the
chairman ruled that we were
not allowed to speak. “You

‘should ‘take’ these’ things op.

through the official
channels’.

We stopped long enough
to put our point across, how-
ever, and to note the bottles
of alcoholic drink and the
other comforts lined up for
the members. Charing Cross
Hotel scems an expensive
and inappropriate setting for
a union the majority of
whose members’ wages ute
below the official poverty
line.

The lobby of the TUC
« Health Services, Committee

on’ May © 10: was far more

inadequate and inappropr-iate. A better name for what
they propose would be: ‘Day
of the timid bureaucrat’.

Their ‘Union Day’ —

though we must support it
and build on it — is not ours
because their tradé unionism
isn’t ours.

Theirs is- the unionism
that does not lift a hand in
self-defence as the rights and
protections gained by gener-
ations of workers in over
100 years are stripped away.
The unionism of the dockers
and other militants is that
which inspired tens of thous-
ands of trade unionists into
mass street demonstrations
outside PentonvilleJail when
the five dockers were jailed
— and propelled a quarter of

successful and vocal.
smeee 35 workers from the

Salford Health Authority
travelled to London, setting
off at 5.1Sam. When we got
there, NUPE assistant secre-
tary Ron Keating came out
to assure us that our views
would be taken into
account, but that we could
not speak to the meeting.

We wererefused entry to
the FUC_ building by
employees who behaved

 

JOHN
HARRIS

erRDITIC | Al
Aday of leafletting?Surely that'llbe safe.....

a million across Britain into
unofficial strike immediately
they heard the news of the
arrests in July 1972.

The dockers’ decision is
proof that this unionism is
not dead.

Militant trade unionists
should treat the dockers’
decision as a marker for
industrial action against
Tebbit — a landmark that
will allow the movement‘to
regain its industrial and poli-
tical bearings: We must build
on it. The TUC call for
leafletting focuses. the mind
of the labour movement on

_

Tebbit. Now the dockers’
© decision to strike can focus

attention on effective action
to stop Tebbit. It gives the
vital lead in starting it.
it.

There are other work-

like bouncers. We sent up a
letter but no answer was
given. Some ofus slipped i
on the pretext of going: to
the toilet, but ‘guards’ were

positioned on the stairs and
the lifts. -

By 12.30 the press an
television had arrived in
force, and we gave several
interviews.

One ofthe highlights of
the day was when Len
Murray stepped out into his
multi thousand pound lim-
ousine, shortly before tpm.
We asked him why the TUC
had not been giving more of
a lead, just leaving if up to
foewl health. service union
branches to organise action.
He said it was undemocratic

- Continued page 14
‘
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places — especially hospitals
— which can follow the
dockers’ lead and strike on
June 10, often linking their
own particular issues to
Tebbit’santi-union drive.

Strikes by even a few
militant plants as well as the

.

dockers on June 10 could
mark the turn ofthetide ag-
ainst Tebbit — and against
Thatcher.

Many thousands’ of
militants are seething with
anger at the inactivityof the
TUC, but are depressed by
the slump, by unemploy-
ment, by the general atmo-
sphere of defeatism that has
developed around the Tory
anti-union offensive. This
defeatism has crippled the
response of even the rjevolu-
tionaryleft.

:Now the dockers have

£6000 fund
This week’s postbag brings £50 from
Colin Johnston, £50 from Durham
supporters, and £45 from a fund-rais-
ing social in Basingstoke.

total
Progress

£6000 target is shown by the red

So the
£1695.80.

patch below.
Remember: we wantto reach that

£6000 by the end of July. So that
means an average of £400-pius. per
week from now on!

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

payableCheques
Organiser.

les'do not necessarily’ teflect the viewsof the SOA.

   

 THIRDREADINGofthe
TebbitBill — Monday
May 17.

Protest rally 12 noon
to 2pm at Clerkenwell
Green, London. Organised
by London Print
BranchesLiaison Cttee.

sent out the message that
some workers are prepared
to strike. Militants and
socialists should start an
immmediate campaign to m
make this known in-the lab-
our movement and to. get
other plants, factories, and
hospitals to follow the dock-
ers’ lead.

The movement in 1969
that stopped Wilson built upslowly ‘after a period of
depression in the ~ labour
movement. The decisive
turning point was a one-day
stoppage on May. Day. by
some hundreds of thousands
of workersacross industry.

The dockers’ decision
means that now wehave the
core of such a movement,
to turn the tide... :

We must now organise to
build a big strike movement
for June 10 around that
core.

Strike action on Union
Day will serve notice that
day of the militant is coming
back and that the day of the
bootlicking bureaucrat and
of the rampant Toryism it
allowed to rule unchallenged
is ending.
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