
 

 
by ANDREW
HORNUNG

SLASHING jobs and serv-ices and cutting back onhouse ‘building — that’s
the heart of the Tories’Budget plan. The cuts and
‘cash limits’ assault thatHealey started will be
stepped up by Howe.

The Tories have alreadyissued instructions freezingjob appointments in the
civil service. The three-
month ‘no recruitment’
Order is designed to cut22,000 jobs by ‘natural
wastage’. Meanwhile, the
police force will be built upand recruitment stimulatedby a big wagerise for these
official scabs.

The samesense of prior-ities is revealed in the Tor-
ies’ pay plans. Generals,judges andtop state bosses
will get 30% pay rises,
while teachers and Londonunderground workers
weren't offered half that
amount.

Conservative-controlled
Chester County Council
could bea modelof Thatch-
er’s hatchet-work. The edu-
cation departmentthere is
planning to close up to 50
schools and sack 547 teach-
ers. A NALGO unionoffic-
ial revealed that a secret
document prepared by the
county director of educa-
tion also planned ‘savings’by dismissing 200 manual
workers and 114 clerical
and administrativestaff.

There'll be no ‘savings’for most people. For in-
stance, thegovernmentwill
slash millions off British
Rail’sallowance. The result
is simply that fares will
shoot up. The present esti-
mates are that commuter
fares will rise 25% soon.

Thatcher's—_philosophyis that a cut in taxation —

which won't amount to
much for the average work-
er and won’t amount to
anything for pensioners,
students and theunemploy-ed — will put money into
our pockets. Then we will
be free to choose what
goods and services we
want! If the trains and city
transport services are cut,
we can choose... what?
taxis? a new car? If hospital
services are cut, we can
choose... a private hospital
or clinic? If schools are
closed, we can choose...
Eton for Sam and Roedean
for Samantha?

 The rich can_choose
caviar, we can choose
crumbs.

Labour’s attack on social
services and jobs should
have unleashed a furious
counter-attack by the work-ing class. The trade union
officials could have organ-ised resistance to this on-
slaught, but they hardly
lifted a finger. Labour
councilsthatcould have led
the fight-back against‘cash limits’ merely passed
on the problem to the rates
and rent payers, telling
themto foot thebill.

Waiting for the leaders
of the Labour Movementto
lead usinto battle to defend
our standards of livingmakes no sense. The Lab-
our Movement rank and
file, the tenants’ organis-
ations and claimants will
have to strengthen their
organisations and at the
same time demanda lead-
ership that will answer the
Tories blow for blow.

* Save jobs, cut hours
with no loss of pay.

* No cuts, but defend
and extendsocial services
to meet workingclass
needs

* No rent andrate rises

ROT|
ACT NOW! 

THE BUDGETANDTHE TORYCUTS
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Rhodesia:
no
recognition!
by
GEOFF BENDER

ON TUESDAY May 29th,Bishop Abel Muzorewa was
sworn in as the first black
prime minister of Zimbabwe-
Rhodesia by the country’sfirst black president, Josiah
Gumede.Yet far from being
a triumph for black majoritytule as Muzorewa would
doubtlesslike to believe, this
new governmentis actuallya
tattered figleaf to cover the
nakedness of white suprem-
acy.

In Muzorewa’s cabinet,five ‘whites only’ seats are
chosen by white representa-tives only. Among the five
are hard-line racist Pieter
Van Der Byl as Minister for
Transport, Power and Posts,
and former premier Ian
Smith as Minister without
Portfolio. Muzorewa has
himself taken control of the
white-led armed forces and
police — though whowill be
controlling whom seems to
be in some doubt.

Lord Chitnis of the Parlia-
mentary Human RightsGroup -reported massive in-
timidation during the so-
called majority rule election.
At one place, a white farmer
and tea plantation owner,drunk and fingering a Maus-
er, told Chitnis that as soon
as he had finished patrol he
would be returning home to
make sure ‘his Kaffirs’ had
voted. That was typical.International recognition
must be high on Muzorewa’s
list of priorities. Though the
Americans are showing a
great reluctance to get in-
volyed in backing this gov-
ernment, Muzorewa must be
gratified with the responseof Britain’s new Tory ad-
ministration.

Unelected Foreign Secr-
etary Lord Carrington has
obvious sympathies with
elections  Rhodesian-style,sympathies greatly aided bythe directorship he only rec-
ently gave up at Rio Tinto
Zinc. RTZ have substantial
mining interests in the
country. Carrington has al-
ready sent a permanent en-
voy to Salisbury. This is
clearly the first step towards
recognition.

Even the new Tory Gov-
ernment, like the Americ-
ans, are cautious about com-
mitting themselves to Muz-
orewa too quickly. They fear
the instabilityof his govern-
ment, the angry reactions of
black African nations, and
the influenceof the USSR in
Africa,They wantto split the
Patriotic Front and bring at
least a part of its leadership
into thegovernment.

But the prospects of this
are clearly remote: and with-
out it the war will continue
to intensify.

As the Tory government
moves towards recognitionof the Muzorewa government
there will certainly be dis-
cussionsof military aid. Brit-
ish trade un sts and Lab- 
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WITH THE passing of the el-
ection, the Steering Commit-
tee of the Socialist Campaign
for a Labour Victory has been
amalgamated with the Social-
ist Organiser EditorialBoard.

At its meeting on 2nd June
the committee discussed the
July issue of Socialist Org-
aniser and thenwenton to take
some organisationaldecisions.

@ it reaffirmed that Social-
ist Organiser would urge Lab-
our activists to make Ireland
their priority issue for Confer-
ence resolutions this year. A
model resolution has been
drawn up (*).

@ It decided to support the
United Troops Out Movement
mobilisation for the August
12th demonstration in favour
of British withdrawal from
Ireland. ¢

Mit decided that future
issues of Socialist Organiser
would carry a register of local
Socialist Organiser groups,
and decided to sak fot an affil:
iation fee of £2 from eachlocal
group.@ Bi-monthly meetings of

What next for
Socialist
Campaign?

delegates from SO groups to-
gether with the Socialist Or-
ganiser EB will discuss the
policy and content of thepaper
and the campaign. The first
of these meetings will be on
July 14th. (Details of time and
plese in the July SO, or phone

ike Davis, 01-254 8601).
@ The meeting decided to

launch a campaign for new
sponsors.

The committee also discuss-
ed the Labour Coordinat-
ing Committee. In the last
Socialist Organiser we publish-
ed a erpnclsnt piece on the
manifesto proposals of the
LCC by Christopher Hird, the
deputy editor of the New
Statesman, and we shall be
continuingthis debate.

However, despite the sharp
differences which exist be-
tween the supporters of Soc-
ialist Organiser and the poli-
cies of ihe LCC, we seek the
fullest unity in action where
possible.

To this end, the editorial

x See text, centre pages.

board of Socialist Organiser is
writing to the Launch Com-
mittee of the LCC with these requests and pro-

sals:
1) whatactivitiesdo the LCC

plan that we can participate/
assist in?

2) details of the conference
the LCC is planning for Oct-
ober;

8) joint local forums of
Socialist Organiser/SCLVsup-re and supporters of the

CC, to discuss cooperation
and “sydfor theLabour left

tt having clear differ-
.

ences on policy, we are in
favour of having a forum for
the left to discuss and workout
differences, and therefore call
on Socialist Organiser’s sup-og and readers to join the

Membershipis through a £2
subscription to the
peg Labour Activist (£1
or students and OAPs). For

details write to the Organising
Secretary, Labour Coordinat-
ing Committee, 9 Poland St,
London W1.

LCC's.
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Labour!

pensions.

an end to overtime.

under workers’control.

services. ’

* Freeze rents and rates.

fascists off thestreets.

oe

 
* No more wage curbs! No more strike-breakingby

Wagerises should at thevery least keep up withprice
increases. The same should goforstate benefits,grants and

* Start improving thesocial services ratherthancutting
them.Stop cuttingjobs in thepublic sector.

* End unemployment. Cut hours not jobs — share the
workwithnoloss of pay. Start now witha 35-hour week and

x All firms threateningclosure should benationalised

* Makethebosses pay, not theworkingclass! Millions
for hospitals, not a pennyfor ‘defence’! Nationalise the
banks and financialinstitutions withoutcompensation. End
the interest burden on councilhousing and otherpublic

* Scrap all immigrationcontrols. Race is not a problem;
racismis. The labour movementmust mobiliseto drive the

Purge racistsfrom positions in the labour movement.
Organise full support for blackself-defence.

x Thecapitalist police are an enemyfor theworking
class. Support all demands to weaken themas thebosses’
striking force: dissolutionof special squads (SPG, Special
Branch, MI5,etc.),publicaccountability,etc.

WHATWEARE FIGHTING FOR
x Free abortion and contraceptionon demand. Women’s

equalright to work, and full equality for women.
x The Irish people — as a whole — should‘have theright

to determinetheirownfuture. Get the British troopsout
now! Repeal thePreventionof TerrorismAct. Political
statusfor Irish republican prisoners as a matter of urgency.

* The blackworkingpeople of SouthAfricaand Zimbab-
we shouldgetfull support from the British labour movement
for theirstrikes, struggles, and armedcombatagainst the
white supremacistregimes. SouthAfricangoodsand servic-
es should beblacked.

x It is essential to achievethe fullest democracy in the
labour movement. Automaticre-selection of MPs during
eachparliament,and theelection by annual conferenceof
party leaders. Annualelectionof all trade union officials,

whoshould bepaid the average for-the trade.

ee
* The chaos, waste, human suileringand misery of

capitalism now — in Britain and throughout theworld —

show the urgent need to establish rational, democratic,
human control over theeconomy, to makethedecisive
sectors of industry social property, under workers’ control.

The strengthof the labour movementlies in therank and
file.Our perspective mustbeworkingclass actionto raze

thecapitalist system downto its foundations, and to put a

workingclass socialist system inits place — ratherthan
having our representatives run thesystem andwaiting for
thecrumbs from the table of thebankers and bosses.

   SATURDAY9 JUNE.‘The Or-
ange Orderare holding a nat-
ional march through Coventry
...

this march is deliberately
aimed at insulting Coventry's
large Catholic Irish popula-
tion, for it is throuhalt
areas that the Orange Order
intend to march and put for-
ward their racist (yes, racist)
ideas’. Counter-demonstration
supported by UTOM andBir-
mingham ANIL_assembles
llam at Cox St, off Pool
Meadow.
SATURDAY 9 JUNE.Protest
against the exclusion order
under the Prevention of Terr-
orism Act on Jimmy Scanlon.
Assemble 2pm at Kennington
Park [Camberwell New Road
entrance]. Also: picket of Brix-
ton jail, 6.30-7.30, Friday
evening,8th.
SATURDAY-SUN:9-10 JUNE.
National Abortion Campaign
‘conference, discussing plans
to counter the probable Tory
moves to roll back the 1967
Abortion Act, In Nottingham.
Details from 01-278 0153.
SATURDAY9 JUNE. Women
Against Racism & Fascism
national meeting. 10 to 5 at
Methodist Church Hall, Lan-
caster Rd, London [nearest
tube, LadbrokeGrove].
WEDNESDAY13 JUNE.Fun-
eral procession for Blairtao killed by o police
while oppos ascism in
Southall. iyhantiers. 2pm,
from Phoenix School, Bow Rd,E3, to East London Cemetery,
Grange Rd, E13. Collection
sheets for the Blair Peach
Memorial Fund and petition
forms for a public inquiry can
be got from Phil Cronan, C/oee Park School, Byron
St, London E14. There will be
a meeting called by the ‘Rank
and File’ teachers’ group after
the funeral, at 5.30pm at the
Euston Tavern (opp. St Pan-
cras Sta.), on the campaign to
see that Blair Peach’s killers
are prosecuted.
SATURDAY16 JUNE. March
against state racism and the
Irish connection, organised by
E. London UTOM and local
anti-racist groups. ‘The Re-oepeople in the North of

eland, when they see or read
about the fight being carried
out by immigrant groups here
against state harassment, id-
entify that fight withtheirown
struggle. Increasingly, milit-
ants among the Black and As-
ian communities here make
the ‘‘Irish connection’’. Rac-
ism... is a legacy of imperial-
ism, when people from Africa,
Asia and Ireland were necess-
arily portrayed as inferior, so
thatit was alright to steal their
countries’. Assemble 2pm,
Speakers’ Corner.

SATURDAY 16 JUNE. Polly-
annas is a club in the centre of
Birmingham. The Commiss-
ion for Racial Equality found
that its owners — Genture
Restaurants — and manager
J Weston Edwards operated
an illegal colour-bar ‘quota’.
Since > the management
have publicly defied the non-
discrimination order, and fur-
ther complaints have flooded
in. The Birmingham Action
Committee Against Racism in
Clubs has been picketing Pol-
lyannas regularly for over two
months, and is approa
unions so that deliveries an
services may be disrupted.It is
also appe’ g for ie for
a nationalpicket on 16th June:
Assemble Chamberlain Sq.,
Birmingham,at 9pm. On Fri-
day evening, 15th, there is a
social to raise money for the
defence of ten rene already
arrested while picketing. At
the LSD Club, _Lozells,
Handsworth,Birmingham.
SATURDAY 16 JUNE. Con-
ference on Labour and the
Crisis of Local Government
Finance and Services. 10am to
5pm, Hampstead Town Hall.
Registration £1,
THURSDAY 21 JUNE. Cam-
paign Against the Immigra-
tion Laws public meeting.
7.30pm ConwayHall.
SATURDAY23 JUNE. ‘Defend
our Unions’ conference, spon-
sored by Acton Works London
Transport AUEW shop stew-
ards’ committee and several
other trade union bodies. ‘The
conference will deal with four

COMINGEVENTS
majorareas of the Tory attack:
picketing and the right to
strike; recognition and the
closed shop; redundancy and
the cuts; rank and file orga-nisation’. At New Century
Hall, Manchester. Credentials
for TU delegates £1 from 265a
Seven Sisters Rd, London N4.
FRIDAY 22 JUNE-SUNDAY1
JULY. Gay Pride Week: doz-
ensof events, including a film
festival from 23 June to 29
June at the Scala Cinema,
Tottenham St, Wl, and a
Grand Carnival on Saturday
30 June (assemble lpm,
Temple Place, Temple Em-
bankment, EC4). For details
see the Gay Pride Week pro-
pee or phoneGay Switch-

oard, 01-837 7324.
FRIDAY-SUNDAY29 JUNE-
1 JULY. Anti-fascist school
organised by Oxford ANL.
Speakers from many organisa-
tions plus films, socials,
poetry and theRoots of Racism
show. Registration £2.50, un-
waged £1.50, from Oxford
ANL, PO Box 16, Oxford OX1
2JE [tel: 0865 52000].
SATURDAY 30 JUNE. De-
monstration: Hands off
Zimbabwe, no recognition of
Muzorewa's government,
Assemble 2.30pm, Smithfield
Market, London.
SUNDAY 12 AUGUST. Tenth
anniversary of British troops
being sent onto the streets of
Northern Ireland. The United
Troops Out Movement is or-
ganising a Troops Out conting-
ent on a march called by the
August 12th Demonstration
Organising Committee. The
Committee itself demandsthat
the Government ‘commititself

|.

to a policy of withdrawal from
Ireland’. Organising Commit-
tee: c/o Steven Dawe, Youth
Office, National Liberal Club,
1 Whitehall Place, SW1.
SUNDAY 2 SEPTEMBER.
Brixton Carnival against
Racism. Cgsisns commit-
tee meets Tuesday June 12,
June 26, July 10, July 24, Aug-
ust 7, Au 21, at 7.30pm,
Lambeth Town Hall.
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 Beating thepressure
to conform

GLC councillorKEN
LIVINGSTONE
spoketo Socialist
Organiser about the
tasks of Labour’s
militant left wing

CALLAGHANis preparing.
to lead the Labour Party in
a way that will allow the
Tories to govern, by trying
to stop any real opposition.
Hewilltry, in thesame way
Gaitskell did in the '50s, to
keep ‘opposition’ inside
Parliament.
@ @ Will Labour's‘left
wing’ NEC leada fight?
Almost by definition an ex-
tra-parliamentary opposi-
tion isn’t going to be run
by the bour Party’s
National Executive.
They're full-time union off-
icials and MPs. Muchof the
real opposition will be
Spontaneous action by
trade unionists against
what the Tories are trying
to do.

The right wing in the
LabourParty is trying to re-
gain control on the counc-
ils. This means that Labour
Groups are taking an attit-
udeof complicity to the
Tories’ cuts. On councils’
like Islington and Haring-
ey, in London, left-wingers
have been booted out of
leading positions in the
councils to pave the way
for this.

But the left in the Lab-
our Party is much more
sophisticated than it was
six years ago, having gonethrough the experience of a
Labour Government. It
is aware of how useless
most of the Parliamentary
Labour Party is, and won't
be as easily swayed by
rhetoric.

Groups like Socialist Org-
aniser need to exist to pro-
vide information in the lab-
our movement and build
links. It’s the MPs and

leaders who haveall thoselinks now.
@ & The union leaders
supported the iast govern-
ment’s policies.What can
be doneto change that?
In the unions it should be
much easier to organise
around issues day to day,
but what happens depends
on twothings.Firstly, how
clearly the union leaders
are seen as carrying out the
Tories’ policies. Secondly,
on how quicklyevents bring
forward new leaders. At the
moment there is a clapped
out ‘old guard’ in both the
political and__industrial
wings of ‘the labour move-
ment.

What we have to do is
use what positions and in-
fluence we have in the
movement, aggressively
and stick out when every-
oneelseis givingin.

The shift to the left in
the Labour Party and un-
ions that took place under
the Heath government was
@ response to the way that
government tried to push
its policies through. Now
the Tories have learnt and
will try and moderate their
approach by avoiding cuts
in the most sensitive areas.
This is to make life easier
for Callaghan. They don’t
want genuine socialists
leading an opposition to
them.
@ @ Whydid no Labour
MP oppose Callaghan’sre-
selection as leader?
In a situation like that,
sitting in a room with a
couple of hundred other
people who won't ‘rock the
boat’, standing against the
tide would seem outrage-
ous and bring venomous
personal attacks. Obvious-
ly that’s a reflection on the
people who won't stand ag-
ainst the tide. Challenges
to Labour leaders are very
rare.

There is a tremendous
pressure to conform in

the labour movement.
At theend of the dayit'sonly the forces that will

really press to the left
and who are prepared to
makea stand thatcan draw
in others behinda fight.

There will be debates in
Parliament when we'll see
the Labour leaders goingalong with the Tories.
That is when we'll be able
to see who’s genuinely on
theleft.

@ @ Bennis the onlylikely
left wing successorto Call-
aghan,but he does not
seem very ‘genuine’.
All the time Benn madeit
obvious he disagreed but

his argument was that for
‘thesake of party unity’ he
should not do anything.That's not an argument but
it does mean he’s notin the
Position of being seen as a
complete cynic who was
right wing in office and now
shifting left.

Until he’s, actually lead-
ing the Labour Party,
people won't know whether
he will withstand all the
pressures. Obviously he
should have left the last
government and campaign-
ed against it, but at the
moment there’s no other
force on the left that is as
large as the support hewill
get. It’s a route we'll have
to go through.
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giving in’
Clay Cross: ‘we have to stick out when everyoneelse is 

LABOUR Party democracyand the accountability ofthe leadership and Parlia-mentary Party are issuesbeing raised as Party activ-
ists pick up the pieces ;romthe election defeat. Socialist
Organiserspoke to VLADIM-
IR DERER,Secretary of the
Campaign ‘Yor Labour PartyDemocracy [CLPD], to find
out what issues the CLPD
will be asking parties to putbefore Labour’s conferencethisyear.

ent tasks is to make
some sort of criticalappraisal of the govern-ment’s record. Unfortunatelyresolutions to this yéar’s

conference may not be able
to do this in the time avail-
able. Parties should demand
thatthe NECinitiate discuss-
ions on why the defeat oc-
curred and what policies
should be pursuedin future.

Whateverpolicies are de-
cided, the most important
thing will be to make sure
they are put into practiceby the Parliamentary Labour
Party.

Weare putting some pro-posals to help to ensure the
implementation of confer-
ence decisions.

On Re-selection: we are
suggesting a constitutional
amendment which would
make it obligatory to re-
select, Experience of the last
two years shows that the
NEC can’t be relied on to
implement resolutions re-
mitted. It is not clear wheth-
er this debate will be allow-
ed, although the NEC has
the power to instruct the
Conference Arrangements
Committee to place it on the
agenda.

On the leadership: when
it was raised last year, the
question was academic —

a question of which method
Jim Callaghan would be

6 ONE OFthe most urg-  From paper
{0 practice

selected as leader. The elect-
ion places the debate in a
new light. The question will
not just be how but who.

The NEC proposal which
would establish the position
of Leader of the Party elect-
ed by the PLP could mean
the election of the former
Chancellor. whose policies
were thrown out by last
year’s conference. It would
put a constitutional imprima-
tur on thestatus quo.

On the Manifesto: we are
asking parties to submit con-
stitutional amendments that
this should be drawn up by
the NEC rather than (as at
present) by the NEC and
Parliamentary Committee,
which allowed Callaghan to
throw out NEC proposals
he didn’t like such as aboli-
tion of the House of Lords.
Alternatively this can be
posed as a general admini-
stration resolution, to ensure
the issue is debated.

The Three YearRule: Part-
ies are trying to change this
by a proposal that where
more than ten CLPs oraffil-
iated organisations raise an
issue it should be debated
whether or not it has been
discussed in previousyears.

We are also demanding
that resolutions ruled out of
order be. published in the
printed agenda, and a spec-
ial conference session should
decide whether they are
taken.” Another reform will
seek to ensure union block
votes are cast in accord with
the wishes of their delega-
tion, and to establish the
right of a delegationto chall-
enge mis-cast votes. There
has been a long history of
this in the AUEW, not
just last year’s reselect- ®ion vote.
* Details of the proposed
CLPD resolutions and am-
endments are availablefrom
CLPD, 10 Park Drive,
London NWI11 7SH. 
 ERS AND CHILDREN:WHO CARES? IN RECENT years a numberof

feminist novels have shown
women atthe mothering role
and attempting at the same
time to take account of their
own individuality.

Theheroines ofthesestories
have had to turn their backs
firmlyon the role of mother to
achieve self-fulfilment and
freedom. Most women whoare
motherscannotdothis.

They battle on, fulfilling(nearly always inadequately)the role of houseperson,
mother to at least two child-
ren, home economists and ac-
countant, laundress, - dress-
maker and mender, cook,decorator, temporary home
help to relatives and friends,
confidante to numerous mem-
bers of the community, play-
leader to its children, and —

on top of all this — a job of
some description. Add the
woman's efforts to be herself
and lover to her partner, to
comeup to the image the ads
have created for her, and youhave a recipe for disaster and
failure.

Howthenis today’s motherCe to chisel out a position
‘or herself? Has the women’smovement precipitated _moth-

ers headlong into a life-style
that is neither right for them
norof theirchoosing?

Just under half of all moth-
ers work, most of necessity.
However, themothers of three
million children under five
do not go out to work. Al-

ioth some are constrained"the lack of childmindingfrcilitioe, I strongly Sathat the majorit
choose to be at mbeyaie
their children and make manyfinancial sacrifices to do just
that. Society as it is does not
help themin thisdecision.

Mothering is a ‘no status’
occupation — if indeed it is
seen as an occupation at all.
Family lives are very isolated
by the material features of our
environment and the social
features of the nuclear family.
In most cases ha ing only one
bread-winner in the ily
makes hard going.

And of course with the role
of mother oes thejob of‘sole’
or ‘senior’ houseperson. This
job has hours of approxim-ately 6am to llpm — much
the same as thejob of mother,
which also has its night shifts
in theearlyyears.What is being done to
change these conditions and
revaluethejobofparr.Clearly in
benefitought to be part of thedemands of the women’s
movement. This would run
side by side with continued
demands for satisfactory day-
care for all children whose
mothers choose to work. And
there must be more part-time
jobs for men and women,
or a reduced work week with
noloss of pay.

It is a crime that, out of the
total of 850,000 women work-

ing less than 30 hours a week,
678,000 are considered part-time: usually with less status,less chance of promotion, few-
er fringer benefits, shorter
holidays and minimal secur-be Job-sharing with no loss

pay and a £60 minimum
wage would have a dramatic
effect on the position of part-
timeworkers.

But for the mother with a
job, mothéring must be com-

ressed into that small part of
er life which is between work

wards the restructuring of
the working week and the
working part of our lives, we
must also-demand state bene-
fit and a numberof days paidleave from employers for time
off to care for sick children.

The parliamentarians pay‘ service to theheee
the family, ist allowingconus o! ‘emplo ent, or

a lack of them, to destroythe
emotional security and inter-dependence that the f
promotes so well and for whic!
  DINAH MORLEY,a Hackney councillor and mother of

three children, argues that state benefits for working
parents, to cover timeoff to care for sick children, should
beacentralcampaign for feminists and socialists.  
 

and housework, and which has
contain any otherinterest she
may have. Is thiswhat mothers
want? How can the burden be
shared reasonably

_
with

other adults in the family?
How does the husband or
partnerin the familyshare the
roles of houseperson ‘and
mothersatisfactorilyonce his
wife/partner begins to share
theroleof breadwinner?

Both Sweden and Germany
have gone some way to re-
cognising that these roles are
shared by allowing either
parent time off work with paywhen parenting demands it
— i.e. in timesofchild illness
andin thepost-natalperiod.

Whilst we must work to-

there is as yet no satisfactory
substitute. en the children
need a parent t: be at home to
look after them during periodsof illness, the employer gives
people very few rights to be
parents, Professional workers
come out a little better than
others as they often have a
clause about compassionate
leave in their contract, and
perhaps two or three days off
per year with pay if their
childrenare sick.

However, does compassion-
ate leave cover a parent for
two consecutive bouts of
whooping cough? Three days
off per year is totally unreal-
istic,

The only alternative offered

to working parents is to take
time marekwitoutoe and there
is a limit to this. It is nearly
always the mother who takes
this leave, further reducingher chances of eensany kind of job equality
men. for the vais single
parent, it is of course a
astrous situation: he or she
may be able to make up in-
come through social security,
but more likel
quite below scale and ma: ~~be off work long enoug’
make this exercise in any iar
worthwhile.

A survey cmsin 1976
showed that a fifthof working
womensuffered a loss of earn-
ings through children’s ill-
ness. There are no statistics
which show the loss of jobs to
women through ildren’s
illness, but many women are
told that they need not return
to theirjob when theytake this
necessary time off, and manysimply find that it is best to

ive notice themselves if
their child has a prolonged
illness.

Or sometimes mothers find
themselves leaving small
children ill and unattended at
homewhilst theygo to work to
hold down the essential job.
Many keep older siblings off
schoolto look after the smaller
ones, Accidents happen but
they never seem to receive the
publicitywhich theymerit.

Many children struggle on
at school,

hours-in the sick room whilst
working mothers are traced to
take themhome,only to return
to schoolthenextday no better
and downright miserable be-
cause mothers know that in
the long run it will be worse
for their children if they lose
theirjobs.

Manymothersare not happywith having to do this._ their eyes to what they
to do to theirchildrens and the children of

others whom their ill children
infect. But what are the alter-
natives?

Several campaigns in the
women’s movement, and the
Child Poverty Action aehave started to press fore hts of parents to take thie

for their children, and forthe maintenance of income
through state benefits while
they are dotre Reet They have
drawn a b with govern-
mentministers.

Yet it is these very politic-
ians who hypocriticallyprofesstheir concern for the institu-
tion of the familyand its stab-
ility, whilst totally failing to
take any real measures to sup-
port thecaring role of the ind-
ividuals within it. The mother-
ing role is central to themajor-
ity of women, and its frustr-
ation by the ups-and-downs of
thecapitalist economyfamiliar
to them. The women’s move-
ment should address itself
strongly to this area of wo-

spending many.’ men’s oppression. 
‘

  



 

 
 

BRYNLEY Heaven, in his
letter in the May SO, com-
plains about ‘know-nothing
politicians’who ignore ‘spec-ifically Scottish or Welsh
questions’ on the grounds
that these areas get as much
economic aid as any other
region.

Unfortunately, the
comrade has ripped this
point in the SO Election
Special out of its context in
order to make his point. In
fact the article argues, in
agreement with comrade
Heaven, that current reg-
ional policies are restricted
to ‘mitigating the least ac-
ceptable effects of the prob-
lems experienced bytheless
favoured parts of the un-
planned economy’.

There is, however, com-
plete disagreement between
comrade Heaven’s solution
to the problem and that put
forward in the Election Spec-
ial article. The article stated,
correctly in my view,thatthe
reason why regions like Scot-
land and Walessufferpartic-
ularly from depression and
unemployment is that they
are unprofitable areas to in-
vest in: ‘‘The only way round

IN THE last Socialist Org-
aniser, Ann Dummettargued
that we should be calling for
non-racist immigration con-
trols. ‘Either a completely
open door... or freedom of
entry from the Common-
wealth”, she thinks is im-
practical.

But how does Ms Dum-
mett define practical? She
says, “‘No changein immigr-
ation control can happen ex-
cept through Parliament.
MPsare thepeople who have
got to initiate any effective
change’’. Thus her idea of
whatis practical is what can
catch the ear of parila-
mentarians, and her idea of
strategy is lowering your
sights till they coincide with
thewhites of an MP’s eyes.

Wedo not accept that. As
revolutionary socialists, we
see the working class as the
force to initiate change,
and our politics are deter-
minedby what willbest mob-
ilise the working class to
fight its oppression and ex-
ploitation. The question Ann
Dummett should ask her-
self is, would thecall for non-
racist immigration controls
further the struggle to break
workers from racism. (I was
about to write, ‘from racism
and chauvinism’— but clear-

UNFORTUNATELY

_
Socialist

Organiser has not given much
coverage to the European
Assembly elections. Indeed,
SO has been in danger of re-
flecting the general attitude in
the ur f to these el-
ections: ignore them and hope
they willbeover quickly.sually SO supporters criti-
cise themajority in the Labour
Party for focusing too much on
elections rather than mass
action. Now the firmest be-
lievers in the ‘parliamen
road to socialism’ have sudd-
enly turned round and become
anti-electoralists — and for no
other reason than that it is an
international election: Many
Labour Party branches and
activists are refusing to do
anythingfor the EECpoll.

e reasons given will not
stand up. EEC or no EEC,
economic and political affairs
are inescapably international.
Any chance, however limited,
to extend political action be-
yond national limits should be
welcomed.

We should work to elect
Labour Euro-MPs — and then
demand that those MPs speak

 
out in the Assemblyas repres-

Scotland:
this is to attack the profit
system’’.

Comrade Heaven, on the
other hand,believesthat the
answerlies, in Scotland and
Walesat least; in ‘bringing
government closer to the
people’, i.e. regional policy
should beleft in the hands of
regional assemblies — who
are bound to make a better
job of it than Westminster.
He brushes aside the ob-
jection that this ‘just ignores
the existence of classes in
society’ by claiming that the
majority of the labour move-
ment backhim up.

But in Wales an over-
whelming majority of the
working class rejected devo-
lution. To be sure, manypeople voted nofor all sorts
of backward reasons, one of
them being fear of the
Welsh language, but there
wasalso the grain ofa realis-
ation that an Assembly in
Cardiff would not substant-
ially changetheirlives.

In Scotland a majority of
the working class does sup-
port devolution, and that is a
verdict we must accept. But
we canstill re-assert that an
Edinburgh Assembly will

ly Ann Dummett has given
up on the second of these.
One can hardly have non-
chauvinist immigration con-
trols).

The answeris provided —

at least thekey to it — by an
observation Ms Dummett
makes herself. She bemoans
the fact that the issues of
race and immigration have
become confused. Now be-
moan it as she may,she must
take this confusion as a
starting point.

Suppose Ann Dummett
meets a worker who says,-
“I'm no racist, but you do
need immigration controls’’.
Whatdoes she say? We can
only assume she says, ‘‘I’m
glad you’re no racist. I hope
you'll support this campaign
to keep people out of Britain
for reasonsotherthanrace”’.

Precisely because the
issues of race and immigra-
tion are confused, we ought
to be prepared for the fact
that support for immigration
controls means racism, even
if it is combined with the
plea, “I’m no racist’. Thus
we would reply, ‘‘Why do
you want immigration con-
trols? Apart from anything
else, there are more people
leaving Britain than coming
in’’. The response to this Is

entatives of the commoninter-
ests of workers throughout
Europe, not as representatives
of Britain. If even a tiny group
of militant socialist MPs did
that, they would be making
better use of parliament as a
forum for socialist agitation
than could ever be possible in
a nationalparliament.

If our Euro-MPswillnot act
as socialist internationalists,
we should at least demand that
they act as democrats and
press for the EEC Assembly
to have sovereignty over the
EEC Commission and the
Council. of Ministers. The
ar’ ents against this in
Labour’s Euro-manifesto are
disgusting in their pig-headed
chauvinism,

:“The basis of democratic
control’’, says the Manifesto,
“must continue to be vested
firmly in the right of the Euro-
pean peoples to govern them-
selves, as far as possible,
through their own nationalParliaments’’. But isn’t inter-
national democratic control —

to the extent that it can be
won — obviouslya higher form
(andone more suited to the
close internationalconnections

dangersof
diversion and division

be moreofa diversion than a
rallying point, thus fore-
warning and forearming the
working class against the
internal divisions that will
probably grow becauseof the
referendumresult.

In the short term the SNP
has suffered a blow and Lab-
our has assumed thetartan
mantle, but unless the divis-
ive tendencies in the move-
ment are actively fought the
nationalists will eventually
reap the rewards.

As socialists we accept the
majority decision of the
Scottish working class, but
we must not hide (as com-
rade Heaven does) behind
illusions that majority has in
the powers and functions of
a Scottish’ Assembly. We
mustfight these illusions in
the same way that we fight
illusions in the Westminster
Parliament. Re-shuffling
responsibility for Scottish
regional policy will not help
those on the dole. The only
way forward is to attack the
profit system.

Martin Barclay

Immigrationcontrols:
a practicalanswer?

very likely to be, ‘‘Yes,but
it’s the whites who are leay-
ing...’’ At least at that point
we can get down to
about racism and forget the
numbersgame.

Or the reply might be:
“That may be so, but there
are still too many people”’. |

Then we can discuss the real
origins and solutions to the
problems he or she thought
we cause or made worse by
‘too many people’’.

How would Ann Dum-
mett’s approach be a better
‘strategy’ for enlightening
this worker? Of course, as
Ann Dummett’s work focus-
es on the question of race,
she might feel she had got
somewhere;if it focused on
the question of unemploy-
ment she would realise that |

she had got nowhere.
Ann Dummett’s idea of

strategy is a drawing-room
one — both because it does
not relate to the working
class, and becauseit does not
take as its point of depart-
ure the struggles or ideolog-
ical confusions of the work-
ing class. Its point of depart-
ure is the supposed reason-
ablenessof MPs.

Andrew Hornung

Strasbourg and Westminster
of the modern economy) than
the largely mythical sover-
eignty of nationalparliaments?
Since the Manifesto does not

ropose to abolish the EEC
commission and Council of

Ministers, why does it not
favour parliamentary account-
ability for thesebodies?

Westminster has no advant-
ages over the EEC Assembly
as regards dem-xracy.
the contrary: the KiC Ass-
embly is mostly elected by a
more democratic system (pro-
ortional representation) andhes no unelected upper house.

Democrats should be positive-
ly in favour of the EEC Ass-
embly taking powers away
from Westminster.

To be sure, the EEC needs
to be replaced by a United
Socialist Europe, embracing
eastern Europe as well as the
west, and based not on formal
parliamentary democracy but
on real workers’ democracy
and workers’ control. But the
fight for that United Socialist
Europe can never be advanced
by nationalistconservatism.

Martin Thomas

 JOHN O’MAHONY
reports on thecase
of Peter Grimes —

and raises some
questions about
policesurveillance
and interference in
the Irish community
and the labour
movement.
“AT THE bottom of my bed
there is a spare razor, razor
blade, toothbrush,  tooth-
Paste, towel, flannel, and a
change of underwear. It's
got so bad that I have to
sleep with a bag ready so
that when they come in the
morning I get into my cloth-
es and go with them’.

The people who ‘come in
the morning’ are the Special
Branch and the Anti Terror-
ist Squad. Peter Grimes,
former British organiser for
the Irish Republican Social-
ist Party (IRSP) until he left
that organisation for reasons
of health last February,
can’t remember whether it
is seven or eight times that
he hasbeentakeninto police
custodyin the last 314 years,
to be held underthePrevent-
ion of TerrorismAct for per-iods of up to seven days.

5 the PTA: Koyenkins, then Labour Home
Secretary

Two weeks ago he was re-
leased from Paddington
Greenstation after his solici-
tor had applied for a writ of
habeas corpus on_the
grounds that his mental
health: might be at risk.
Thepolicehad beendemand-
ing information from him
about the killing of Airey
Neave. Grimes denies all
knowledgeof the affair; but
by the time he was released
he was, so he told the Ob-
server, “so frightened I was
prepared to write anything,
confess to anything, name
anybody, just so they would
give me a period of peace’’.
It had been his third detent-
ion in two months.

Despite. seven or eight
arrests, Grimes has only
been charged once. At the
end of 1977 he got three
months under Section 11 of
the Prevention of Terrorism
Act (PTA) for ‘withholding
information’.

After talking at length to
Peter Grimes about his ex-
periences with the police
and about his political actiy-
ities and beliefs, it seems to
methatnot only has he been
harassed to the brink of a
nervous breakdownby policeusing the special provisions
of Roy Jenkins’ 1974 PTA,
but also the police have re-

 

peatedly attempted to black-
mail and intimidate him into
becoming an informer. The
case has many parallels to
that of Kenneth Lennon,
who was found dead in a
ditch in 1974 after beingblackmailed by the police
into being first an informer
and then a provocateur. The
difference is thatPeter Grim-
es has repeatedly blown the
whistle on thepolice.

A dark, slightly-builtMul-
ingar (Co. Westmeath) man
of 32, Grimes, who works as
a gardener, has lived in
Britain since he was 10 yearsold. During five years in the
British Army in the *60s he
Saw service against guerillas
in Aden and in Borneo, and
in putting: down the Maoist
riots in Hong Kong in 1967.
Movedinto Northern Ireland
with the first British sold-
iers when Jim Callaghan
sent troops onto the streets
in-.1969, he was based for
some weeks in Palace Barr-
acks, Hollywood, Co. Down.
After Aden and Borneo,
he may have had less faith
than many people then had
in the peacekeeping mission
of the British Army. He
bought himself out of the
Army in 1969 for £250.

He became politicised in
the squatting movementorg-
anised by Ron Bailey and
others in the East End in
theearly ’70s, and ‘‘received
a political education of
sorts’”, He was influencedby
the Marxist classics (except
Trotsky, whose work he
hopesto catch up on) and by
Maoand Guevara.

Heis also a Catholic who
believes in Jesus Christ,though hehas not practised
his religion for years. He had
always felt himself to be
Irish, keeping in touch with
his hometown — andevent-
ually he joined Clann na
hEireann, the British off-
shoot of the Official Republi-
can Movement. When in
1975 a section oftheOfficials
formed the IRSP, he helped
start a British support
group, eventually holding
the position of National Org-
aniser in Britain.

Peter Grimes’ political
views now are.a not too well
integrated mixture of social-
ist republicanism,the sort of
gtass-roots community poli-
tics he learned in the East
End, and quasi-Maoist rat-
ionalisations for the Irish Re-
publican practice of organis-ing private armies. He re-
spects themilitary role of the
Provisionals but has ‘very
little respect’ for Sinn Fein
(the Provisionals in politics).
A Provo Ireland would be a
capitalist Ireland. He wants a
32 County workers’ republic.

He believesarmed strugg-
le is a last resort, and it has
cometo that in Northern Ire-
land. He supported the Offic-
ials (and now the IRSP) be-
cause hethinksthey are the
only people whohavetried to
bring Protestant and Catholic
communitiesin Northern Ire-
land together.

Whateffect on the comm-
unities’ relations does the
Provisional IRA (and the
Irish National Liberation
Army [INLA]) have? He does
not see any direct relation-

ship. It is a parallel pheno-
menon to the communalcon-flict, concerned essentiallywith the problem ofthe Brit-
ish presence.

The Provisionals are apeople’s militia, unlike the
police and Army who servethe bourgeoisie. There is aneed for a people’s militia.
Division in Northern Ire-
land is the result of sectarian
indoctrination by the British
Government, the OrangeOrder, and ‘the Freemas-
ons’, dividing to rule. He be-
lieves that perhapsthe crea-
tion of local action commit-
tees in the streets of the Pro-
testant and Catholicghettoes
could lead to unity in North-
ern Ireland.

Hesays heis motivated in
politics by hatred — of the
treatment meted out by the
capitalist system to his fami-
ly and other such people. He
speaks bitterly of the
beggars in Dublin streets,
tells of the sight of a ten yearold boy with no shoes push-ing a heavy cart upahillin
Dublin, of houses without
running water and electricity
— amidst the ‘real mineral
wealth’ of Ireland, exploitedby Irish capitalists and ‘the
multi-nationals’.

He talks of his dealings
with the police as if he hasit
all off pat. But the facts of
the numberofhis arrests are
a matterof record.

Grimes’ political organisa-
tion, the IRSP, took off ess-
entially from dissatisfaction
with the Official Republican
Movement’s failure to pro-
vide the necessary physical
protection for the Northern
Ireland Catholics against the
British Army and the Orange
murder squads. The split in
1975 was quickly followed by
a blood feud in which a num-
berof people died. An organ-isation called the Irish Nat-
ional Liberation Army (IN-
LA) came into existence.
Formal connection with the
IRSP is denied, but the INLA
is generally and probably
rightly understood tobe to
the IRSP whatthe Provision-
al IRA is to Provisional Sinn
Fein.

It is the INLA that has
claimed responsibility for
killingAirey Neave.

It might seem then that
Peter Grimes, given his
views and associations,
might well be involved in the
Neavekillingand is anyway
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DAVIDFrost's GlobalVill-
age is-an attemptto bring
personalised, confronta-
tionalpoliticaldebate to
large television audiences.
Part instruction andpart
entertainment. Most of the
programmeshave had
more of the beargarden
about them thantheusual
highly-structuredand ever-
so-stiffcurrent affairs dis-
cussions.

But ifFrost'spopulism
is obvious and apparently
more daring thanthose
staid old studio discuss-
ions, the materialthatgets
onto theairis no less care-
fully sifted andangled.

A bit-partin Frost's
studio audiencegave me
the chanceto seethisat
first hand.
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 Peter Grimes[left]
a long and weil-publicised
history of special attention
from the police — long be-
fore the Neavekilling.

Some of Grimes’ exper-
iences in police custody sup-
port a different and more
plausible explanation as to
what the police have been
trying to achieve with him,
both before and after
Neave’s death.

Repeated attempts have
been madeto terrorise andbully him into acting as an
informer. They have threat-
ened that if he didn’t act
as their informer, theywould
see to it that he was brand-
ed publicly as an inform-
er. ‘They said they wouldn’t
have to do anything to me.
The people that I was dealing
with would see that I was
done anyway’.

This has been a common
feature of the arrests. ‘The
last time I was in Paddington
Green police station, four
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resisted police pressure to turn
informer — but KennethLennon didn’t
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weeks ago, a police com-
mander said that he was go-
ing to release me. Hesaid:
“T'll give you two weeks to
get me the address of the
bomb factory [used in the
Neave killing)’. Grimes was
told not to worry: they could
get him a new job,flat and
identity. It had been done
before. He says he reported
this to the National Council
for Civil Liberties and to the
IRSP.

The first arrest was 3'%
years ago. The police took
him and a Woolworths toypistol belonging to a nephew
to Bethnal Green police
station. The theme was
struck early:he was offered a
bribe to inform on the IRSP
support group in this
country. Three monthslater,
he was arrested after the
Guildford pub_explosion:

* ‘Come on, wake up to your-
self, you can make a few bob
out of this stupid game you 

rthernIreland. Along with theovert
army goes a range ofundercoverandintelligence-gath-
tions, backedup by thepolice.

 

are in. Give us a few names
and addresses, and point us
in the right direction, and
we'll help you out’. He re-
fused, then and the other
times — unlike, Kenneth
Lennon.

What we know about
KennethLennon is based on
a statement made to the
NCCLby Lennon,a few daysbefore he was found dead in
a ditch, early in 1974. Lennon
claimed to have beenterror-
ised and blackmailedby the
Special Branch to act as an
informerfor them inside Pro-
visional Sinn Fein. Then,
threatening to expose him
as an informer, they coerced
him into actingas a provocat-
eur who egged on young
Irishmen to commit robber-
ies for arms. His cover was
finally blown. When he was
charged with conspiracy to
effect. an escape from Win-
son Green prison in Birm-
ingham, the police had to
stand up in court and plead
for him. (It seems they also
privately told the judge and
court officials). The 18 yearold boy on trial with this
provocateur_nevertheless
got threeyears.

Released and on his own,
Lennon felt himself a
threatened man. According
to his statement to the NCCL
it was by the Special Branch
that he felt threatened. And
whoever finally pulled the
trigger on Lennon, there is
no doubt that the Special
Branchkilledhim.

ae

 

The Lennon case raised a
question which the labour
movement has never proper-ly concerned itself with. The
police were initially able to
blackmail Lennon — who
was both weak and not too
bright — by threats to pro-
secute him over activities
for Northern Ireland civil
tights in London in early
1969.-Lennon had never been
in’ any way prominent in
these activities (which, in-
cidentally, pre-date by years
the armed struggle in North-
ern Ireland). The police also
knew that Lennon had been
a memberof both the Com-
munist Party and the Social-
ist Labour League.If the pol-
ice knew so much about
Lennon,it indicates a mass-
ive level of normal surveill-
ance of legal political actiy-
ities in Britain.

The enactmentof the Pre-
vention of Terrorism Act in
late 1974, under which
people can be held for seven
days and deported to Ire-
land without the right of a
hearing, gives the police
enormously increased lever-
age for coercion and black-
mail against the labour
movement and Irish com-
munity in Britain. Any logic
that would justify the police
treatment of Peter Grimes
— other than that the police
had the right to use the PTA
to terrorise him for his ideas
— would also justify the
sametactics throughout the
Irish community, where
there is an immense reserv-
oir of latent sympathy for
the goals of the Republican
movement. The police apply
the Prevention of Terrorism
Act in this spirit. According
to the figures published in
April 1979, there have been
3,946 detentions under the
PTA and 170 exclusion ord-
ers. 34 people have been
charged with offences under
the Act, and 25 with con-
spiracy to commit offences
under the Act. The ratio of
charges and exclusions to
detentionsis sufficient indic-
ation of how crude a tool
the PTAis. It is essentially
a tool for blackmail,intimida-
tion, manipulation and coer-
cion of the Irish community.

How many‘Grimes cases’
are there thatwe don’t know
about? And how many Kenn-
eth Lennonsareactivein the
Irish community and the
labour movement?

   ad

I was ‘Prisoner A’
‘‘WHENI was taken to Padd-
ington Green on Friday 18th,
I was given the initial ‘A’. I
was referred to as ‘prisoner A’
all the time, even on the doct-
or’s forms’’.

Margaret Crowley was held
for five days under the Preven-
tion of Terrorism Act, at
London's Paddington Green
police station. She is a memb-
er of the IRSP’s London sup-
port group. The purpose of the
arrests was described byIRSP spokesmen as ‘low level
intelligence gathering’. Over
a third of their London sup-
porters have been arrested or
visited at work in the last three
weeks.

Margaret Crowley described
how the police ‘admitted theyhad her phone tapped. When
she was arrested, the first
thingthey said was ‘You were

tdlking to Peter
They described a
versation she had
in theday.

They tried to pressure a
statement out of her. ‘I have
a three year old daughter
whom I'd just collected from
nursery school. She was in
hysterics...’

Crowley herself had only
just come out of hospital.
“When I was arrested I had a
temperature of 101°, but the
police doctor thought I was
well enoughtobedetained’.

‘The police gave the im-
pression that they wouldn't
release me unless 1 made a
statement... They asked me
to make statements about the
movements of nine people -

someof whom I didn't know at
all and someI scarcely knew.
I refused’.

Murphy’.
hone con-
ad earlier

It's notillegal...but
FOUR OR five plain clothes

lice were drinking in the
ish Centre in Mount Pleas-

ant, a on Monday
May28th. Outside, Colin Mag-
uire and Alf Cottrell were
collecting money for the
IRSP’sprisoner fund.

Just after midnight Maguire
and Cottrell were arrested as
they were having a meal in a
cafe. They were held underthe
Prevention of Terrorism Act
until 4 o'clock on Wednesday
afternoon. Neitherof themwas
charged.

Colin Maguire was warned
by the ice that if the
‘caught collecting again’,
they would charge him with
collecting money for an illeg-
al organisation. The IRSP is
not illegaland neverhas been.

Both Maguire and Cottrell
were questioned about their
political views, not any specif-
ic event. Maguire says he was
asked if he was a member of
the SWP or WRP, whether he
was a memberof the Anti Nazi
League, what his solicitor’s
political views were, whether

he'd been: influenced by left
wing teachers when he was at
school...

Alf Cottrell, who is a regist-
ered disabled person, was
interrogated twice, photo-

aphed and fingerprinted.His flat was searched while
he was held.

Cottrell lives with his elder-
ly father, who was alone onTuesday29th when threespec-
ial branch officers broke into
the flat. They kept him in a
bedroom while they ransack-
ed theplace, taking posters off
the walls, and eventually re-
moving a list of ANL sup-
porters.

Alf Cottrell’s fatherwas put
under sedation and kept in
bed by a doctor after that.
He was still under sedation
thenext Saturday.

Colin Maguire says he was
told not to talk to any left wing
papers about his arrest. The
police also got him to sign a
statement saying he had re-
ceived no ill-treatment while
he was beingheld.

NIK BARSTOW

MAKE IRELAND AN ISSUE
AT LABOUR CONFERENCE

Socialist Organiser urges Lab-
our activists to push resolu-
tions on the following lines for
theParty conferencethisyear:“Conference oethat the root of the problem in
Ireland is the undemocratic
partition of Ireland, with built-
in Loyalist dominance and con-
tinued British rule in the
Northern state.

“Conference calls upon the
NEC and the future Labour
Government to return to the

policies of Labour’s 1921
special conference on Ireland
by: ;

‘‘1) recognising that Ire-
land is one country which
should be united, free of Brit-
ish rule in any part;

“'2) pledging immediate
removal of British troops from
Northern Ireland .

‘tand to press for immediate
repeal of the Prevention of
TerrorismAct’’
 

  
   
  
 

me shown
as on North-

'o [on Indep-
castingAuth-
ions] it was
Andan inter-
Republican
Bradaigh

pletely,

lence, that
‘viewpoint

had been invited becauseit
wassot a significantstrand
afozinion. Then Frostie's
jirst salvo on theair was to
unveil YorkshireTV'spoll
showing a largepublic maj-
orityfor troop withdrawal,
no doubtfor a varietyof
dubious motives. [Incid-
entally, what happened to
the detailedpoll ofNorth-
ern Ireland opinion we were
told aboutbeforethepro-
grammestarted?)

Then, from theHamburg
studio, O Bradaigh'sface
loomed up on themassive
monitor screen before the
programmestarted. The
Official Unionists duly
walkedout. The West- .

minster MPs[Stan Orme
and Kevin McNamarafor
Labour] affected not to

notice untiltheyhad had
theirmomentofglery on
theair. ,

YorkshireTVhad delib-
erately hoodwinkedparti-
cipants untilthelast min-
ute, then had accepted the
IBA veto on O Bradaigh as
they had earlieraccepted
the IBA instruction to pre-
record this ‘live’ pro-
gramme.

Then after thepro-
gramme, DavidFrost ann-
ounced to the massed ranks
ofinvitees in theaudience,
which includeda phalanx
of the loyalistparamilitary
in various guises, that
Ruari O Bradaigh could not
befeatured becausehe was
too awful/dangerous to
contemplate.

This manipulationcom-

plementedFrost's mood-
stimulating comments of
‘most encouraging’’ on
inane appealsfor mutual
Jriendliness, balanced with
pointed demands toO Bra-
daighfor explanationsfor
violence — demandscon-
spicuouslynotdirected,
even in themildestform, at
theLoyalistand Westmin-
sterpoliticians.

The inabilityofthe ‘Brit-
ish’ section ofthestudio
audienceto reactto thepro-ceedings wasperhaps a
reasonablyaccurate re-
flectionofthestate of
public debate on Ireland...
thanksto programmes and
non-programmessuch as
this.

BRYNLEY HEAVEN

  BETWEENfifty and eighty
National Front and Ulster
Defence Association support-
érs attacked a ‘Hands Off
Ireland’ meeting in Man-
chester on May3lst.

Even before this attack,
the meeting, which included
a speaker from Sinn Fein,
was under threat. Orig-
inally the Lesser Free Trade
Hall had been booked (and
paid for), but Manchester
Council’s recreational serv-
ices department withdrew
theirpermission.

The meeting was then
shifted to the Houldsworth

 Hall.
When the fascists and

their Orange allies’ attack-
ed, they were armed with
steel bars, rocks and paraffin
lamps. picked up

_
from

nearby roadworks, but they
were driven off with only
two of the meeting’s stew-
ardsslightlyinjured.

Then the police, who had
been called by the hall care-
takers, stepped in. They forc-
ed the meeting’s stewards
to open the front gates to
the hall, which had been
locked to keep the fascists
out. As a film showstarted,

ORANGE THUGS ATTACK
MANCHESTER MEETING

the police let the fascists
back into the hall for a sec-
ond go. The attackers were
again driven off, and the
meeting wasable to continue
uninterruptedafterthat.

This, like previous attacks
on Irish meetings in Man-
chester, shows the need
for ‘organised defence for
such meetings. And for Lab-
our Party members, another
important issue to take up
is why the Labour-controlled
City Council let its officers
try to sabotage the meeting
by denying a meetinghall.

JOHN DOUGLAS

 

 



  
   
 AN ECONOMIC POLICY FOR LABOUR'S LEFT
  In an article written for the London maga-
zine Time Out before the general elect-
ion, CIARAN DRIVER and JOHN HARR-
ISON argued that a strong movement —

likely to come out on top if Labour won

the election — was gathering behind the
1974 Manifesto’s ideas. Though not fully
socialist, those policies would open up
great chancesforsocialist advance.

Here we reprint the part of Ciaran

Driver’s and John Harrison’s article
dealing with Labour’s policies, plus a
different view from COLIN FOSTER.

John Harrison is the authorof ‘Marx-
ist Economicsfor Socialists’ [Pluto].
 1. Half-way
to socialism

By February of this year,
registered unemployment
had risen to 1,452,000, with
an estimated furtherone mil-
lion desiring work but in-
eligible for benefit (including
many married women).
Andthisdespite four years of
wage restraint under the
Social Contract. (When
Phase 1 of the Social Con-
tract was agreed in July
"75, the registered unemp-
loyed numbered only
791,000.) By 1976, the Econ-
omist could confidently state
that ‘British manufacturing
industry has the lowest
labourcosts in the EEC’. For
the low-paid, including most
of Britain’s nine million

,

women workers, this meant
conditions of real poverty
(43.2% of full-time women
workersearnedless than £40
a weekin ’76).

Wage controls were sup-posedly introduced as an al-
ternative to cuts in public .Bpeoeas. yet, as the New

tatesman recently noted,
total public expenditure for
‘the fiscal year ’77-’78 ‘was
£7 billion Jess than Labour
originally promised. Instead
of the promised 13% growth
in the four years after Heath
therewas no growthatall.’

INROADS

Merseyside) but the details
of precisely how the objects
were to be met would beleft
to the firmsto decide.

The freedom of share-
holders and management to
control their companies’
operations was to be further
restricted by compulsory
workerparticipation. All
major firms were to estab-
lish a Main Policy Board, half
the places on which ‘would
be available for workers’
representatives, elected
throughtherecognised trade
union machinery’ (Labour’s
Programmefor Britain 1976).

The now infamous Social
Contract was_originally
offered as a further method
of trade union participation,
this at the national level. In
exchangefor voluntary wage
restraint (unlike the Tories,
Labour traditionally avoid
the statutory method, pref-
erring to let the TUC dis-
cipline its members), the
TUGwould have a major say
in determining social prior-
ities and allocating public ex-
penditure.

Such proposals’ didn’t
constitute socialism,but they
were a commitment to re-
ducesignificantlythe control
of private firms over econom-
ic activity. As such it was an
anti-capitalist programme,
and violentlyopposed by the

Yet in their 1974 election - CBI
manifestos, Labour promised
a programme more radical
than any since 1945.
successfully implemented, it
would have made major in-
roads into private control
over economic activity and
achieved a significant re-
distribution of income and
wealth. Indeed the party
committed itself to ‘bring
about a fundamental and ir-
reversible shift in the bal-
ance of power and wealth in
favourof working people and
their families.’

These original proposals
included the nationalisation
of a significant proportion of
manufacturing industry by
the newly created National
Enterprise Board. The NEB
was to take a_ controlling
interest in 20 to 25 of the 100
top manufacturing compan-
ies, accounting for half of
the employees of those 100.
In contrast to previous nat-
ionalisations, the companies
taken over were to be
profitable ones. Public in-
vestment would be pumped
into these firms in order to
stimulate technical innovat-
ion and productivity. Faced
by such high-powered com-
petition, the theory went, the
remaining manufacturers
would have to get into gear
andinvest.

Other major firms were to
be subject to Planning Ag-
reements — quotas for in-
vestment, employment and
so on to be agreed between
private firms and the govern-
ment. Such firms would be
required to meet certain
governmentobjectives (say,

Someredistributive meas-
ures were carried out in the
early months of Labour's
rule. The Housing Finance
Act was abolished, a rent
freeze instituted and pens-
ions raised. But by the Aut-
umn of 1974, as the world re-
cession set in, and the mass
working class mobilisation
which had brought Labour to
powerdissolved, this emph-
asis was reversed. Redistrib-
ution towards lower income
groups gave way to re-
distribution away from them
towards profits and invest-
ments. And theconception of
state intervention in industry
shifted from reducing the
control of private firms to a
meeker attempt to influence
their decisions.

SHIFTS
These twostrategy shifts

are, of course, related.
Once the project of curtail-
ing the power of firms is
abandoned, distributional
politics must be geared to
firms’ needsif they are to be
persuaded to invest. And in
the present context of low
profitability and stagnant
sales that meansa redistrib-
ution to profits and a push on
the export front. As Healy
put it: ‘Firms will only ex--
pand and invest if they can
see scope for makingprofits’

This new emphasis on
persuasion rather than con-
trol brought Labour's ob-
jectives into line with the
Tories; both were now con-
cerned to create an economic
climatein firms which would
significantly step up their

level of investment. They
differed only as to the
degree of state intervention
required to create such a

climate. This remains the
position today.

Having changed course,
Laboureffectively abandon-
ed the original notion of
planning agreements, used
the NEBonlyto bail out and
rationalise bankrupt com-

panies and watered down the
industrial democracy prop-
osals. But despite this turn-
about, despite the largest
recorded cut in real wages in
UK history and significantly
reduced social service prov-
ision, UK industry has not
‘been regenerated. Although
profits have risen by almost
50% since the summer of
‘76, they are still less than
half of the mid-’60s level.

  
Birds Eye, Kirkby:Labour’s 1974policychallengedthe

= —

right ofprivatefirms to shift investmentas they wished.

And investment has not
risen in line with profits;
manufacturinginvestment is
running at onlya third of the
1961 level.

As expected, Labour °79
manifesto is far less radical
than its predecessor. The
vagueness of its pledges to
expand the NEB andinstit-
ute ‘back-up statutory
powers’ to secure planning
agreements were rightly
greeted as a Callaghan
victory over the party’s left-
wing. The word ‘compulsory’
for instance was deliberately
excluded from the discussion
of planning agreements. And
the ‘Concordat’ struck bet-
ween the very unmilitant
leaders of the TUC and the
Government in February
‘stronglyrecommends’ wage
restraint, the prevention of
unofficial strikes, industrial
action only ‘in the last re-
sort’ for public service work-
ers, and restrictions on
picketing.

SEVERE
Add on Healy’s commit-

ment to restrict government
borrowing (ie additional
cuts in state spending), and
the total Callaghan package
suggests an intensificationof
recent policies. The effects
on jobs andliving standards
would be nothing like as
severe as those resulting
from a Tory victory, but they
would nevertheless be ser-
iousif left unchallenged.

Butwill theybe? If Labour
is returned, the Callaghan
strategy could. come in for

some heavy opposition —

opposition which. would
obviously have far less in-
fluence in a Tory-dominated
parliament. The broad com-
mitments of the ’74 Mani-
festo are still cherished by
Benn and the Tribunites
within the Parliamentary
Labour Party, and in the’
party at large by the support-
ers of Tribune, Labour Activ-
ist, Socialist Organiser and
the Militant, who together
control a significant number
of constituencies. The lead-
ers of the TUC and every
major union are similarly
committed.

More importantly, in the
face of predicted economic
deterioration in the '80s, the
implementation of further
anti-working class measures
will be difficult. As this
winter’s breakdown in in-
comes policy has shown, the
TUC leadership cannot dam
forever the mounting oppos-
ition of its members to the
PLP’s currentpolicies.

Theresult, if Labour wins,
could be a confrontation be-
tween that party’s left and
its current leadership. The
ensuing erection of the *74
Manifesto’s halfway house
between a fully market econ-
omy and a centrally planned
one wouldn’t conjure away
the problems of UK industry
— only an economybased on
social utilityinstead of profit-
ability could manage that.
But the emergence of a
popularly-supported left
alternative would open up
immense opportunities to
build a genuinely socialist
edifice.
   Ciaran Driver and John Har-

rison argue that Labour’s
1974 policies were ‘an anti-
capitalist programme’,
though not fully socialist;
they represented a ‘halfway
house betweena fully market
economy and a centrally
planned one’.

Thus those policies could
be the basis for a powerful
movement for ‘a popularly-
supported left alternative’.
Ciaran Driver and John
Harrison saw a Labourvict-
ory in theelection as opening
up big chancesin that direct-
ion. But in the discussion
over newpolicies following
Labour’s defeat, their article
still stands as an appeal for
organising the left behind
‘the broad commitments of
the ’74 Manifesto’.

I would argue that a ‘half-
way house’ between capital-
ism and a socialist state is
impossible. The fact that the
1974 policies aimed at such a
‘half-way house’ made their
failure inevitable. Our taSk
now should notbeto rally the
left round the 1974 policies
once again, but to build a
really fighting left wing
round a clearly revolutionary
socialist programme.

Ciaran Driver and John
Harrison, after describing
Labour's 1974 policy as “anti-
capitalist’, write: “By the
Autumnof ‘74, as the world
recession set in, and the
mass working class mobilis-

 ation which had_ brought
Labour to power dissolved,
thisemphasis was reversed’.

In fact strike activity did
not decisively turn down un-
til the summerof 1975, when
much of the left was demor-
alised by defeat in the futile
battle it had waged for the
nationalist cause in the
Common Market referendum
and the Labour Government
imposed the £6 limit. And
the downturn was not a
spontaneous process: it was
actively engineered by the
Labour government.

In 1974, as Driver and
Harrison point out, the
Labour government did re- 
 

2.Mass actio‘state socialis
peal the Housing

_

Finance
Act, freeze rents and raise
pensions. Those measures
represented the concessions
agreed by Britain’s ruling
circles in view of the tumult-
uous working class militancy
of 1972-4; they were afterall
approved by a Parliament
where Labour was in a min-
ority. At the same time the
governmentkept the Shrews-
bury pickets in jail, retained
the National Industrial Relat-
ions Court for some months,
and continued the Tories’
Phase 3 paypolicy.

What of the policies that
made some Tories scream
about ‘Marxism on_ the

Chile 1973: soon the workers withpikes, hopingfora parliamentary

i

march’? Benn’s ‘Work Prog-
rammeof the Departmentof
Industry’ (June 1974) and
White Paper on ‘The Regen-
eration of British Industry’
(August 1974) proposed:

@ Nationalisation of the
aircraft and shipbuilding in-
dustries.

@ Planning agreements.
@ TheNational Enterprise

Board.
@ Workers’ participation

and some measure of com-
pulsory disclosure of busi-
nessinformation.

Disclosure of information
was limited by the clause

 
road to socialism, were mowed downby thearmy’s machineguns
 the creation of jobs on

 

   



 

 

 

‘except where disclosure
could seriously prejudice the
companies’ commercial
interests’. The workers’
participation plans, put into
practice in British Leyland,
have proved to be just a
means of co-opting trade
union representatives into
plans for speed-up and job-
cutting.

The nationalisations —

with ‘prompt and fair com-
pensation’ promised, of
course — were more wel-
come than otherwise to the
capitalists in the ailing air-
craft and shipbuilding in-
dustries.

As for the rest, Benn’s
plans certainly promised
more state control over in-
dustry. But in modern capit-
alism the state already has a
very large influence on
industry. The ‘fully market
economy’ which Driver and
Harrison speak of was al-
ready a:thingof the part long
before 1974,

The state organises the
supply of labour power and
the provision of transport
and communications. It is
the direct capitalist employer
in many industries. It act-
ively intervenes in the con-
centration, centralisationand
restructuring of capital. It
tries to manage and allev-
iate the crises of capitalism,
providing vital safe markets
for many industries. And it
provides the legal frame-
work for capitalist economic

STATE
Thus the modern state is a

form of oppression specific
to and inseparable from cap-
italism. Its leading personn-
el, its hierarchies and its
structuresall reflectthat.

Capitalists still can and do
differ among themselves
‘about how far the state
should extendits functions of
economic regulation. Thus
most bosses denounced
Benn, while a few (like Don
Ryder, chairman of Reed
International) approved his
plans. But the dispute was
not about socialism.

At best, the 1974 policies
confused socialism with state
capitalism. (And not a very
radical programme of state
capitalism, at that: for the
‘planning agreements’ were
a right wing, less radical,
alternativeto nationalisation)
They looked to the state
(guided by well-meaningpol-
iticians) to secure progress
towardssocialism.

-For that reason, the 1974
policies were not genuinely-
anti-capitalist, even if they
had been pushed through.
And for that reason, they
were not pushed through,
but became mostly mere
fictions. For a strategy of
achieving socialism through
the existing state is always
bound by what is possible
withinthatstate. Seeing cap-
italism throughits crisis — at
the workers’ expense —

inevitably took precedence
over theschemesfor reform.

Driver and Harrison could
reply that the state is not
absolutely united, and that
social changes are possible
short of a complete socialist
revolution. That is true. A
government more left wing
than Wilson's, and under
greater working class press-
ure, might have carried out
someserious state-capitalist
policies, including policies
bringing real reforms for the
workingclass.

The Allende government
-did that in Chile. But we
know what the result was.If,
at a timeof social and politic-
al crisis, the capitalist class
is forced to tolerate a left
government, then it will
prepare its forces to strike
back as soon as it can. When
‘half-measures’ are pushed

 LABOUR'S
LEFT
through, thenmore thanever
a bold, well-organised revol-
utionary left wing is needed
which will prepare to fight
the capitalist backlash and
go forward to the complete
overthrow of the present
system.

Socialists do have to fight
for demands short of our
complete programme. But
those demands find their
meaning in the developing
mobilisation and conscious-

“ness of theworkingclass, not
in a perspective of gradually
reformingcapitalismthrough
the existing state. Our agit-
ation for limited demands
must always be linked to
propaganda for the more ad-
vanced demands which can
become agitational to the
extent that the struggle dev-
elops round the first limited
demands.

The great workers’ strug-
gles of 1972-4 were focused
on limited trade. union de-
mands, with the political
horizon arching above them
being that of Labour’s 1974
policies. Thus, instead of
workers seeing a way for-
ward to overthrow the state
whichtheirstruggles had re-
sisted and replace it with a
workers’ republic, there was
a division between industrial
andpoliticalstruggle.

The iridustrial struggles
crippled the Tories, but then
the political follow-up was
left to Wilson and company
in Parliament. And even if
the government’s intentions
had been much better than
in fact theywere, they would
have been impotent in the
face of thepowerofcapitalist
interests in the economy and
in the permanent state ap-
paratus. Only through mass
action can the labour move-
ment counter that capitalist
power; but the labour move-
ment, apart from a small rev-
olutionarywing, had nopolit-
ical programme of mass
action.

MISERY
That is the lesson of the

cycle of struggle which went
from the great battles of
1972-4 to the misery of
Labour’s wage-curbing, job-
cutting policiesof 1975-9.

Ciaran Driver and John
Harrison point to a_ left
alliance stretching from
Bennto Socialist Organiser.
But on manyissues, the most
important dividing-line in
politics — the class battle-
line — runsright through the
middleof that ‘alliance’.

In every particular battle,
socialists must seek the
broadest possible united
front in the labour move-
ment. But we also need to
organise a left wing which
will side reliably with the
workingclass in every battle,
and know howto press for-
wards toward victory in the
next battle too. Otherwise
the labour movement is
fated to repeat the exper-
ience of 1972-5 — a glorious
victory followed by creeping
defeat — or, eventually, as
the stakes get higher, the
experience of Chile —

partial victories accompanied
by creeping demobilisation,
leadingto disaster.

  by KEITH BIRCH[‘Gay Left’ and Islington North CLP]
THIS SUMMER sees the
tenth anniversary of the
Stonewall riot in New York
which is often described as
the birthof the Gay Liberat-
ion Movement when gaypeople fought back against
police raids. It will be celeb-
rated in many parts of the
wotld with demonstrations,
and in London by a Gay Pride
Weekat theend of June.

However,with the election
of the most reactionary Tory
government since the war,
gay socialists may havelittle
to celebrate. We need to
assess the gains that have
been made and to build a
basis on which these ad-
vances can be defended in
the face of economic and
moralreaction.

Gay men and womenstill
do not havebasic civil rights
in many areas. The 1967 Act
gave only limited legality to
male homosexual acts. It
keeps the age of consent at
21 and does not apply to
Scotland and Northern Ire-
land. Westill face harass-
ment from the police, and
courts have taken children
away from lesbian mothers
who are seen as ‘unfit’ to
be parents. People have been
sacked from their jobs for
being gay, with as yet no
success at industrial tribun-
als for unfair dismissal,
while it is often difficult to
get union backing to fight
such victimisation.

Under the Labour govern-
ment, thehope for some kind
of limited reforms remained
alive, though only with diff-
iculty. The government sold
out on the issue of extending
the 1967 Act to Northern
Ireland, in exchange for the
tacit parliamentary support
of moral bigots such as Ian
Paisley with his ‘Save Ulster
from Sodomy’ campaign.
Meanwhile the Labour lead-
ership offered little opposit-
ion to the Bills aimed at
restricting women’s rights to
abortion.

What can we expect from
the Tories? Of course,
worse — but it would be
wrongto say that immediate
disaster will befall us such as
a repressive change in the
law. What wewill morelike-
ly experience is a slower;
piecemeal attack on our
libertiesand a strengthening
of the morally reactionary
climate that has been grow-
ing in past years with the
general moveto theright.

Attacks experienced by
gay people at the hands of
local police forces such’as in
Manchester under the auth-
oritarian Anderton, and
Brighton where gay clubs
have been closed, may grow
and spread with thedemands

Gay rights:
ry

IAN DUNN
THEarticle ‘Labour Must Sup-
port Gay Rights’ (S.O. March
1979) has attracted consider-
able attention. In the mean-
time there have been develop-
ments.

Theissue is currently being
raised at Scottish Trades
Councils. On 27th March, the ,Edinburgh andDistrict Trades
Councilpassed a policy motion
in line withthecall in Socialist
Organiser. In full it reads:

**This Trades Council is op-
posed to discrimination ag-
ainst homosexual men and
women.

“It is particularly concerned
about the failure of either the
law or the trade union move-
ment to secure equal rights in
employment. Employees’
private lives are no business of
their employer and homo-
sexuality should not justify
either dismissal or denial of
promotion. Job security would
remove a primary cause of

 
 

organising
for morality, law and order.
Gays in London have suffer-
ed attacks from the Special
Patrol Group in their spare
moments from harassing the
black communities and dem-
onstrators. The limited fund-
ing that some gay self-help
groupsand law centres have
had maydisappear.

Our independence and
tights as gays will be rest-
ricted in both the economic
and civil liberties aspects
while the strength of a
morally reactionary ideology
will grow.

What then are the tasks
that face us as gay socialists
in both the gay movementit-
self and as socialists? At the
present timeit is difficult to
talk about a gay movement
as a coherent force. There
exist a number of disparate
groups ranging from the
Campaign for Homosexual
Equality, the Gay Activists
Alliance through to gay
union caucuses and self-
help groups such as Switch-
boards and_ Icebreakers;
while many lesbians focus
their activities in the
Women’sMovement.

It is important for gay soc-
ialists to be involved and
help build these autonomous
groupings,to take up specific
issues affecting gay people
which can win the support of
a broadalliance of gays such
as was done with the defence
of Gay Newsafter the Mary
Whitehouse prosecution,
while also making links with
the socialist movement on
these issues. The autonom-
ous movement gives us an
arena to put forward our
ideas andactivitiesto a wide
audienceof gay people which
it would be difficult to reach
otherwise.

Our work in the socialist
movement and trade unions

comes from our commit-
ment as socialists and of
course we need to participate
in the broad struggle against
the economic and social pol-
icies of theTory government,
against unemployment, soc-
ial service cuts and so on.
However, we must be aware
of a danger whichis already
apparent in some socialist
groups, of a return to a
narrow, economist analysis
and struggle in the period
ahead, a sense that other
aspects of our lives and
forms of struggle can be
jettisoned for the ‘real’ con-
flict. We need to defend the
importance of those areas of
struggle around sexual polit-
ics and the ‘personal’ which
may get brushed aside in the
tush to the point of product-
ion.

Thefight for socialism has
to be carried forward on a
broad front and all aspects of
our lives are at issue. Unity
and growth in our struggles
can only come about through
a récognition of the specific
forms of oppression that

groups such as gays, women
and blackpeople face and by
confronting these in the soc-
ialist movementitself.

A call to ‘join the party’ as
the way forward will have
little response. We need to
reiterate the importance of
autonomous movements, for
gay socialists to give one
anothersupport and workout
perspectives and actions
which will gain a wider in-
volvementfrom the gay com-
munity. Only by this_ will
more people be prepared and
be able collectively to resist
the threats posed by the
policies of the Tory govern-
ment and be drawn into and
build the struggle for social-
ism. |

The Stonewall Inn was a bar
for homosexual menin Christ-
opherStreet, Greenwich Vill-

age, New York.Like many
othersmallbars,it was regul-

arlyraided by policeusing
alleged abuses oftheliquor

laws asan excuse for harass-
ment. On Friday 27 June 1969

thebar was raided,but against
all precedent thecustomersfadght back.Police reinforce-

ments were called and a three
day riot ensued. Gay people

took to the streets. That, sym-_bolicallyat least, was thebe-
ginningof themodern gay

movementin the USA.In Brit-
ain, theLondon Gay Liberation

Front was foundedin 1970
after two Englishstudents,

both gay, witnessed the
commemorativeChristopher

Street Gay Pride March in
June 1970.

 
 

 
  

 
  
 
 

      
timefo move for conference

biackmai,and vpeaness about
sexuality [rather than deceit]
will foster better relations
amongworkingpeople.

‘Discrimination at work is
part of a wider pattern of dis-
crimination against gay
people in society as a whole.
This Trades Council therefore
calls for amendment to the
Sexual Offences Act, for an
end to discrimination in the
provision of goods and serv-
ices, and, in such areas as
health,housing, education and
social work, for the provision
of services which are approp-
riate to the needs of saypeople.

“This Trades Council re-
cognises the right of gay
people to organise and to
affirm their stance publicly. It
believes that the non-homo-
sexual majority has a respon-sibility to ensure that gaypeople are free from discrim-
ination and harassment and it
recognises that there is a need
for widespread education to
dispel the myths thatsurround
homosexuality."’

The motion was proposed bv

NALGO Lothian Region del-
egate Richard Kerley (also a
memberof Edinburgh Central
CLP), It was strongly support-
ed by the delegate from
NUM (Monktonhall) and was
passed by a very substantial
majority. The same motion is
being taken to Glasgow
Trades Council this summer,
and the secretaries of Stirling
and KirkcaldyTrades Councils
have been informed of Edin-burgh’s policy on gay rights,
Similarmotions could be pass-
ed at any Trades Councils in
England and Wales which do
not yet have a policy in support
of gay rights.

he next step must be for a
motion to be paaced at the
1979 Labour Party Confer-
ence. The Secretary of the Lab-
our ane for Gay Rights,
John Gallacher, is contacting
campaign activists in York,
Oxford, and Coventry to se-
cure their commitment in
taking an adapted form of the
Edinburgh motion to their
June CLP meetings. Time is
now short and the European
Elections have been allowed to

disrupt normal Labour Party
branch meetings until after
7thJune.

Despite this, the support of
comrades is essential if the
Labour Party is to adopt an
unequivocal stand on Gay
Rights. The case of Jeff Dudg-
eon, who has taken the U.
Governmentto the Strasbourg
Court because of the state of
the law and police harass-
ment in the north of Ireland,
has been denied by the North-
ern IrelandOffice.

The Government, far from
acting on their own Civil
Rights Commission’s call for
law reform, now say that all
homosexual acts should con-
tinue to be outlawed there be-
cause ‘public’ opinion de-
mands it. This position was
taken in the last months of the
Labour Government and was a
direct result of the miserable

ealing with the Ulster Union-
ists who want, it seems, to
‘Save Ulster from Sodomy’.

These are added reasons
why we must start with this
year’s Labour Party con-
ference. 

  



 
 Fascistssuspected in
synagogue
attack

£100,000 damage was caused
to a synagogue in Princes
Road, Liverpool 8, in the
early hours of May 31st.
Fourteen sacred scrolls were
stolen and an unsuccessful
attempt was made to setfire
to thebuilding.

Earlier that ev the
Anti Nazi Le had found
out that the t British
Movementwere meeting In a
city centre pub and follow-
ed theirmovements.

First the fascists tried to
attack black youngsters as
they came out of a club —

as they had done two weeks
before. this time ANL sup-
porters were able to help
stop theattack.

The fascists then moved
on to flyposting. Late into
the evening they were stick-
Ing up ‘Hitler was right’
posters, until they were
stopped. The British Move-
ment were forced to slink
off... but did they come back
for anothergo?

The British Movement is
a more openly anti-semitic
fascist group than the Nat-
ional Front: it has no qualms
aboutlinkingitself with Hit-
lerism.It is planning a march
in London on June 23rd, and
anti-fascists should organise
to prevent it from  suc-
ceeding.

KEVINFEINTUCK

 ‘‘MEASURESwill beintro-
duced to amend the law on
nationality and to make
changes in the contro! of
immigration’.

That is all we heard
about Tory policy on immi-eeecn from the Queen’s

peech on 15th May. To
know more about what the
Tories intend to do, we only
have to read the speech
made by William White-
law to the Conservative
Central Council Annual
Meeting in Leicester on
7th April 1978. Whitelaw
is now the Home Secretary
and is therefore respons-
ible for policy on
immigration.
GB ‘Weshall introducea
newBritish NationalityAct’

This will probably be
based on the Labour Gov-
ernment's ‘Green Paper’,
which wasin turn based on
a Tory document. Both doc-
uments propose creating a
status of ‘British -Over-
seas Citizens’ (BOC) who
won't be able to enter
Britain. Most of them can’t
anyway. But what rights
will those BOCs already
here have? The Green Pap-
er isn’t very clear. We'll
have to wait for the Bill to
know theworst,
@ @ ‘Weshall not continue
thepracticeof allowing per-
manent settlementfor
thosewho cameherefor a
temporary stay’.

Those who complete
four years in permit-free
employment or who man-
aged te get their permits

 
 Led to settle here perman-

renewedcan ask to beallow-
 

Immigration: what
theTories willdo

ently, but won't be abie to
any more.
@ & ‘Weshall restrict the
entry of parents, grandpar-
ents, and childrenover 18
to thosewho can prove urg-
ent compassionate
grounds’

Even now, ‘sponsors’
have to satisfy the author-
ities thattheywill look after
their parents and grand-

. parents so that they won't
have to claim social secur-
ity, and it is extremely
difficult to bring in children
over 18.

By ‘compassionate
grounds’ the Tories mean
that these aged relatives
must have no-one in their
own country to turn to,
and must be impoverish-
ed even by the standardsof
that country. A more racist
and vindictive measure it
is difficult to imagine.
@ B ‘Weshall for thefut-
ure discontinue thecon-
cession introduced in 1974
to husbands and male
fiancés’.

No more’ immigration
officials in the wardrobe to
check if the marriage is
genuine: they won't letners and fiancés in at
all.
@ iB ‘Weshail severely re-

strict conditions under
which anyonefrom over-
seas can come and work
here’.

In last four years permitsfor unskilled workers have
been cut to almost zero.
The Tories want to cut per-mits for other workers and
permit-free employment to
the same degree. Such
efforts to bar so few tem-
porary workers!
@ @ ‘Weshall introduce aregister for eligible wives
and childrenfrom the Ind-
ian subcontinent’.

This is the only measure
not designedto actuallycut
immigration, but rather to
‘allay fears’. Whitelaw's
logic is that if people know
that not many more black
immigrants are likely to
enter Britain then they
won't be so worried. Ex-
perience has shown that
pandering to racist feeling
doesn’t ‘allay fears’, but
whets appetites for tougher
measures,
@ @ ‘Weshall thenintro-
duce a quota across the
board to control entry’

A quota of United King-
dom Passport Holders,
that is. A few hundred
more UK Passport Holder
heads of households will

be able to enter Britain
from India, because the
previous quota from East
Africawas notbeingfilled.
@ BH ‘Weshall intensify
counter-measuresagainstillegal immigration and
overstaying, and help those
immigrants who genuinely
wishto leave thiscountry’

How will the police in-
tensify theg already in-

‘tense counter-measures?
Will they stop Asians in
underground stations and
ask to see their passport?That's what the French pol-
ice do to Algerians. Will
the Tories introduce the
‘internal controls’ recom-

. mendedby the Select Com-
mitee last year? How do
they intend to persuadeimmigrants that they‘gen-uinely wish to leave this
country’? :

:

The Tories need new
legislation to change the
NationalityAct and to draw
up a register of depend-
ents. All the other propos-
als can be introduced simp-
ly by changing the rules,
and don’t even have to gobefore Parliament. MPs
have 40 days to challenge
these rules.
the Tories would of course
win the vote, but we can’t

lf they do, .

let the measures gothrough without any oppo-sition at all.
Unless the opposition to

these proposalsis far great-
er than the opposition tothe 1971 Immigration Bill
and previous immigrationlegislation, the Tories will
be encouraged to go evenfurther. And without a
powerful movementagainstracist controls, what con-
fidence can we have that afuture Labour  govern-
mentwill repeal Tory legis-
lation? We haven't r-seal that a Labour Home
ecretary allowed virgin-ity tests, till he was found

out, and insisted on main-
taining all the other
degrading practices.

The Campaign Againstthe Immigration Laws was
set up to fight the 1971
Act and racist proposals
such as the Tories’, CAIL
works to inform the anti-
racistand labour movement
about the harsh reality of
immigration control, and
to coordinate opposition to
it.

* This article also appearsinthenewsletter of CAIL,
who can be contacted at
Box 133, 182 UpperSt, Lon-
don N1. CAILwill send
speakers and welcomeaffil-
iations [organisations£5,
individuals£1]. CAILare
also helping to organise
pickets from 2pm on 7 July
at 18 prisons where immig-
rants are detained — to
include Pentonville,Hollo-
way, Armley [Leeds], Win-
son Green, Birmingham,
and Cardiff Jail.
 BLACK WOMEN DENOUNCE BRUTALITY_THEFIRSTnational demon-

stration organised by black
women_attracted 2,000
marchers in London on Sun-
day 3rd June. Protesting ag-
ainst state brutality, the
organisers (who Included the
Asian women’s movement
AWAZ and other black wo-
men’s groups) won national
support from Indian
Workers’ Association (GB),
and, to a far smaller extent,
from British socialist and
feminist groups.

Demonstrators were
stunned to hear at theend of
the march that Jagmohan
Joshi, General Secretary of
the IWA(GB), had died after .

being taken illon his way to
join thedemonstration.

The events in Southall
leading the deathof anti-rac-
ist Blair Peach were fore-

most in the minds of manyspeakers. In particular wo-
men from Southall under-
‘lined that they were subject-
ed to sexual as well as racial
abuse and harassment by
the police on that day. But
this was only a concentrated
version of the treatment they
have come to expect day in
and dayout.

Action Group described how
the combination of sexual
and racial discrimination
has led to the extreme isola-
tion of blackwomen, whether
they are faced with the Im-
possibility of uniting with
their familiesbecauseof the
ImmigrationActs or whether
they must fight the courts
andpolice in defence of their
kids, picked up on ‘sus’ and

other charges. But black wo-
ig to organ-

ise together to fight their
men are beginnin:
oppression.

Otherspeakers demanded
thescrapping of the Immigr-
ation Act and the dissolution
of Blair Peach’s killers, the
Special Patrol Group. Three
hundred and fifty people
face charges arising out of
the events in Southall; a
defence committee has been
set up to raise money and to
coordinate tacticsin court.

Meanwhile the ‘independ-
ent’ Police Complaints Board
has announced that our pro-
tests are unnecessary
report welcomed by the Pol-
ice Federation,
Office financed Board ex-
plained that they had Invest-
igated 13,079 complains in
their first year of operation,

-Ina

the Home

 
and that in only 15 cases did
they recommend disciplin-
ary action against the police
officers involved. So It’s
clear thatwe have nothingto
complain about,isn’t it?

For example, the police’s

 

 

own Complaints Investiga-
tion Bureau is looking verycarefully Into the death of
Blair Peach — so carefully,
in fact, that they will not be
reporting their findings for
at least two months, and the

Director of Public Prosecut-
fons will do nothing until
then.

By which time, no doubt,they hope everyonewillhave
forgotten all about It.

JAMES RYAN   Hackney: keep the schools open
TO ANY community the loss
of a school is more than just
the loss of a few teachers.
Other jobs are lost — care-
takers’, dinner helpers’.
Facilities for youth centres
are also lost. So any attempt
by local education authori-
ties, whetherLabour or Tory,
to close schools mustbe look-
ed at withcare.

In Hackney the Inner
London Education Authority
is proposing to close five of
the borough’s fourteen sec-
ondary schools. Therational-
isation for such a drastic
‘reorganisation’ is that the
secondary school population
is falling.

The ILEA has calculated
that the school population
will fall by about 45% be-’
tween now and .1986 in the
secondary sector. The fig-
ures are under dispute. The

Area Health Authority
thinks that the population

_

will rise by the mid-1980s,
and Hackney Borough
Council also disputes the
figures. However, the fig-
ures do show a tendency for
the secondary school popu-
lation to fall, and while a di-
spute aboutprojected figures
is importantit is not the cen-
tral political question.

The ILEArealising that it
could not get away with just
issuing orders to close
schools, decided to go in for
a two stage’ consultation
process. Having learnt from
their previous attempts to
close schools in London(like
Lavender Hill in Wands-
worth and Robert Monte-
fiore in Tower Hamlets), they
drew up a borough-wide plan
for ‘secondary reorganisa-
tion’ in Hackney. The plan

  BY JON DUVEEN——
sec. HackneySchools Stay OK campaign  
 
was produced in mid-Feb-
tuary and comments had to
be made on it by May. The
document outlined four
options for secondary educa-
tion in Hackney. Two of the
options it dismissed straight
away, and the choice basic-
ally lay between keeping all
schools open or closing and
amalgamatingsomeschools.

Very quickly a campaign
was begun bysome parents,
teachers and trade unionists
to extend this consultation
period so that the community
could have time to produce
its own plan for education
(not just secondary educa-
tion, but all education, since
it was obvious that the ILEA
had no plan for education

in Hackney). The ‘Hackney
Schools Stay OK’ Campaign
argued thatwith falling num-
bers there was a clear oppor-tunity to improve education
in Hackney. By keeping all
the schools, and all the work-
ers in the schools, the size
of classes could be drastic-
ally reduced to the Labour
Party’s target of 25, and
possibly to 15.

Retaining all the staff
would allow a full range of
options to be made ayvail-
able to all the students. In
addition the space created
in the schools byfalling num-
bers could be used to create
nurseries for under-Ss, or
to extend the adult literacy
programme. The opportun-
ities are almost endless:

increasing facilitiesfor ‘Eng-
lish as a foreign language’,
providingcultural centres for
local ethnicgroups...

The campaign drew up a
document and submittedit to
the ILEA. The move to ex-
tend the consultation period
was supported by the sub-
missions from Hackney
Borough Council and from
Hackney North»and Stoke
Newington CLP. The Hack-
ney Trades Council and
many trade union, tenant
and community groups sup-
port the ‘Hackney Schools
Stay OK’ Campaign.

The result is that educa-
tion is beginning to be dis-
cussed and thought about
by large sectors of Hackney’s
population.It has become an
openlypolitical issue.

Whatwasthe response of
the ILEA? Every meeting

they organised called for an
extension of the consulta-
tion period. Most organisa-
tions in Hackney backed this
call. ILEA said NO. At the
end of May it produced de-
tailed plans for closing and
amalgamating five of Hack-
ney’s secondary schools.

However, + the ‘Hackney
Schools Stay OK’ Campaign
is. still winning new sup-
porters, and will continue to
demand that ali schools in
Hackneystay open. There is
now a second consultation
period which we intend to
use to organise a clear re-
sponse from the community
which ILEA cannotignore.
* Contact: HackneySchools
Stay OK, Box 15, 136 Kings-
land High Rd, London E5;

_All London Campaign ag-
ainst School Closures, 68
Chalton St, London NWI. 

  


