| THIS is the crunch — for the

trade union movement, for

the Tory anti-union laws —

‘and perhaps for the Tory
= government itself.

The courts are attempting to
translate the Prior-Tebbit anti-
union legislation into punitive
blows against striking workers and
their unions.

The printing bosses and the
government are attempting to
drive the NGA to the wall.

The full might of the state has

! been brought into play to defeat,
cripple and bankrupt the print-
! workers’ union.

The courts have already
sequestered £200,000 of print-
workers’ money, in fines and

| Costs.

Up at Warrington, massed
ranks of baton-wielding police
have been deployed against
i pickets to back up the private
' thugs of Mr Salim Shah.

The ban on secondary picket-
ing i1s in flat contradiction with
the basic principle of trade
unionism — working class solidar-
ity. Industrial action, says the
present Tory government, is legal
if it is confined to isolated units
or to narrowly defined national
action.

The only legal labour move-
ment that exists in Britain now,

saccording to the law, is a move-
ment that is willing to agree to
atomise itself in action.

Any other sort of labour
movement — the one that actually
exists — faces financial ruin at the
hands of the law courts and the
iolence of massed ranks of police
thugs if it tries to act according to

"“The legal system (is) not in practice even-handed as
between employers and unions; current functions put the
courts almost entirely in the business of restricting or
penalising the latter, and not of remedying their

grievances’’.

Sir John Donaldson, Master of the Rolls and former
president of the National Industrial Relations Court
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its own fundamental raison d’etre.

Scenes like the violent clashes
between the cops
and pickets outside Shah’s print-
ing works last Tuesday night
haven’t been seen in Britain since
the Grunwick battles six years
ago.

Twenty-one  pickets were
injured and 70 were arrested. The
police behaved with savage aggres-
siveness, repeatedly baton-charg-
ing peaceful pickets. They had a
policy of physically beating up,
rather than arresting pickets.

But this isn’t Grunwick. The
Battle of Warrington occurs under
the Tory legislation which out-

laws mass picketing.

Though mass picketing at
Grunwicks went on for many
months, the union, APEX, was
safe from the law.

In this fight, the courts will

- 1mpose a series of ever-more-

severe penalties on the union,
and, if they can get away with it,
the police look set to inflict ever
more savage violence against
pickets.

To save the NGA, the labour
movement must act quickly and
decisively.

Same laws

In this fight, the NGA repre-
sents the interests of the entire
labour movement. Every group of
workers every union, in every
struggle is subject to the same
laws as are being used now to hit
the NGA.

Every future dispute of every
trade union in Britain will have to
come up against the legal frame-

NGA leader Tony Dubbins

work tne goverrunent gets ‘opera-
tional’ in the present dispute
with the NGA.

If the NGA goes down now,
the entire labour movement will
be massively diminished. It will be
rendered much less effective than
it has been for many decades.

Dazed by the slump and by
mass unemployment, the labour
movement, under its do-nothing,
(or scabbing) leadership, has
allowed the new anti-union laws
to get on the statute books.

speaking to Warrington pickets

e

laws are now being tested in the
courts. In fact, the decisive test is
the one on the streets.

An attempt to cut down and
shackle the labour movement may

“THE TUC should now understand which side it is on, and call on all trade unions to take part in this historic
battle and call on them to defy the judgments which have been made against working people”. '

L A

Dennis Skinner MP

For the government, these

begin with blatant class legislation
in Parliament, using the law
courts as its instrument. But the
decision will be made on the
picket lines. :

That’s where the issue was
decided in 1972 and after.

That’s why this is the crunch
for the fight against anti-union
legislation.

‘Continued back page
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EDITORIAL

In the Six County

bear pit

THE REPUBLICAN paper An Phoblacht said
it well: ‘““‘Sectarian murder has been the
weapon of the Loyalists seeking to maintain
supremacy in the North, not the weapon of
those who justifiably fight to free their

people from foreign oppression’’.

The headline in the Irish Times came close to saying it all:
‘“Bells did not toll for Daniel Rouse’’.

Daniel Rouse was a 51 year old Catholic with three children
who was beaten to death last Friday night. It seems to have been
a ‘retaliation’ for the Darkley killings.

Hours after the Darkley killings, a Catholic taxi driver was shot
and seriously wounded outside his home in the Catholic Kilwic-
kie estate. The day after Daniel Rouse was killed, a Catholic was
seriously wounded by shots from a car as he walked along a
Catholic street in mainly-Protestant Portadown, Co. Armagh.
The stolen car was later found burned out in the Loyalist Corc-
rain estate.

Where is the outcry?

Yet it would be wrong to use such facts to dull our awareness
of the significance of the massacre last Sunday in South Armagh.

South Armagh Is Catholic territory, with pockets of Protest-
ants: it is to the Protestants in the Six Counties what Antrim and
Down are to the Catholics. Some of the most terrible events of
the last 15 years have occurred in South Armagh.

On September 1 1975, for example, five Orangemen were kill-
ed at Tullyvallen, near Newtownhamilton. ~

On January 4 1976 five Catholics died in two separate incid-
ents at Whitecross in South Armagh and at Ballydougan, near
Lurgan. Within 24 hours, ten Protestant workers, travelling
home from work, were murdered at Kingsmill. Shortly after-
wards Protestant members of the Ulster Defence Regiment (a
section of the British Army) killed three Catholic members of
the Miami Show Band on the highway. (Some of them accidental-
ly blew themselves up at the same time).

IRA killings of part-time members of the UDR and RUC in the
Border region have been going on for over a decade — killings
seen as sectarian by the Protestant community. A number of
individual Catholics and individual Protestants with no UDR or
RUC connections have also been kitled. |

The horror at Darkley could mean a new escalation of sectarian
tit-for-tat slaughter.

The polarisation between the communities was, of course,
already drum-tight. Nevertheless, things can get a great deal
worse. |

On another page we carry what information we have been able
to glean about the current state of affairs in the Irish
National Liberation Army, which, officially or unofficially, car-
ried out the Darkiey massacre. |

The mentality of the sectarian killers is expressed with chilling
clarity in the statement they issued the day after. The deed, the
statement said, was done “‘in retaliation for the murderous sec-
tarian campaign [sic] carried out over the past two years by the
Protestant Action Force, who are operating under the protec-
tive umbrella of the UDR and recruiting moral support from the
two main Unionist parties, which, by their silence, have condon-
ed attacks [on seven men]. By this token retaliation — in which
we could easily have taken the lives of at least 20 more innocent
Protestants [sic] we serve notice on the sectarian PAF-UDR to
call an immediate halt to their vicious indiscriminate campaign
against innocent Catholics, or we will make the Darkley killings
look like a picnic’’. |

This is the authentic voice of the self-aware but unashamed

 politics of community against community. it comes from people

calling themselves the ‘left’ wing of the ‘Republican movement’!

Where does it come from really? From the Northern ireland
bearpit. To point to the conditions that give rise to incidents like
Darkley is not to excuse the killers or to pretend that they are not
o serves resconsible for their actions. But it should help us

If Protestant workers can countenance sectarian killings, and if
Catholics subscribing to the great ideals of Republicanism and
even socialism can carry out or tolerate Darkleys, it is grim testi-
mony to what the sectarian bearpit Britain set up in Northern
ireland does to its people.

Catholics and Protestants alike are locked into permanent con-
£ict within a political unit which broke down a decade and a half
ago and which has been sustained since then only through Brit-
1sh military rule.

The Catholics are locked into a unit which they know to have
neen imposed by British power, and within which they have been
treated as aliens and second-class citizens. The Protestants feel

threatened, insecure, bitter in their desire to win back their

‘Protestant state for a Protestant people’.
Far from ensuring peace, British rule is preparing bloody sec-
tartan civil war of Lebanon proportions. Either the fundamental

-socialf political framework will be changed, or at some point

there will be a massive explosion of civil war proportions.

The lesson of’'Darkley for the British labour movement is that
we must commit ourselves to undo the work that Britain has
done in Northern lreland. o

The Six County entity must be scrapped and abolished. Britain
must withdraw from lIreland. The iabour movement must fight
for British withdrawal, and at the same time attempt to help the
workers in the Six Counties and throughout Ireland to overcome
the sectarian animosities and agree to a rational and democratic
reorganisation of lreland.

This can only be the full exercise of seif-determination by the
irish people as a whole in relation to Britain, and as much auto-
nomy as is possible within that for the distinct Protestant com-
;n;;?ity: a united, independent Ireland with some form of federal

-
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say about
the NGA

STATEMENTS of unequivocal

 support for the NGA’s stand

against the High Court fines and
in defence of mass picketing
have been thin on the ground
since the dispute hit the head-
lines. .

Conspicuous silences have
come from miners’ leader
Arthur Scargill — whose own
standing in the NUM was based
on the militant mass picketing
that helped win two miners’
strikes in 1972 and 1974 —
and Labour’s ‘dream’ leader
Neil Kinnock, who eventually
emerged from the closet on
Monday to denounce the Tory
laws but stay silent on support
for the NGA.

Meanwhile Kinnock’s ‘dream’
deputy Roy Hattersley and his
little-known employment
spokesperson John Smith were
making  statements  which
headed in rather a different
direction. Smith urged new
talks to wind up the Stockport
dispute, but declared that Tory
laws will have ‘ultimately to
be accepted by those affected
by them’.

Hattersley, too, stressed
this capitulationist message.

‘The general principle on
which I stand, and on which
the Labour Party stands, is
that the law must be respected.
Those of us who believe the law
to be wrong have to change it
rather than break it. Industrial
disputes have to be conducted
without violence, and within
the law.’

As a counterweight to this,
Eric Heffer, newly appointed to
Kinnock’s Shadow Cabinet,
made a prepared statement to

the press, stating that:

‘1 believe that now is the time

for all Party members to spring
to the defence of the trades
unions, and te give every prac-
tical support we can, both
inside Parliament and in the
labour movement as a whole.’

Labour NEC member Dennis
Skinner MP added a statement
focussing on the evasive role
played so far by the TUC
leaders.

‘The government has for the
first time in just under 5 years
hegun to show signs of crumb-
ling at the edges. This is not the
time for the TUC General
Council to give it any oppor-
tunity to score further victories
over the working class.’

But of course this was pre-
cisely the trajectory of the TUC
leaders, headed once again by
that mostinfluential of nobodies,
Len Murray, who has never
hald any elected union office,
and is now spearheading
efforts to reach a deal with Tory
union-buster Tom King.

Backing Murray’s  boot-
licking campaign are CPSA
leader Alastair Graham and
of course right wing veterans
Terry Duffy and Bill Sirs, both
of whom have in effect told
the NGA to pay the fines, by
telling them to get ‘within
the law’ if they want TUC
support.

Surprisingly forthright in
its support of the NGA, how-
ever, has been the NALGO
Executive, which urged all its
members and branches to

‘support NGA picket lines and

give financial support to the
NGA. |
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‘What they

| Class Stru

Court blow

THIS week has seen a drama-
tic change in the fortunes of

the Dutch action against the

proposed 3%% cut in the

salaries of public sector
workers and in welfare
beneﬁts.

Using a tactic already tried
successfully in this month-long
dispute, the Dutch centreright
coalition government has ser-
iously weakened the strike move-
ment by the use of courts to de-
clare strikes illegal.

- The latest court_decision was

| directed ‘against post office work-
ers who were told that it was.

illegal for them to wuse strike
action while the unions and
government - were engaged in
talks aimed at resolving the
dispute. As a result, most of the
action by the post workers was
halted.

As the Dutch socialist paper
ggle pointed out, it is
a crazy state of affairs. Post office
workers will strike against the
government and take no notice of
government ministers, yet will
listen to the declarations of a

judge who is only an agent for the

same interests as the government.
This is a serious blow to the

. action against the government’s

attempts to impose an . austerity
programme on the Dutch working
class.

The government has scored

another victory this week. It has,

managed to put a divide between
the ‘Christian’ right-wing unions
and the ‘Socialist’ unions. The
Christian CNV has called for an
end to the work-to-rule by rail-

to Dutch
strugle

workers — the first time they have
taken action since 1903 — arguing
that the public must not be anta-
gonised. _-
The signs are that the move-
ment against the cuts is collapsing
rapidly, with the possibility of a
general strike further and further
away. Financial ‘experts’ have this
week been more and more confid-
ent about the future of the Dutch
economy. |
There are murmurs that a
settlement could be reached this
week. The ‘Christian’ unions have
already stated that they are pre-
pared to make further concessions,
possibly involving a shorter work-
ing week (but the same amount of
work to be done). |
The ‘Socialist® FNV, on the
other hand, have said that they
step up action if there is no sign.
of compromise from the civil serv-
ice minister Koos Rietkerk. But it
secems an empty challenge. The

‘leadership of the FNV lacks the.

determination to win, and indeed
shares the government’s view that
the Dutch working class must

accept some cuts in living stand-

ards. Only one of the union lead-
ers, De Schur, has talked in terms
of class struggle. |

There is still a possibility,
small though it is, that the angry
and more determined government
workers in Amsterdam and
Rotterdam and parts of northern
Holland could yet provide the
focus for a renewed. struggle ag-
ainst the proposed cuts.

But, far more likely, it seems
as if the struggle will now be sold
out either this week or at the
beginning of next week.

LAW will fight on

THE witch-hunt is still alive and
kicking. That was the message
coming through loud and clear at
the first annual general meeting
of Labour Against the Witch-hunt
(LAW) on Saturday 26 Novem-
ber.

The ‘business’ side of the
AGM was unfortunately, to say
the least, tedious, not least in
view of the attendance, only
36. of which only four were
W OmeEnh.

There was some discussion on
how this could be rectified.

John Bloxam, Press Officer,
(Bow and Poplar CLP), suggested
the campaign should be more
positive in passing on informa-
tion about new developments In
the witch-hunt. | ‘

Other comrades pointed out
the low level of trade union

involvement and suggested that -

affiliation from workplace
branches was the obvious link to
be made here.

Of more pressing interest was
the agenda section entitled
“Witch-hunt reports” — six in all.

Astonishing

Alf Holmes gave the first
report as chair of the still disban-
ded Manchester Wythenshawe
CLP. He reported on the aston-
ishing events at Wythenshawe’s
long-awaited AGM on November
4,  where no membership check
took place on the door, on the
instructions of the Labour Party
National Agent David Hughes!

| The meeting was cventually aban-

doned by the same character
two-and-a-half hours later after a

Richard Paine, delegate
from Coventry SE CLP,

‘reports on the LAW
AGM.

number of right wing delegates
had been challenged and expelled
from the meeting for amongst
other things, not being me.nbers
of the Party!

Dianne Minns, secretary of
Hornsey and Wood Green CLP
reported on the possible respon-
ses by her Constituency to the
expulsion of Tariq Ali.

The AGM unanimously resol-
ved to support Hornsey should
they refuse to carry out the
expulsion, so challenging the right
of conference to trample on
democratic rights of individuals or
groups of socialists, particularly
Tariq Ali, where the only justi-
fication given was his political
VIEWS.

The AGM took a similar
decision in relation to Islington
South CLP, should they refuse to
expel Ted Grant and Peter Taaffe
(two of the five members of the
Militant Editorial Board). The
problem here is the attitude of
Militant itself, at best confused,
but -at worst a downright refusal
to be defended.

Similar problems were repo-
ted from Hammersmith North
CLP which had just decided not

to implement the conterence
decision to expcl another

Fditorial Board member, .Keith‘

Dickinson.

Further examples of the

corruption increasingly endemic
in Labour’s right wing, came from
an erstwhile member of the
Acocks Green ward in the Bir-
mingham Yardley CLP, who
reported that she and three other
new residents, two already party
members, are being currently
refused membership of the ward

on the grounds that they were

“the first batch of 30 Trotskyist
infiltrators”.

But perhaps the most aston-
ishing report, though not really a
witch-hunt, came from Mick
Woods of Brent East where two
members had been expelled by
the CLP for publicly supporting
the SDP in the General Election.

The two tnen appealed to the
Labour Party National Executive,
which had turned their appeals
down, but still instructed the
constituency to reinstate them
as members.

These reports, in many ways,
typical of events up and down the
country, really set the tone for
conference. LAW has a tremen-
dous responsibility as the only
remaining campaigning body
against the on-going witch-hunts.

Militant seem to -have finally
called it a day with their own
Labour  Steering Committee
Against the Witch-hunt.

Speaking to a series of pro-
posals from the outgoing secre-
tariat, Reg Race urged all dele-
vates to go on the offensive,
reoognising  that  the answers
aren’t constitutional but consist
simply of beating the right wing.

The expulsion of Tariq Al
simply for his political views, he
argued, is the ideal stick with
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"against witch-hunt

which to attack the right and win.

Secretariat proposals already
encompassed in the mood of the
meeting and a resolution from
Wythenshawe CLP were passed
unanimously. They include: '

*A national campaign in
defence of Wythenshawe and the
suspended Manchester council-
lors.

*A campaign to defend the
rights of CLPs to determine their
own membership.

*Campaigns against expulsion
and in favour of readmission of
socialists to the party.

*Regular reports on witch-
hunts in LAW mailings.

*A membership drive.

The task now is for LAW to
turn its vision into reality. The
need has not been greater.

'
l Labour Group for Human
Rights in Sri Lanka

PUBLIC MEETING

TONY BENN |
JEREMY CORBYN, MP

Rajes Balsubramaniyam
(Labour Group/Tamil

John Chowcatt (ASTMS)
Speaker from EELAM
Solidarity Campaign

THURSDAY, Dec 1, 7pm
Hampstead Town Hall
Haverstock Hill, NW3

(opp Belsize Park tube)
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CND Conference
Time to
stop the

‘retreat!

THIS year’s CND conference
occurs with the disarmament
movement facing a major crisis of
direction. The most dynamic and
radical sections of the campadign
are confronted with a CND
leadership which is determined to
isolate and defeat them.

This explains why the confer-
ence is likely to be very bureau-
cratic.

Conference is supposedly the
sovereign body of CND, but in
reality the CND leadership, in
particular the clique around Bruce
Kent and Joan Ruddock, function
without any democratic mechan-
ism to limit their power.

For instance, last year’s con-
ference passed a very clear resolu-

{ion on the need for labour move-
the bomb.

ment action to stop
The response of the leadership
was simply to sit on this policy,
using their control over CND
Council and Executive to make
sure that nothing was done to
implement it.

By maintaining control of
Goodwin Street, the leadership
can control CND.

Conference, for them, is a
public relations exercise (it starts
off with a Bruce Kent rally).
Their aim is to keep the lid on
any opposition. |

Activists in CND should organ-
ise against attempts by the CND
leadership to carve up the confer-
ence.

We have to make sure that
three basic issues are high up on

the agenda, and open to full and

democratic debate.

Freeze

First, the attempts of the
CND leadership to close down
Labour CND and Youth CND,
the most radical sections of the
campaign.

Secondly, the question of the
nuclear freeze. We should support
the Greater Manchester emergen-

Tom Rigby and Judith
Bonner highlight the key
issues at this year’s CND
annual conference.

cy resolution, opposing the idea
of ditching unilateralism.

Finally, conference must
address itself to the vital need to
continue the fight for and organ-
ise labour movement action
against Cruise missiles. .

This means backing the resolu

tion from Vauxhall Labour Party:

“Conference recognises that
massive support for CND’s
policies inside the labour move-
ment has been mobilised in action
to only a tiny degree. We believe
our efforts to stop the nuclear
rearmament plans of the British
government and its allies will
involve mass action, on a scale not
yet seen, involving millions in
opposition to the government’s
plans.

“Millions of trade union mem-
bers in particular do have the
power to prevent nuclear réarm-
ament.” >

The resolution goes on to
detail a whole series of concrete
steps to realise this aim.

So CND conference is going to
be a watershed. Either the CND
leadership will be checked and
forced to take account of the
militant activists in the campaign,
or the CND leaders will further
tighten their grip on the cam-
paign.

The first result would at least
provide the basis for developing
and extending the fight against
Cruise and all nuclear weapons.
The second result would make
CND increasingly distant from the
real struggles going on against the
Bomb.the

NUJ faces
injunction

AN INJUNCTION against the
National Union of Journalists
(NUJ) has been granted in fav-
our of David Dimbleby, to stop
the union picketing the Rich-
mond head office of Dimbleby
newspapers. |

The TV current affairs expert
sacked his NGA members and
transferred production to T.
Bailey Forman in Nottingham.

This is the firm which sacked
all NUJ members in 1979 for
taking part in the national pay
strike. ’

" The NUJ members objected
to being part of this scab opera-
tion. Dimbleby suspended them,
and went on to seek injunctions
to try to stop the union
picketing.

The ruling seemed to extend
the provisions of the Employ-
ment Act still further. The judge
ruled that it was legitimate for
the union to have taken action if
Dimbleby’s association was with

T.Bailey Forman the publisher.
But his connection was with T.
Bailey Forman the printer.

Same office, same letter head-
ing, same directors, same hold-
ing company, same sharehold-
ers. But a separate company,

and therefore the subject of

secondary action.

At the time of going to press,
this is being appealed against.

Dimbleby is notoriously anti-
union. A paper he part-owns,
the Wandsworth Borough News,
is one of the few print organisa-
tions to recognise an outfit call-
ed the Printing Trades Associa-
tion, a scab outfit much less cosy
than its initials. |

Meanwhile the leadership of
SOGAT has climbed down to a
court injunction against the
‘blacking’ of publications from
Robert Maxwell’s BPCC empire,
which has sacked striking
SOGAT members at its Park
Royal works.

CLASS Fighter reaffirmed
its sponsorship of Socialist
Organiser at its conference
last weekend. Nearly a
hundred youth met in South
London to decide on the
course for Class Fighter in

‘the next 12 months.

Judith Bonner, re-elected as
National Secretary, opened the
conference. She told us how
Class Fighter was centrally
involved in the fight to regain
Youth CND’s independence,
and how Class Fighter was
involved. in many other camp-
aigns and struggles.

She emphasises the importan-
ce of our rejection of traditional
left sectarianism towards the
women’s movement, peace
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Jane Ashworth and Lyn
Ferguson report on the

Class Fighter annual
conference.

leadership must be carried out
within the FMLN in El Salvador
— to do otherwise would be

dead-end sectarianism.

movement, etc. As revolution-

aries we cannot abstain from
these struggles. We must build
them, and in doing so win peop-
le over to revolutionary politics.

' The plenaries and workshops
attempted to come to grips with
exactly how we can build these
campaigns and fight for our poli-
tics within them.

In the women’s workshop,

Denise Fowler argued that we.

should reject once and for all
the crude notion that women'’s
oppression is simply economic,
and that rape, heterosexism,
and sexual harassment — ‘ideo-
logical’ questions — are second-
ary and will be solved automati-
cally once economic structures

are changed.

Apart from perpetuating the -'

false division between economic
and ideological oppression, this
view ignores the fact that men
benefit materially from the sub-
jection of women. If we ignore

this, we will make ourselves and

our politics irrelevant to the
mass of women.

In the Central America work-
shop, led off by Paul Muddle,
we discussed our attitude to-
wards liberation movements
such as the FSLN in Nicaragua
and the FMLN in El Salvador.

Our orientations towards the
FSLN, a ruling party, and the
FMLN, a mass organisation in
struggle, cannot be identical.
The consensus seemed to be
that the struggle for Trotskyist

In Nicaragua, the mass organ-
isations set up the Sandinistas
would be the place for this fight
to take place. |

But in both cases socialists
need to organise, with whatever
tactical arrangements, to fight
for a programme going way
beyond the cross-class national-
ism of the Sandinistas and
FMLN. Workers’ power, based
on workers’ councils and a
drive for international extension
of the revolution, must be our
goal.

We also discussed the
problems of solidarity work in
Britain. Too often Central Amer-
ica demonstrations and pickets
are ‘paper-sellers’ jamborees’,
with little or no mainstream lab-
our movement participation. We
must work for a clear labour
movement orientation in these
solidarity campaigns.

The Ireland workshop re-
affirmed our commitment to the
Labour Committee on Ireland,
and stated our willingness to
work for issues like the banning
of plastic bullets, while always
pointing out the role of the Brit-
ish state in the six counties and
fighting for ‘Troops Out Now'.

Resolutions were discussed on

the NGA dispute, the govern-

ment’s Youth Training Scheme,
and other issues.

The women’'s resolution
stressed the importance of
Greenham Common, where
women are daily facing th
armed might of the state. |

Tony Dale from Manchester
Central YS spoke about the
importance of the NGA dispute
with Messenger Newspapers

in directly challenging the Tor-

ies’ anti-union legislation.
The combativity of the NGA
rank and file, the willingess to
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(Top) Part
addresses the conference.

fight (so far!) of the NGA leader-
ship, and the level of support the
dispute has generated, make it
possible to argue for the TUC to
call a one-day general strike and
to prepare for an indefinite
general strike.

Members of Workers Power
(an  anti-Socialist Organiser
group in Class Fighter, who
have now left) argued that we
should demand an indefinite
general strike now, and that to
do otherwise was unprincipled.
Tony Dale, in reply, pointed out
that, given the defeats that the
working class has suffered over
the past four years, and its

consequent demoralisation, a

one-day general strike would

......

of the audience at the conference.

....

(Above) Jane Ashworth

be an enormous step forward —
as a preparation for all-out gen-
eral strike action, and not as
an end in itself. |
To demand the TUC calls an
indefinite general strike immed-
iately would be to disregard the
present state of consciousness
in the working class, and to
make our agitation a ‘blank
shot’. The conference supported
Tony Dale’s original resolution.
Closing the conference, Jud-
ith Bonner said that we had
now to put our decisions into
action — to enter into the
struggles of young workers,
women, black youth, and the
unemployed, and to convince
them to fight alongside us for a
mass socialist youth movement.

New issue of Class Fighter now out — 12 pages

tor 15p plus postage from 214 Sickert Court,
Essex Road, London N1 2SY.
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Heffer backs defiant Merseyside

From the platform of the
Liverpool anti-cuts demon-
stration two weeks ago, Eric
Heffer made the following
points.

- The 7 point programme upon
which the Liverpool Labour

Party fought and won the

Municipal Election earlier this
year is perfectly reasonable and

sensible.  Surely no one in their
right mind could ob]ect to
improving public services and
creating jobs, cutting Council
house rents — which in Liver-
pool are among the highest
in the country — and embark-

- ing on a Council housebuilding

programme?

Here in Liverpool, because of
past Tory‘/Liberal policies
and Tory Government policies,
no new Council houses have
been built for a number of years.

Hattersley -

BETWEEN 1979/80 and 82/3
Government
Midlands has been cut by 16.7%
in real terms whilst total Local
Authority income has fallen by
9.6% in real terms. The differ-
ence has largely been made up
from rent increases said Norman
Flynn, opening a Regional
Labour Party conference on local
government.

- Contribution to the Housing

‘Revenue Account has remained

more or less static whilst rents
have increased over the same
period by 30%.

Figures were also given for
the effect on jobs. Full time
employment has increased

grant in the West -

slightly in Dudley, Walsall and

West Midlands County, but
fallen dramatically in Birming-
ham. Part time employment on
the other hand has increased
dramatically as teachers, etc.,
have been taken on as part
timers on short-term contracts.

In addition the MSC will have
£1 billion to spend on YTS,
which could otherwise have
been used by Local Authorities
on education. This is an attempt
by the Government to bring in a
back door curriculum change.

A session on ‘‘Privatisation’’
introduced by NUPE national
officer Alistair Macrae lacked
any mention of the many
struggles up and down the
country which his members have
been waging to oppose privatis-
ation by industrial action.

In the workshop on “Fmance
for. Council Housmg , Clive
Betts, Chair of Sheffield’s
Housing Committee,
what has become known as the
‘Sheffield Scheme’. The idea is
to have differential rents for
council tenants' in order to

outlined =

benefit from the Government’s

Unified Housing Benefit.

In Sheffield, rents have gone
up £3.55 less than the Govern-
ment requested. Because the
Government pays the rent for
those receiving housing bene-

fit, Sheffield is effectlvely sub-

To join or affiliate, write to
Chris Richardson, 21 Dev-
onshire Promenade, Lenton,
Nottingham NG7 2DS. £5
for individuals, or for affilia-

ted organisations, per 1000
members; £2 low-waged ind-
viduals, £l unwaged.

wait till 1988!

ARTHUR BOﬁEﬁ}eports on
a West Midlands conference

“on local government.

sidising the Government by

£3.55 for each of its tenants on
benefit.

The proposal therefore is to .

increase their rents by £3.50, so
that the tenant will be no worse
off, but the Council wgill receive
the extra £3.50 in UHB. In
return the Council will promise
to do minor repairs that nor-
mally they do not carry out.

A number of delegates poin-
ted out the administrative prob-
lems with such a scheme but the
main problem with it is that it is
mere tinkering with the real

problem.

In effect, like rate nses, it

acts as a d1versxon from the real

task which is mobilising Labour
Councils, unions and tenants to
confront the Tories with a
refusal to cut or raise rates/
rents, and to then go bankrupt
demanding the Tories pick up
the tab.
In the afternoon workshOp

Repairs, Dave Church, formerl .
chair of Walsall Housing Com-

mittee stressed the impor-
tance of encouraging tenants’
collective control over housing
management.
" He went on to talk about Wal-
sall’s policy of decentralisation.
'Under the scheme wages had
increased by approximately
50%, he sald and productivity
byover 100%.

The final session of the con-

ference was a speech by Roy

Hattersley.

There were a few revealing
Freudian slips like ‘‘such and
such will not happen while I'm
writing the Party’s policy’’.

For years people on the left in
the Party have been calling on
the Party Leadership to organise
a national campaign to resist the
Tory cuts, and for many years
they have failed to do so.

Is it therefore a coincidence
that at a time when Liverpool
City Council looks like going
bankrupt early next year and
becoming another Clay Cross,
and on the same day that a
demonstration was taking place
in Liverpool in support of the
Council, that Hattersley announ-
ced that a national campaign is
to be set up?

Yes, Hat.tersley said, he was .

in favour of linking up with trade

unionists, tenants and local
working class communities; but

the right time to link up was in

five years time on pollmg day

and not. before' |

T ;%
e O o & o ettt il el e A A A > -

Unite 1n action to
get Tories out!

That is causing real hardship
to those who want a home and
cannot afford to buy one.

The Labour Council is also
quite right to say that there
should be No redundancies
amongst the Council work-
force; The truth is that because
of past Council policies and
Government policies over the
years thousands of Council
workers have lost their jobs
in an area with over 20%

unemployed.

The Liverpool Labour Party
has said it would not agree to
the privatisation of public

services. That is also the policy

‘of the Labour Party nationally.

That is why, in Parliament,
the privatisation of British
Telecom. is being resisted so
fiercely.* On Monday, because
of the fierce resistance we are
putting up against the Bill,
the Tories are going to guillo-
tine it — that is to limit the time
for discussion and force it
through by sheer weight of
Parliamentary numbers.

With regard to rate increases,
I understand from your local
Council leaders, that some rate
increases to improve services

would be acceptable to them,
but rightly they are not going
to put up the rates by some-
thing like 150% to meet Govern-
ment cuts. They will take a

stand against policies of forcing
Local Authorities to keep their
spending within certain limits,

THIS NEWSPAPER does not
give in to blackmail,
Last night, those wreckers in

the composing room who carry

out some perfectly menial task
with little bits of type, refused to
work. For some reason not

immediately apparent, the
paper did not appear.
Today they strolled in and

calmly announced that they
intended putting in a shift.

We have no intention of allow-
ing cavalier whims to dictate
whether this journal, so essen-
tial to British freedoms,
appears. -

We called in these wreckers
and told them in no uncertain
terms. Either they buckled down
or they were sacked.

We prepared forms for them
to sign. They read as follows:

‘““We menials in the National
Graphical Association do most
humbly beg pardon for taking
part in totally unwarranted
industrial action against the
guardians of our nation’s free-
doms. We hereby declare that
we are legally liable for all the
losses incurred by the aforesaid
proprietors over the past decade
and we give full authority to the
proprietors to drag us into the
courts and to seize from us every
penny we possess.

‘“Furthermore, we do solemn-
ly swear that no future action in
any way detrimental to the
newspaper barons will be con-
templated by all-or any of us
lower forms of human exist-
ence. We agree that our union is
a conspiracy against civilised
society as you know it and
promise that it will organise
in future nothing more adven-
turous than a day’s outmg to the
brewery.”’

This = toughly formulated
statement was drawn up at an

- jals.

because that would mean
deliberately cutting down on
services thus causing even more
unemployment and generally
making life worse for working

people.
I am with them over this and

so is the Labour Party Con-
ference.

The resolution also said the
Party should:

1) Uphold the principle of
local authorities prov:dmg a
good level of services to the

community.

2) Mount a major campaign
to publicise the effect of finan-
cml controls over local govern-
ment.

3) Oppose, through all avail-
able channels, further legisla-
tion against local government.

4) Commit the next Labour
Government to repeal repressive
legislative measures, grant local
authorities the nght to deter-
mine their own aggregate level
of expenditure, and indemnify
Labour Councillors defending
local government, and

5) Initiate and support any
campaigns to defend local au-
thority services under imme-
diate threat.

I fully support that resolution,
and believe that the demonstra-
tion today is fully in line with
it.

The Merseyside  County
Council, which has done a good
job, to keep fares down, and

Dmln .- | lflml
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There is talk at Westminster
that the Government is pre-
paring plans to take over
Liverpool and put in Govern-
ment Commissioners. If that
is so, it is a serious threat to
local government and smacks
of authoritarian rule. Such a
move must be resisted by

United we collapse

Pr FINANCIAL TIMES
uu Jailp Teleavaph
THE

By Pa trlck‘ Spllllng

historic meeting of the News-
paper Publishers Association.

There with our friends and
colleagues who publish the
other daily purveyors of inform-
ation, we took a solemn and
binding promise that we would
stand together until the end.

All for one and one for all.

Principle

It is a fundamental principle
of being a newspaper owner that
in the name of free competition
we all stand together. And fight
together. An injury to one is an
injury to all. We also planned
what action to take against other
unions.

It is true those other unions
are not directly involved. But in
this game you have got to get
your retaliation in first. We
decided that if the NGA would
not sign our fair and reasonable
terms, we would have no option
but to sack all union members.

Suggestjons that this is secon-
dary action on the part of the

employers are mischievous
and misleading. @ |
At 4.00pm this aftemoon,

with our historic agreement in
our pockets we proprietors
prepared to face up to the
wreckers.

We called in the NGA offic-
We showed them our

terms.

The father of the composing
room chapel replied to our
reason with verbal violence. He

~ offered to insert our statement

into one of our bodily orifices.
-WE DID NOT GIVE IN TO
SUCH THREATS!

We told the NGA men that
since they had not signed, they
were sacked.

At 5.30pm, as we were water-
ing the Judas plant in the corner

of our seventh storey suite of

offices, a ghastly message greet-
ed us.

The Daily Mail was starting
to print.

Glum news

At 5.35pm more messages of
similar glum news. The Tele-
graph was rolling. The Financial
Times was preparing to print.

Messengers were sent out.
Their retum conﬁrmed our
worst fears. |

‘THEY HAD GIVEN IN TO
BLACKMAIL. »

‘This newspaper was prepared
to stand alone. Then our adver-
tising manager appeared in my
office. He said that a rep from
the Mail had asked him to send
over all our ads scheduled for
the edition, since all the firms
had transferred to the compe-
tition. .

In this game there is one thing

l-—-—ma ‘A.N-'—"-'

......
o

every means available, inside
and outside Parliament.

This Government’s policies
must be fought. The package
of financial proposals made
by Lawson on Thursday will
not add up to one job.

They allow cruise missiles
in Britain under US control
without a protest, in fact they
encourage our subservience
to US policy. -

They undermine our National

e AR AN I Y YN Y aYs

Health Service and our Social

Security system. -

They slice up our public
industries and hand them over
to their pals to make money
at the public expense.

They cut down on housing
and force our local authorities
to cut back on education.

They are cutting university
expenditure and our teachers
are being faced with the dole.

Generally they are bad news.

Here on Merseyside we above
all others understand just how
evil and destructive this Govern-

‘ment is.

We must unite to get them

out, as early as we can, both

by Parliamentary and extra-
Parliamentary action. '

that stands above abstract
principles. It is called money.

By 5.51 we had our splendid
NGA stalwarts back at their
posts. We explained that the
statement had been a purely
optional form of words.

By 5.59pm the first of those
little lead words were clatter-
ing off their quaint old
machines.

It is true of course that we

shall drag the NGA chapel
through the courts. This was
always our. intention. We are

satisfied that the Fleet Street

proprietors are now all acting in
accord and together.
We are each looking after

" number one.

It is the only way we know
how. We would like to stand
together. We would like to stand
shoulder to shoulder. But no-
one can force us to show solid-
arity. However much they
threaten. After all. We are the
ones who won’t give in to black-

mail.

| New issue now out!

~ Heffer and Kinnock on
the Middle East.

- The fight in Fatah.
10p plus postage from
LMCIP, 28 Carlton
Mansions, Holmleigh
Rd., London N16.
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AS ATTENTION focuses on the Sex Equality Bill, due for its
second reading on December 9, we reprint below extracts from
the detailed Briefing on the Bill, produced by the NCCL. The

full Briefing is available, 75p plus 20p postage, from NCCL,
21 Tabard St., London SE1 4LA. |

New duty imposed

Duty to eliminate discrimination

The Sex Equality Bill contains
a new duty on government
departments apd local author-
ities to promote equal oppor-
tunity policies and to review
those policies in order to ensure
they are achieving their pur-
pose. | -
It also requires government
departments to review existing
and draft legislation so that it

ber 1975. | '

The effect of this is that
important areas of our lives are
not covered by the provision of
the Sex Discrimination Act and
therefore discrimination in these
areas 18 quite lawful — for
example tax, where the married
man’s allowance makes a
mockery of the equal pay pro-
visions; social security law

The Sex Equality Bill, intro-
duced by Jo Richardson, will fill
the loopholes in the present sex
discrimination law and introduce
new rights to fight inequality
“and discrimination.

The Sex Equality Bill will:

*Allow part-time workers to
claim equal pay (proportionate-
ly) with full-timers.

- *Put a duty on government
departments to promote equal
opportunity policies.

*Put a duty on government
departments to review existing
and draft legislation to conform
with the Sex Equality Bill.

*Make paternity leave a right
for all fathers.

*Extend the powers of the
Equal Opportunities Commis-
sion.

*Introduce equal pay for work
of equal value constructively.

*Make it unlawful for private
clubs to exclude women mem-
bers from using facilities.

*Allow homeworkers to claim
equal pay with other workers.

*Stop occupational pension
schemes giving different bene-

in struggle

~ -»
fits to women and men who are
members of the same scheme.

*Oblige employers to inform
women of their rights under the
Sex Equality Bill.

*Make discrimination against
homosexual people at work
unlawful,

*Introduce stronger measures
for positive action at school and
at work.

*Make sexual harassment at
work unlawful.

Amalgamate
two Acts

Among the proposed amend-

ments and new additions to the
present Sex Discrimination Act
- and Equal Pay Act are:

Amalgamation of the Equal

Pay Act 1970 and Sex Discrim-
ination Act 1975. The idea
behind the amalgamation of the
two Actsisto: |

a) simplify the legislation.

b) Bring the concept of indir-
ect discrimination into pay.

¢) Bring the concept of the
‘hypothetical man’ into pay.

a). Practical problems have
been encountered by women
who thought they were discrim-
inated against at work, in decid-
ing which Act applied to their
circumstances. Broadly, con-

tractual matters relating to

The nightmare arrives,

- | New Women’s Fightback now out. 10p plus 16p post- |

employment are covered by the
Equal Pay Act, whilst the Sex
Discrimination  Act  covers
recruitment policies, promotion,
dismissals and redundancies,
fringe benefits and other non-
contractual matters.

As the procedures for testing
whether discrimination has
occured are different under the
two Acts, the question of decid-
ing which one to complain under
is crucial. For example at
present a complaint about equal
pay before employment has
commenced would be made
under the Sex Discrimination
Act; a complaint about equal
pay after employment has com-
menced will come under the

| age from 10b Landseer Road, London N19.
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‘Equal Pay Act.

- Amalgamation will mean the
problem of deciding which Act
to use will not arise.

b. The concept of indirect
discrimination is extremely use-
ful in dealing with ‘‘hidden
discrimination’’. It occurs where
a requirement is applied to a
mixed group but fewer members
of one sex can comply with it
than the other.

If the requirement cannot be
justified it is unlawful.

In one case, Clarke and Powell
v. Eley Ltd, it was found that the

redundancy agreement which

made part-time workers redun-
dant before full-timers and full-
timers redundant on a last-in-
first-out basis, was unlawful. All
the part-time workers were
women and they could not
comply with the condition of
being full-time in order to be
part of the last-in-first-out
arrangement.
However, indirect discrimin-
ation is only covered by the Sex

Discrimination Act and cannot

be used in a claim for equal pay
under UK law. This has had a
serious effect on the ability of

part-time workers to claim equal

pay and conditions pro-rata with

'full-time workers. | |
- Amalgamation of the two UK -

Acts will mean that a part-time

W . e\ T O M WY L Tl v T

'Jo Rié}iéfdson
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worker might be able to claim
that she had been indirectly dis-
criminated against in pay and in
wher terms and conditions of
work, such as access to pension
schemes, sick pay schemes and
SO on. .

Women

¢) The Sex Discrimination Act
allows a woman to compare her
treatment with that of an actual
man or with how a man would
have been treated in similar
circumstances. Under the Equal
Pay Act a woman must find an
actual man doing the same or
broadly similar work or have had
her job evaluated as the same or
broadly similar in order to claim
equal pay.

The extent of job-segrega-
tion means that the Equal Pay
Act excludes vast numbers of

women who work in women-
only jobs. Amalgamation of the

two Acts would introduce the
concept of the ‘hypothetical
man’ into pay and open up the

possibilities for dealing with.
women'’s low pay. L
1t would be most useful in

providing a statutory back-up

for trade union negotiations who :
‘need to argue that the ‘‘rate for.
the job’’ should be what a man

would get if he did such a job.

conforms to the

the
exempts from its ambit all legis-
lation passed before the date
when the Sex Discrimination

- have to

Try“Mzmsté}' Tom King

policy and

objects of the Sex Equality Bill.
This is necessary as at present

Sex Discrimination Act

Act came into effect in Decem-

where married women are treat-
ed quite differently te single
women and immigration rules
where the foreign husbands of
some British women are banned
from living in this country
whereas the foreign wives of all
British men can legally live her

with their husbands. :

Paternity leave

Research commissioned by
the Equal Opportunities Com-
mission has shown that over the
last few years fathers consider it
of increasing importance to be at
home around the time of the
birth of their baby.

Since there is no statutory
right to paternity leave, fathers
make  alternative
arrangements to take time off
work.

The Equal Opportunities
Commission research found that
most men took annual holiday
leave at the time of the birth
while others were forced to
adopt a variety of informal
arrangements such as sick leave
or unpaid leave for which penal-
ties were often incurred.

Paid leave

The Sex Equality Bill will
amend the Employment Protec-
tion (Consolidation) Act 1978 to
allow fathers to take two weeks
paid leave at the time of birth. It
will also amend the EP(C)A so
that with the woman's consent
the father will be entitled to take
13 weeks maternity leave and to
be reinstated in his job up until
29 weeks after the date of birth.

The father’'s paternity leave
should start not before sixteen
weeks after the date of the
child’s birth and if he takes up
the right to maternity leave, the
mother’s right will be extin-
guished.

The Sex Equality Bill will also
amend the EP(C)A so that the
qualifying period for maternity
rights will be reduced from two
years to six months. Many
organisations and individuals
concerned with maternity rights
have been calling for a reduction

"URGENT:

in the qualifying period for
maternity pay and reinstate-
ment. |

The experience of most
women at this time in their lives
is that they are employed by the
same employers for relatively
short periods of time and many
find it extremely difficult to
build up the two years qualify-
ing period.

Research has shown that a
very small percentage of women
use the right to reinstatement
after maternity leave because
they want to stay at home with
their baby or they have difficulty
making child-care arrangements
or because there is no right to
return to work on a part-time
basis.

But all women need the right
to maternity pay. This is crucial
for women and must be made
more widely available. |

It is understood tht the

-Maternity Pay Fund has reser-

ves that are not being used for

- maternity purposes because of

the lack of take up of maternity
pay. It should therefore be
possible to support an increased
demand that would result from
a reduction in the qualifying
period. .

The, Sex Equality Bill will
repeal’, the section of the
Employment Act on maternity
leave which puts unfair and
unreasonable pressure on a
woman at this stage of her life. It
should be enough to require the
woman to inform her employer
of her intentions before taking
leave so that he can provide for
maternity replacement and for
her to confirm the date on which
she plans to return without
deadlines and consequent loss
of reinstatement rights.

‘83

: Come to Greenham Common
? + to embrace the base and
‘show your opposition to Cruise. -

B ool For details ring Greenham office

Y 01-2513133° o
G O your local CND or women’s group.
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mm | nternational news

INLA chief admits
involvement with

Darkley killings

DOMINIC McGlinchey,
chief of staff of the Irish
National Liberation Army
(INLA), admitted INLA
involvement in the Darkley
sectarian killings, in an
interview last week with
the editor of the Dublin
Sunday Tribune, Vincent
Browne.

Browne, who used to edit
Magill magazine, is some-
thing of a specialist in the
internal affairs of the
Republican movement.

Speaking to Browne at a
secret meeting last week, Mc-
Glinchey admitted that he gave
a gun used in the Darkley
massacre to an INLA member
for use on a member of the Prot-
estant Ulster Volunteer Force.

McGlinchey condemned the
killings and said that the INLA
man who organised it must be
‘unbalanced’. Surprisingly, he
came close to identifying him
by saying that he was someone
whose brother was killed some
time ago in a sectarian
attack. The RUC will presum-
ably be able to put a name to
McGlinchey’s description.

Of the killings McGlmchey
said: ‘‘They were entirely innoc-

“ent hi]lbi]ly folk who had done

no harm to anyone. There is no
justification for the incident. I
absolutely abhor the killing of
these innocent people, there is
no justification for it’’

Inquiry

There would, he said, be an
INLA internal inquiry. He did
not, however, think that the man
was likely to face execution
‘because of the pressure the lad
was under’.

Since the RUC had already
connected the INLA to the kil-
ling by way of the gun, the fact
of McGlinchey’s admission of
the INLA link does not necessar-
ily add credibility to his ‘explan-
ation’ of it. More significant is
the strange combination of
strong words against the deed
with tender regard for the man
responsible — at the same time
virtually identifying him.

The INLA, especially under
McGlinchey, is not usually a
tender-minded organisation.

The Irish Times on November
22 carried a seemingly well-
informed article by Andrew
Pollak and Jim Cusack on Mec-
Glinchey and the present INLA.
McGlinchey is not named, but
there is little doubt as to who
is being talked about as ‘the
man’.

Pollak and Cusack tell the fol-
'-----------.------------
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TROOPS OUT NOW!

Join the Labour Cﬂmmntee on Ireland.
BM Box 5355, London WCIN 3XX

lowing story. McGlinchey was
part of the Provisionals’ South
Derry unit,
early and mid ’70s to have killed
up to 50 people, including secur-
ity force members and civilians,
ranging from chiidren to the
elderly’’. The leader of the
group was Francis Hughes, who
died on hunger strike last year.

Widespread

McGlinchey joined the INLA
in the late '70s.

‘““The man came to power in
the INLA at a time when it was
involved in fairly widespyread
action in Northern Ireland. Last
year the organisation was
responsible for about 29 killings
and a variety of other injuries
and attacks.

This year it has been respons-
ible, before the Darkley killings,
for the deaths of only two mem-
bers of the security forces in
Northern Ireland, but has killed
four of its own members or
people associated with it. The
changeover from attacks on the
security forces in Northern Ire-
land has coincided with this
man’s assumption of leadership.

Earlier this year the man, who
had mpreviously been voted on
to the ‘Army Council’ of INLA
by its members, declared him-
self chief of staff. Within a short

period he also imposed what was

termed direct military rule, or
‘DMR’.

DMR was apparently dream-
ed up as a regime by Republi-
can prisoners some years ago.
Under such a regime in a para-
military grouping, the old rules
of hearings and court martials
for misdemeanours were done
away with. Almost any indiscre-
tion, from freelance theft to
informing, is punishable by
death without recourse to any
form of appeal. The punishment
is ordered by the chief of staff
and carried out swiftly,

The last of the four men kill-
ed under the DMR system was
Gerard Barkley, of Belfast, who

was a high profile INLA member-

in Belfast. Former associates
angered by his summary execu-
tion held a military funeral
for him when his remains were
returned to Belfast at the end of

last month.

Barkley is known to have been
lured from Belfast to Dundalk
by the organisation’s leader with
the specific intention of killing
him. He was unaware that this
was the intention because in the
previous set-up within the
organisation the indiscretion of
which he was accused, in this
case carrying out a robbery on
his own behalf, would have led
to only a warning or a beating.

“‘believed during the

The freelance robbery trans-
gressed the DMR line and he
was shot in the head.”

Freelance robbery is now a
capital crime. Organising -sec-
tarian mayhem is — to go by
what McGlinchey said to the
Sunday Tribune about the likely
punishment of the INLA man

responsible for Darkley — a
mere misdeamenour!
“Barkley’s killing finally

estranged the bulk of the pre-

vious organisation, who began
to be appalled at their new
leader’s behaviour. Stories cir-
culated about Barkley being
shot, stripped and buried so
that no evidence would be left
of the crime . ..

The body was eventually dis-
interred and dumped, still with-
out clothes, at the Border on
October 27 last, several days
after the killing had occurred.

The fact that Barkley, who
had full funeral INLA honours
including a volley of shots, was
also supported to have been
executed by the same organisa-
tion, displayed the extent of
the divisions which had
occurred.

According to some sources the
new leader has reverted to the
modus operandi popular with
the Old IRA Flying Column and
the South Derry Brigade of
sleeping rough in the country-
side, emerging only for swift
attacks. Such an operating style
makes him and his small organ-
isation very difficult to locate.

In two years, the INLA has,
therefore, gone from being an
organisation with an estimated
membership of between 150 and
200 to a group now estimated at
containing no more than 20
members who are centred
around this new leader. ..

The INLA claimed in July,
1982, that... reorganisation had
resolved an internal dispute
which had led to the attempted
assassination of two leading
members of the IRSP, the broth-
er8 Sean and Harry Flynn,
earlier that year.

In the second half of 1982,
this reorganisation started to

show itself in yet another step-

ping-up of INLA attacks, many
of which were of a particularly
reckless and indiscriminate
nature. In June, an INLA bomb
on the back of a parked motor-
cycle decapitated a 16-year-old
south Belfast boy. In September
two more  young boys, along
with a British soldier, died when
an INLA pipebomb exploded in
Divis Flats in west Belfast.

... Then last December it
carried out its bloodiest attack to
date, and the second worst
atrocity in terms of the number
of victims in 15 years of the
Northern ‘Troubles’, when a
bomb killed 11 off-duty soldiers
and six civilians at a disco in a
public house at Ballykelly, Co.
Derry.

By this time, the INLA, and
particularly its new and more
violent leadership in the Belfast
area, had started to suffer the
full brunt of the RUC’s new
strategy of using supergrass
evidence to imprison paramili-
tary activists. From early 1982,
half a dozen alleged INLA mem-
bers had given information to
the RUC which led to charges
against at least 50 of their erst-
while colleagues.

The most serious allegations
were made by a former leading
Belfast activist, Harry Kirk-
patrick, who last June was him-
self given concurrent life senten-
ces for five murders and 72 other
offences.

most of what was left of the org-
anisation’s Belfast membership
to flee to the Republic, where
earlier this year the former
IRA man from south Derry, now
based in the Dundalk/Castle-
blayney area, had forced the
INLA’s ‘Army Council’ to accept
him as thexr new chxef of staff
at gunpoint’’

One unportant part of the pre-
sent ‘INLA phenomenon’ came
out at a recent Belfast trial —
the degree to which it is infil-
trated by the state security
forces.

Last week at Belfast Crown
Court, Lord Justice Gibson dis-
missed charges brought against
seven men on the testimony of

‘supergrass’ John Grimley, a
former INLA leader. Two were
released, but five still face other
charges, including Harry Kirk-
patrick. |

Lord Justice Gibson described
Grimley as a habitual criminal
and a habitual liar. In the course
of the trial it was revealed that
Grimley, a long-time police in-
former, had been working for
the RUC inside the INLA, whlch
he had joined to do police work.

In the course of that work he
had set up a unit of the INLA
in Craigavon, turning over the
names of those he recruited to
the police and gathering or
inventing information for them
at £25 a time! |

Relations between INLA and
the Provos are now so strained
that armed clashes may not be

far away. A number of Armagh

Catholic businessmen, kidnap-
ped for ransom by INLA are said
to have appealed to the Provi-
sional IRA for. protection.

The Provos told the INLA
people that they would shoot
them if the gangstensm didn’t
sStop.

Two weeks ago Sinn Fein’s
assemblyman in Derry, Martin
McGuinness, took the unprece-
dented step of publicly criticis-
ing and denouncing INLA for
exploding a no-warning car
bomb outside a public house in
Strabane.

““While Sinn Fein supports
the right of the Irish people to
wage war on crown forces, we
believe that Friday night’s no-
warning INLA car-bomb in
Strabane is both militarily and
politically indefensible. No-
warning car-bombs in residen-
tial areas do not distinguish
between civilian and legitimate
military targets.

Sinn Fein’s
response

THE hypocritical howls of loyal-
ist politicians which have follow-
ed the sectarian killings at
Darkley in County Armagh are
matched in insincerity only by

the hand-wringing, guilt-
mongering of Irish establish-
ment prelates and politicians.

The former want to use the
tragic, indefensible, deaths as
an excuse for extensive national-
ist or Catholic blood-letting,
whilst the latter want the whole
nationalist population to take on
the guilt of the act and capitulate
to the British occupier to show
true sorrow.

But the nationalist people of
the North know better than any-
one what it is to lose innocent
relatives through sectarian
assassination and understand
better than anyone the grief of
those bereaved at Darkley.

Because the truth of the
matter is that sectarian murder
has been the weapon of the
loyalists seeking to maintain
supremacy in the North, not the
weapon of those who Justzfiably

fight to free their people from

foreign oppression.

The republican struggle has
no part for the indiscriminate
sectarian attack such as took
place at Darkley, and republic-
ans have not hesitated to say so.
But that does not mean that
republicans have to forget the
constant sectarian war which
has been carried out at various
levels of intensity by loyalists in
and out of uniform over the last
14 years; or the pogroms
against the nationalist popula-
tion which have taken place
intermittently since the founda-
tion of the Northern statelet ;
or indeed the centuries of sec-
tarian  hatred  deliberately
engineered by the Orange
Order, set up for that very pur-
pose by those in whose interests
it is to create and maintain
divisions.

It was apt that on Wednesday

-this wéek, a bereaved natlonahst

mother should, in the Irish
News, criticise both James Prior
and Cardinal O Fiaich over their
fhppant clauns about Darkley

from ‘An Phoblaéht’

being the first attack on a place
of worship.

Mrs Gretta Ballantine remin-

ded them that her 18-year-old
son, Kevin, was shot dead by
loyalist gunmen in the porch of
St. Brigid’'s Church in Belfast
along with a friend, Gerard
Kiely from Dublin, as they left
evening Mass in February 1975
— a year when loyalist sectar-
1an attacks took place almost
daily during an IRA truce.

The people of St. Matthew’'s .

parish in the Short Strand are
not likely to conveniently wipe
from thﬂtr minds the fact that
their church has been a consant
target of loyalist attack over
decades — and a memorial
marksthe spot where a parishion-
er died in the '20s when loyalists
attacked Mass-goers.

Nor are the people of Bally-
murphy likely to forget their
local priest, Fr. Mullen, who
was shot dead by British para-
troopers as he gave the last rites
to another of their victims on
internment day in August 1971.

And there was little or no

outcry then from those who howl

or hint now:

“Croppie lie down!’""

The nationalist people decry
the Darkley killings and under-
stand the
because they know only too well
what the evil of sectarianism is
like. They are not foolish
enough, however, to do as Prior,
O Fiaich and the rest of them
would like and accept the blame

grief of the bereaved

for it or pretend that history has -

not happened.

The b!ame for Darkley, as
for all the other deaths in the
North, ultimately rests with the
British who created, armed and
maintained the sectarian state in
the North — a state which could
not exist without officially
sponsored sectarianism.

And the only answer remains

for the British to get out, not for

the nationalist people to capitul-

ate to that sectarian monster.

either through fear or ill-placed

guilt.

The Kirkpatrick affair forced
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FEW will have been convinced
by President Reagan’s re-
hearsed -statement of ‘‘dis-
appointment’’ at the Soviet
walk-out from the Geneva talks
on European nuclear missiles.
By deploying the first of the
572 Cruise and Pershing
missiles in Britain, Germany
and Italy, Reagan has taken a
step towards strengthening
NATO’s nuclear superiority in
Europe and at the same time has
wrong-footed the  Kremlin
bureaucrats. | |
- Despite the endlessly repeat-

European cold-warriors that the
new US missiles were simply a
lever to force the USSR into
talks on disarmament, it was
never possible that this escala-
tion of the arms race could do
other than provoke a Soviet
retaliation.

Cruise and Pershing are first
strike weapons — the one a
lethal low-level missile, the
other a high accuracy, high
speed ballistic missile, basic-
ally a rocket-propelled artillery
shell — which were planned and
developed long before the Soviet
deployment of SS20 missiles.

SS20s have only a slightly

longer range than the SS4 and
SS6 that they are replacing: they
-are far less accurate than Cruise
; and Pershing; and they are not
| first strike weapons.
| The triple-warhead SS20s
' , represent an increase in war-
; heads but an actual reduction in
| Soviet missiles deployed against
NATO — they were an attempt
in the late 1970s to redress a
long-standing imbalance of
Soviet nuclear forces as against
NATO.

When Reagan, Thatcher and
other warmongers sought to
justify the new US missiles by
calling for a ‘‘zero option’’ in
which deployment of Cruise and
Pershing would be abandoned in
exchange for a dismantlement of
SS20s, they knew that they were
demanding the impossible; an
acceptance by the Soviet Union
of a longterm, consolidated
nuclear inferiority in Europe.

We should remember that
NATO was founded on the basis
~of a strategy involving first use
of nuclear weapons — a strategy
it still holds to this day.

But by using the
option’’ propaganda ploy, the
NATO hardliners knew that they
would be assured of a pretext to
force ahead with deployment,
regardless of the USSR.

And they also calculated that
once the new US missiles were
installed, the Soviet bureau-
cracy would be forced to take
damaging steps to retaliate —
walking out at Geneva and
deploying their own additional
missiles — handing fresh
exploitable propaganda to the
NATO chiefs and confusing and
demoralising sections of the
peace movement in Europe.

B THE appointment of a pliable
team of benevolent Englishmen,
B businessmen and selected Gre-
nadian Uncle Toms to hold the
' B fort after Reagan’s invasion of
J] Grenada has proved more diffi-
B cult than at first imagined. ~

Not only has the invasion
continued to inflame the anger
of Third World rulers — not
least the African leaders at the
Commonwealth summit — but

- .
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Arms talks collapse

ed claims by Thatcher and other -

‘“‘zero

ed on October 26.
R N

‘as Reagan

cruises on

By Harry
Sloan

Now, delighted that their
scheme has worked, these war
chiefs are also relieved to see
that European NATO govemn-
ments have in the main held
firm against the peace move-
ment, and tied themselves even
more slavishly to the USA and
its nuclear armoury.

With the Geneva talks
aborted, and the Soviet delega-
tion carrying the immediate
blame for it, there is no longer

‘any clear focus for the more

timid NATO leaders to press for
concessions or negotiations:
and the US strategists who
dream of being able to fight
World War 3 mainly if not solely
in Europe, after the models of
Wars One and Two, have taken
another step towards their
objective.

For the increasingly decrepit
leaders in the Kremlin, how-
ever, the walk-out was a gesture
of weakness rather than
strength.

Their bluff has now been
called, and the Soviet Union will
need to finance and politically
prepare the installation of its
own new missiles in Eastern
Europe and deploy additional
submarine and ship-based
nuclear weaponry targeted at
the USA. ,

The spread of Soviet nuclear
weaponry to new bases in East-
ern Europe will intensify pres-
sures already evident within the
Warsaw Pact, where creaking,
bureaucratically distorted
economies are already straining
to sustain existing military
budgets and — certainly in
Polanid — contain working class
opposition. |

The Soviet bureaucracy, with
its invisible President and Party
leader, will find it hard to both
carry through these moves and
retain its cultivated image as a
‘peace-loving’ leadership.

The reality is that behind their
talk of ‘peace’ lurks the brutal
repression of vicious military
regimes, which will use the most

the bureaucrat selected to head
the stooge administration, Sir

- Alastair McIntyre, has backed
- out of the job. Other nominees

are apparently concerned that
they will have little if any power
or influence — while the island
will remain for the foreseeable
future under American control:
there are still as many troops on
Grenada now as there were
when the cease-fire was declar-
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horrific nuclear hardware to
preserve their own balance of
terror with the imperialist
governments of the West.

- Yet Soviet bureaucrats
remain at the same time wedded
to a counterrevolutionary
strategy of ‘‘peaceful coexis-

tence’’ which in practice assists:

in preserving capitalist rule and
imperialist oppression across
the majority of the earth’s
surface.

The ageing ‘veterans of
Stalin’s purge era who now hold

the helm in the Kremlin pose no

threat to bourgeois rule in
Western Europe; and evidence
of their reluctance to support
radical and anti-imperialist

‘movements or push for any

overturn of capitalism can be
seen in the agonising insecurity
of the regimes of Nicaragua,
Angola and Mozambique, all
of which are under fire from
counter-revolutionary guerrillas
which could be decisively
crushed with Soviet backing.

Congress

S. Africa
sanctions

RONALD Reagan will scarcely
be pleased that his chosen
allies in the apartheid regime of
South Africa have been singled
out by Congress for economic
restrictions on two fronts.

A bill providing US money to
the International Monetary
Fund was amended last week to
insist that before any loan to
South Africa is agreed, the US
Treasury Secretary must certify

‘that the cash will be used to

3
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Reagan has sucbeéﬁ'fully increased NATO
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nuclear superiority

Partly as a result of this
strictly  limited  approach,
though the Stalinist leaders
have massively enlarged the
military machine under their
command in the USSR and
Eastern Europe, they have
never held any equivalent to the
USA in terms of a world-wide
chain of military bases and
reliable outposts in strategic
areas. Reagan’s recent visit to
Japan and South Korea helped
underline this important ele-
ment of US global superiority.

Right now the workers’
movement and the working class
internationally has been
dragged a little nearer to
possible extinction by the imper-
ialist and Stalinist leaders.

While opposing the NATO
war-drive and every military
threat against the nationalised
economies of East Europe, Asia
and Cuba, workers must fight
for class action independent of
the Stalinist leaders, for socialist
revolution in the West, and for
the political overthrow of the
bureaucracies of the East.

This is one reason why the
mobilisation of the working
class is one bargaining chip
which Yuri Andropov would
never dare throw in to his global
poker game with Reagan.

B A REPORT presented by the
Temporary Regional Commis-
= sion ‘Hutmen’ (a metal produc-
tion plant with a workforce of

benefit the majority of the South B more than 4,000) in Wroclaw,

African people.

And a further proposal would
outlaw future US dealing in
Krugerrands, and place |
demands on US firms in South
Africa to guarantee equal
treatment for all workers, black
and white.

It is this second policy which
is likely to prove the most
potentially damaging to US/
South African trade: and it will
also prove very difficult, as
Presidential elections loom ever
closer, for Reagan to be seen to
obstruct it. -

B based on information and fin-
ancial statements from the Tem-
porary Factory Commission
(TKZ) and the Strike Commit-

. tee, states that:

B *Approximately 80% of union
members have been paying
union dues — ranging from 50 to

. 1,000 zl per month — since the

B introduction of the state of war.

Payment of dues was standard-

B ised at 200zl monthly in early

1983.
B *Between Décember 1981 and

B April 1982 90% of the funds
---------------------.--.--.------‘.--

2IN..
s

4

Sandinistas

and US military spending

o

.......

retreat

MASSIVE US military intimi-

dation of the Sandinista govern-

ment in Nicaragua appears to
have borne fruit in a number of

significant concessions - to

‘American demands.

Nicaragua’s Interior Minister

Tomas Borge has embarked on a

visit to the USA seeking talks
with the Reagan’s administra-
tion: 1,000 Cuban advisors have

been asked to leave Nicaragua,

along with Salvadorean guerrilla
leaders; and Nicaragua has
signed a 2l-point draft docu-
ment put forward as the basis
for a Central American peace
treaty, part of which calls for a
withdrawal of all - foreign
advisors and aid to insurgents.

If implemented, this would
commit Nicaragua to renouncing
Cuban military advisors in the
defence of their country, and to
break off aid and support for
the FMLN guerrilla fighters
currently striking heavy blows
against the vicious ruling junta
in El Salvador.

Needless to say, Reagan’s
team are not satisfied with even
this substantial climbdown by
the Sandinistas. They are repor-
tedly now demanding that the
Nicaraguan rulers who success-
fully ousted the hated Somoza
dictatorship after a prolonged
guerrilla war in 1979 should now
open ‘‘negotiations’’ with the

10,000 American armed and

CIA-led mercenaries currently
conducting murderous raids
across the border into Nicar-

agua.
Prominent amongst these
“‘contra’’ thugs are former

members of Somoza’s notorious
National Guard.

collected was spent on assist-
ance to internees and their
families; the remaining 10%
was earmarked for organisation-
al activities. Since May 1982,
45% of the total has been allo-
cated for union work. Expendi-
tures include the purchase of
printing equipment and chem-
icals; the funding of indepen-
dent publishing activities; and

costs related to underground -

union work. The report notes
that in 1983, new books were
purchased for the underground
library, more printing equip-
ment was acquired and that
close cooperation has been
established with a small printing
shop.

By Terry Smith

If Nicaragua is demanding

that the Salvadorean junta
should negotiate with the
FMLN/FDR opposition, argues
the Reagan team, then they toc
must negotiate with their
“‘opposition’’ in the CIA camps
across the border in Honduras!

Significantly the Sandinista
retreat takes place at the very
point where leaked reports from
the US Congress indicate the
view that the ‘‘contras’’ stand
no chance of overthrowing the
regime in Managua, and where
the crumbling morale of the
Salvadorean army is forcing the
US war chiefs to reasness their
options.

To focus now on a negotiated
settlement in El Salvador and a
regional peace with the USA
is to allow the fight to be taken
onto the ground most favourable
to Washington and the Euro-
pean imperialist governments
and social democratic leaders
which have always pressed for a
negotiated deal that would
stabilise capitalist control in the
region.

The struggle for the uncon-

- ditional defence of Nicaragua

against imperialist attack, and
for full backing to the struggle of
the guerrilla and left wing
forces in El Salvador must not be
restricted to the search for stop-
gap treaties with the White
House and its flunkies: the liber-
ation of the workers and peas-
ants of Central America can only
be completed with the revolu-
tionary overthrow of capitalist
exploitation: and Reagan will
never agree to that.

.
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Defeated: Heath

IN THE summer of 1972 a long-smouldering dispute by
dockers against job-cutting containerisation blew up into a full
scale confrontation with the Tory government’s new Industrial
Relations Act and its special Court. The Court instructed
TGWU officials to discipline docks stewards who ignored
instructions to lift the “blacking” and picketing of container
firms. When the TGWU failed to stop the action, it was fined
£55.000. Eventually five London dockers were arrested for
contempt of court and held in Pentonville Jail. The imprison-
ment unleashed a massive spontaneous strike which forced
their rapid release — as the paper ‘Workers Fight’ reported.

AT THE jailing of the five, the
dockers came out nationwide,
even in the small ports. The lorry
drivers who had had differences
with the dockers were out too.
Their leader said “as trade union-
ists, we must fight the Industrial
Relations Act together.”

Print workers in NATSOPA
were also on strike, first on Fleet
Street and spreading right across
the country, shutting down most
major newspapers.

There was growing action on a
local scale. |

In London, container workers,
warehousemen, market workers,
ship repair workers, busworkers,
and Tower Hamlets municipal
workers struck against the jailing.
Heathrow Airport was shut down
by industrial action. And train
drivers and ticket collectors on
the Southern Region at Waterloo
voted to strike.

In Liverpool, 8,000 lorry
drivers came out on strike. Action
was also taken by building work-
ers on a number of major sites,
factory workers at Fisher Bendix
and Krafts, and Cammell Laird
ship repairers. In St Helens,
transport workers struck and mili-
tant building workers formed a
mobile picket to bring factories
out.

Spread

Building workers in Manches-
ter had a half-day strike and
demonstration of 2,000 - on
their claim but also on the Act —
on the Wednesday. Construction
workers at Shell Carrington were
out on strike, as were factory
workers at Platt International,
Oldham, and Churchills, Altrinc-
ham.

Two pamph-
lets summing
up the ideas of
Socialist Or-
ganiser.
‘Where We
Stand’ — 20p
plus 15p post-
age. ‘How to
fight the Tor-

15p postage.
Or the two
together, 45p
including
postage. From
Socialist Or-
ganiser, 28,
Middie Lane,
London N8.

In Birmingham, as elsewhere,
many major factories were on

holiday, but SU Carburettors
struck.
Construction  workers on

Teesside, and in Scotland, miners
at a number of pits and Glasgow

Corporation electricians, also
took actien.
The movement would

certainly have spread further if
the Tories hadn’t freed the five
on Wednesday 26 July. F¥n on
Wednesday morning, a mobile
picket

pool, brought out several small
factories on the Kirkby indus-
trial estate.

A number of factories, includ-
ing militant car factories, were
due Dback from holidays the
following Monday, and many
would have voted to strike. Even
in the less militant areas where
there was no strike action, such
as Bolton, the feeling of ordinary
workers was moving substantially
in support of the dockers.

Bolton engineering union lead-
ers were pressured into calling on
the TUC to organise automatic
strike action in the event of any
fines being extracted or unionists
jailed under the Industrial Rela-
tions Act.

And, of course, if the official
trade union leadership had done
anything to justify the title
‘leadership — then industry
would have been at a standstill.

But the first few days alone
showed a solid phalanx of leading
sections of the labour movement
standing up against the Tories.
The basic mechanism of trade
union solidarity is in good work-
ing order.

Iofgmo fight
the Tories

organised by militant
workers in Kirkby, near Liver-
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" Lessons of past struggles
24 Tory anti-

union laws: how
to fight .
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Printworkers were among the first to walk out in support of the Pen-

X

THERE were some extraordinary scenes at the special TUC

Conference of union Executives which on April 5 1982 adopted an
‘Eight point plan’ effectively winding up any fight to prevent the

Tebbit anti-union Bill becoming law.

Predictable left speeches from Arthur Scargill and Moss ‘not a

penny of this money is to pay fines or legal fees’ Evans were followed

up by a bloodcurdling show of militancy from Terry Duffy — who
claimed the credit for the historic AUEW sympathy strike that
enabled the NUM to win the ‘Seige of Saltley Gates’ in 1972! His
right wing pal, Roy Grantham of APEX, echoed Moss Evans,
declaring that the ‘fighting fund’ should not be fritiered away on
legal costs,while NALGO’s Geoffrey Drain — scarcely a firebrand

of proletarian struggle — invoked the memory of the strikes to free

the five Pentonville dockers in 1972!

It was left to Len Murray to keep the feet of the Conference on the
floor, insisting that ‘nothing we decide today will stop the Govern-
ment from putting its Bill on the statute book this summer.’

-

And lest anyone take seriously the ranting declarations of

solidarity from the General Secretaries, Murray insisted:

‘The General Council will, as they always do, deal with unions,
not with individuals or goups of workers. And the support they give
cannot be unconditional: there will be no black cheques... So unions
can have confidence in the General Council, both to give firm and
positive leadership and to act in a responsible way... There may
well be situations from which we will have to extricate unions:
that would not be the first time that the General Council have had to
advise a union to draw back from a no-win situation [!!!].’

Since then ASLEF strikes and others have seen close up just what

| the General Council’s ‘positive leadership’ consists of: the NGA

itself, now at the forefront of the fight against Tebbit, this year won a
pay battle with the Financial Times only in the teeth of bitter TUC

resistance and obstruction.

Yet these decisions of April 1982 were the last recorded resolu-
tions of opposition to Tebbit’s Bill; this is why NGA General
Secretary Wade has been carefully referring back to this Special
Conference and avoiding the capitulationist policies adopted in the

1982 and 1983 TUC Congresses.

This was how Socialist Organiser no. 78 summed up the TUC’s

‘action’ plan:

(General stri

)

IF THE release of the ‘Pentonville Five’ in the face of mass
strike action represented a victory for the working class, it also

showed how much more could be achieved if the TUC leaders

were really prepared to fight. The lessons drawn out of the

- situation by Workers Fight in 1972 remain valid in today’s

substantially different conditions, where union leaders are, if
anything, now more reconciled to acceptance of Tory anti-
union laws, and opposed to mass resistance. |

ACCORDING to the legend
the Hydra was a monster with
a peculiar constitution: when

‘one of its heads was cut off

others grew in its place.

The Hydra was a myth.
But there is nothing mythical
about the Tory Industrial Re-
lations Act.

At the very same time as
it stepped down in the con-
frontation over the jailings
it spawned another challenge.
The House of Lords reimposed
the £55,000 fine on the T&GWU

— with an added
for costs.
This means that it is the Trade

£25,000

Union leaders who are back®

in the firing line, and the
Industrial Relations Act is
operating according to its
original intention. :

They never planned to jail
shop stewards. Now they plan
to use fines and other pressure
to turn the union leaders into
efficient policemen  against
the working class.

- Their goal is the complete

emasculation of militant trade
nionism. The Economist,
+ militant ruling class weekly,
contemptuously explained what
they really want to do with
stiff-necked  working
fighters like Bernie Steer,
Vic Turner, and the rest of the
Five:

‘In any sensible industrial
system the right sanction
against the likes of them is
not jug, but the sack. If they
persist with their unlawful
industrial practices, they should
be dismissed from the trade
union whose rules they will
be flouting, and then from the
docks where they will be steadily
rendering all jobs uneconomic:
arguable with due compensation
for the loss of those jobs, but
more arguably not’.

To do that they need the
active support of the union
leaders. They need the sort

of trade union structure that,
for example, existed in the
docks section of the T&GWU
_ before the breakaway union
movement of 1954 started.

class *
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A closed shop existed by
virtue of an agreement between
employers and trade unions.
It was used by both union

and bosses, hand in hand,
to sack workers who refusecd
to bend the knee.

In the '30s, '40s, and ’'50s,
many unions hardened into
semi-totalitarian bodies working
hand in hand with the employers
and their state. Omne of the
foremost examples was the
T&GWU under Arthur Deakin.
(The ban on the Communist
Party was lifted only four years
ago).

In the post world war 2 boom
the power of the bosses was
gradually eroded, as the central
trade union machine became
less important in determining
wages and conditions. The shop
floor became the focal point

of the struggle, the shop stew-.

ard its leader, the direct action
of the rank and file, almost
invariably unofficial, its effec-
tive weapon.

The bureaucratic  strait-
jacket came to fit more loosely
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'HE ‘8 point plan’ put
» a conference of union Execu-
ves at Wembley Conference
entre on April 5 contains
o call for action of any de-
cription. The TUC’s proposals
re:

1) ‘Affiliated unions should
fiirm their commitment to
onduct a campaign among
heir own members to highlight
he' dangers in the Employ-
1ent Bill.’

" —In other words a few
ircular letters to branches
nd perhaps a few leaflets:

en badges, posters and
ickers, but no action.
2) ‘Affiliated unions shall

ot hold or participate in secret
ots on union membership

eement under conditions
(li ,down in the Employment
E

. —But will affiliated unions
ss a determined unionisation
ive and fight to establish
sed shops in the traditional
y in defiance of the Tebbit
? The TUC formula am-
ts to in fact to an abandon-
ent of the fight to establish
%0 trade union membership
- just what Tebbit want to
thieve. And no proposals
spelled out for the defence
existing closed shops against

ebbit’s plan for imposing
gular ballots.

-

the way the unions operated
anged.

Now the pressures of inter-
tional capitalist competition

ds the bosses to demand
at union leaders join them

reasserting control over the
floor. Do you want to
pe the model trade wunion
he ruling class are aiming for?
ook at the EPTU. The union
1achine is a major weapon in
he hands - of the employers.
llectricians who don’t want to
ave their cards revoked and
yse their jobs can only protest
t the scab leaders of their
nion if they wear masks to
revent being recognised!
he bosses want that through-
ut the labour movement.

For the union leaders there
3 no half-way house between
urrender and struggle — a
ight to defend trade unions, and
herefore, ultimately, against
e system that demands
he subordination of the unions.

To see preserving the union
jnds as the major consideration

a recipe for surrender. It

«dmmy Sgpe v W TWWOEVRSS T TR T T TES T

3) ‘Affiliated unions shall
observe Congress policy and
not seek or accept public funds
for union ballots under the 1980
Employment Act ballot funds
scheme.’

—The TUC is deliberately
vague about what would happen
to a right wing union which
did accept funds __ as it appears
to be the case now with the
actors’ union Equity. Will they

be expelled from the TUC?

But, possibly more important,
the TUC leaders raise not a
voice in defiance of the tradi-
tional methods of workers’
democracy __ shows of hands
at mass meetings ___ in oppof¥-
tion to the Tory strategy of
balloting individual members
by post __ in the isolation of
their own homes.

4) A call for ‘closer working

between Unions’ in disputes.
‘The further aim, wherever

possible, should be to co-
ordinate and concert negot.xa-

‘tions and industrial action’.

—This poses as a challenge
to the moves by Tebbit and
Prior to render ‘secondary’
strikes, picketing and blacking
illegal: but all of the evidence
of recent ‘close working be-
tween Unions’' has been of
General Secretaries ganging
up against the rank and file
workforce to sell-out struggles
on pay, jobs and conditions.

Socialists of course support
inter-union solidarity and the
spreading of strikes: but the
fundamental problem in achie-
ving this is to win the solidarity
of union officials for the strugg-
les conducted by their members
on the shop floor. There is no
reason to believe this would be
greater after Tebbit’s Bill be-
comes law than it is now.

5) Empowering the General

MAY 14 1980 was the last time the TUC organised any
concerted action against Tory anti-union laws. But in the
run up to this ‘day of action’ a witch-hunted Len Murray
and other union bureaucrats spent most of their time
denying it was a day of strike action and attempting to
restrict workers to lunch-hour meetings. Despite this,
Fleet Street newspapers were halted by a printworkers
strike and the day proved to be a massive show of
industrial resistance across the country.

leads to a policy of paying
up when fines are imposed,
and of disciplining militants,
for fear of having heavier fines
put on or union assets seized.

But the wunion treasury
— 80 seldom used to aid militant
struggle — is the God of the
union bureaucrat. Already
Jack Jones, one of the most
left wing of union leaders,
has been prepared to pay the
Tory court’s fine.

Trade Unionism, as a fighting
organisation serving the in-
terests of the rank and file,
must be protected from the
union bureaucrats as well as
from the Tories.

We need a major offensive
against . the Industrial Re-
lations Act from the rank and
file — and the militant rank
and file itself will have to or-
ganise that offensive.

Councils of Action, linking
up militants in each area,
are necessary. In some locali-
ties, Trades Councils or local
Liaison Committees may be
able to fill the functions of a

Jones h patd fme

Council of Action. If not,
an independent Council of
Action must be organised.

Had an organised, nation-
wide, militant rank and file
movement existed last
there need have been no de-
mobilisation when the Five
were freed. We could have
continued the fight — and we
would have smashed the Act
and the Government, too.

Now we need a drive for
Councils of Action, an effort
to develop a programme of

week

LEN MURRAY and SOGAT leader Bill Keys have been
given a blank cheque by the TUC General Council to

engage in back-room talks and seek out some form of
deal with Tory Employment Secretary Tom King on the
next set of anti-union legislation.

- They will no doubt go into the talks tooled up with
persuasive arguments designed to shake the Tories’
confidence. Their main line of approach? TUC right
wingers have castigated the King Bill, with its extensive
provision for compulsory ballots before strike action, as
‘a Trots’ Charter’ which will hand increased powerto
unofficial shop floor leaderships and make it harder for
full time union bureaucrats to intervene and sell out

strikes!

Council, on receipt of a request
from a union faced by legal
action, to:

‘i) co-ordmate action by other
affiliated unions insupport of
the union in difficulties, in-
cluding, if necessary, calling
for industrial action against
the employer concerned,
or more widely.

11) to provide financial assis-
tance to a union which ex-
periences severe financial prob-
lems as a result of damaging
actions.’

—But this whole , militant-

sounding proposal relates
to unions under attack after
Tebbit’'s Bill becomes law!

This is not so much a fight
against Tebbit but dishing out
aspirins for the wounded after
the fight has been lost.

6) Financial assistance for
unions faced with legal action
for pursuing existing TUC Dis-

d councils of action

preparation, of action, and of
struggle for democratisation
within the labour movement.

There can be no compliance
with any union leadership which
revokes the credentials of a
militant steward on the say-so
of the bosses’ Court. Strike
action is the normal response
to victimisation of militants.

As for the seizure of union
funds — if they seize union
funds, workers can seize fac-
tories. If the leaders won't

. fight, the rank and file must.
We must fight for an under- [}

standing in the Labour move-
ment that the Tory monster
will continually sprout new
‘heads’ or regrow old ones
until we hit it at the heart and
smash the system, replacing
it with a working class social-
ist system. R is capitalism
which is attacking trade unions.
We must settle with capitalism,
and arm the movement to
defend trade unions with the
understanding that it is either
the laws of capitalism that are
smashed or the unions.

putes Principles and Proce-
dures.

—Once again conceding that

Tebbit’s Bill will be put on the
statute books, and that the main
beneficiaries of the TUC’s
‘action’ programme will be the
legal profession pocketing fat
fees.

7) ‘No trade union member
of an industrial tribunal or the
Employment Appeal Tribunal
should serve on cases arising
from the application of a union
membership agreement or
arrangement.’

—In plain English this means
that wunion bureaucrats will
continue to sit on Industrial
Tribunals and a whole panoply
of collaborationist bodies with

-management and government

representatives, right up to the
NEDC level _ while the bosses
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THE Cause of Ireland is the best
left wing documentary on the
Northern Ireland  conflict.
. Perhaps uniquely among pro-

Republican accounts of the
B Cathohc revolt, it does not rely
[ on the gross oversimplifications
Jj common to the pro-Republican
— left. The Cause of Ireland

attempts to deal with the com-

B plexmes and problems for revol-
Jj utionary socialist politics in
8 Ireland created by the Protes-
tant working class’s hostility to
. nationalism.
. The uncensored version of
B the film is to have its London
Premiere at the Brixton Ritzy on
l Wednesday 7 December.

~

(L]

'— the Tyne Award. Geoff Bell

Unaomprom zsmg Tha tcher

sharpen the knife for use against
the shop floor.

8) A ﬁnancml levy of 10p
per member on all affiliated

‘unions to set up a ‘Campaign

and Defence Fund’.

—This is to pay the armies
of lawyers who will take over
negotiations and to finance a
stream of ineffectual leaflets
and posters justifying the TUC’s
inaction.

Yet this bankrupt package
of surrender is being vaunted
by ‘left’ bureaucrats as a recipe
for struggle against Thatcher!

-------------
......

R]

The film was shown by -
Channel Four on October 3,

1983, after the Independent
Broadcasting Authority had
ordered four cuts to be made.
The uncut version was shown at
the Tyneside Film Festival,
where it was awarded first prize

and those involved in making
The Cause of Ireland, will be
present to discuss the issues
raised in the film.

*The Cause of Ireland’ and
‘A Free Country’, at the Ritzy
Cinema, Brixton Oval, Wednes-
day 7 December at 7.30 pm.

£2.00 membership),
- £1. 50w1th UB40 or student card.
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Discussion:

- The Left
councils

and council

workers

ISLINGTON ~ |
The GLC elections in May
1981 were followed by a concer-
ted effort, organised around
London Labour Briefing, to
secure left borough councils in
London after the elections in
May 1982. The effort was fairly
successful — most so in Isling-

ton, which since May 1982 has

been probably the most left wing
council in the country (‘Fortress
Islington’, for London Labour
Briefing).

But yet again the ‘local
government left’ settled for a
posture of general defiance,
rather than a hard-headed fight-
Ing strategy.

Old guard

Islington had previously been
the seat of the most hardened
old-style right-wing Labour
municipal corruption. New

‘applicants to join the Labour

Party were told that it was ‘full
up’. Nevertheless, new mem-

bers did join, and eventually

ousted the right wing after a
battle through the 1970s. In the
process, practically all the left-
wing activists in the borough
were drawn into the Labour
Party. It culminated in the
majority of the Labour council-
lors, and  all three of the
borough’s Labour MPs, going
over to the SDP. The Islington
Labour Left was by no means
incapable of fighting — so far as

" its politics permitted.

The 51 Labour councillors who
swept the SDP out in May 1982
were almost all leftists, many of
them leading figures in cam-
paigns, trade unions, and
tenants’ organisations in the
borough. A good many of them
would consider themselves

‘revolutionaries — a fair number
quite close to SO.

But in the debate on the
council manifesto, the ‘no rate

ANSED! '

Become a supporter of the Socialist
Organiser Alliance - groups are establi-
shed irf most large towns. We ask £1.50 a

month minimum (20p unwaged) contri-
bution from supporters.

| want to become a Socialist Organ-
iser supporter/ | want more inform-

ation.

Name .......cccociveerecrrecrnccrenenen. vraveanas
Address .......... ceevorersronsans ' ...;... ...... ke
Send to Socialist Organiser, 28

Middle Lane, London N8 8PL.

>

- In this second part of a
discussion article,
MARTIN THOMAS
analyses the record of
the Labour left in
local government.

rise’/confrontation strategy

(moved by SO supporters) had

been defeated. The manifesto
eventually said (and this is not to
caricature it) that Labour would
not make cuts; that Labour did
not like big rate rises: and if it
came to the crunch, well then,
there would be a problem,
wouldn’t there? <

In July 1982 a,,joint?heeting‘

of the council Labour Group and
of the Local Government Com-
mittee (the joint committee for
council affairs of tke Constitu-
ency Labour Parties:within ‘the
borough) voted for:a ‘no rate

rise’ “motiori put ‘by an SO

supporter. Over the following
months we struggled hard to
build an effective. confrontation
strategy on the basis of that
vote. It was soon clear, however,

that most of the people who had .

voted for the motion did so as a
gesture, and in reality saw‘rate
rises as inevitable. In spring
1983 the local Labour Parties
voted overwhelmingly to reject
our confrontation strategy and
support a 29.8% rate rise. |

Council leader Margaret
Hodge stressed:

Widespread

"‘The strategy we recommend
is for this year only. What we do
in future years will depend on
which party is in government.
We feel we can recommend a
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rate for this year, but the return
of a Labour Government will be
critical for our future, as people
democratically elected to imple-
ment a socialist manifesto. With
a Tory Government returned, we
may have to consider other
strategies.’’

Gay rights

With a Tory government

returned, however, in fact the
Labour councillors have retreat-
ed into a defensive, cowed
posture, with no strategy at all.
Stands like the council’s refusal
to gdelete union-labour-only
. clauses from
council
leadership talks about the need
to concentrate on the council’s
‘respectable’ achievements in
areas like "housing and play
down issues like gay rights.

Among the dozens of leftists
elected to the council in May
1982, by spring 1983 only two
would still argue with conviction

. against rate rises. The council

:has become a school in reform-

- -ism for the Islington new left . :

its contracts have.
*been dropped. The

It would be false, however, to

think of the retreats as being
imposed on the lacal labour
movement by a bureaucratic
elite. The discussion on the
1983-4 budget was pretty demo-
cratic. We* were not- 'supp
sed. We lost the argaments .

Nor is it a matter of the local

Labour Party niembers being

resolution-mongers rather than

campaigners. Not so. If they see
their way clear: politically, the
Islington Labour Parties are

well capable of cgmpaigning,
a¢ théy did for example around

the NHS pay dispute.
The problem is the lack of
ideological clarity running

through the whole labour move-
ment, including the left.

THE GLC AND BRIEFING:
‘STRIKING THE FLAG’

Meanwhile, within a year of |

the May 1981 election, the

Labour GLC’s fighting stance

had already crumbled.

Two episodes were crucial: *

the GLC coming out against Loti-
don Transport workers demand-

ded the fare increases ordered
by the Law Lords. .

Collapse

Again, the most serious thing
was perhaps not the council’s

was the capitulation of whole
sections of the Labour Left to the
council. Capitulating council-
lors can be dealt with. A moral
collapse by a big chink of the
Left weakens the labour move-
ment much more fatally.

~ Socialist Organiser wrote an
open letter to London Labour
Briefing:

‘Against your own Dbetter
Judgement, you are now again
-allowing your policy to be
decided for you by those who
are — however reluctantly —

ing a wage rise, and the GLC
voting for a budget which inclu-

capitulation to the Tories. It

S
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trapped in local government
administration. This is no way to
build and sustain a serious

Labour Left.

“You talk about doing better
next time, in a different fight
later. But if the GLC left will not
fight for its major manifesto
plank, what will it fight for?
Comrades, the class struggle is
always now. The struggle now is
decisive for organising and
training a serious Left that can
secure the socialist future.

"‘Pass up that struggle, strike
your flag in deference to the
established leaders who are
refusing to give a militant lead,
confine yourself now to talk of
what you will do in another fight
in the future, and unavoidably
you contribute to perpetuating
the vacuum of militant political
leadership in the labour move-
ment.’’

THE POLITICS OF GESTURE
Speaking to Socialist Organis-

-er in June 1983, Ken Living-

stone struck a very different
note from in 1981. ~

"‘The GLC has a very limited
range of responsibilities and
powers, and  nothing that the
Labour GLC does challenges the
striicture of- society. It raises
issues, it promotes campaigns,
it makes small shifts in wealth

res-.-u?f. " — they’re alt things that a

Thatcher government could live

“with if the truth weére told - . .

“‘Local government is not
going to bring down central
government. It never has been
a :poﬁgibhiljty. At 'the*end of the

" day ybu run inté the problem
-that- if-you openly try and chal-

lenge the law, your officers
won't carry out your instruc-

~ tions.. ..,

: T
““There’'s .a very .limited
amount youcando'’. «

t . ¥

1

Ireland-*

*

Likewise, Graham Bash of

London Labour Briefing, ques-

tioned by SO. (6.1.83) on his
balance sheet” of the ‘“GLC,

Y 2

argued that:, .
~.“‘The GLC campaign has been
a sucCess. The GLC is generally

‘seen to be under thecontrol of

the left. . Ken Livingstone’s
role on the Irish issue, for exam-

- ple, has been . absolutely
~ crucial.”” o
. _.Ken Livingstone’s willingness

.to speak out on issues like Ire-

land and gay rights does him
credit, and is of benefit to the
left. 'But it is radical-liberal
politics, not secialist politics. In
its heyday the Liberal Party had
a fair number of radical maver-
icks prepared to speak out on
such issues. It makes little sense

to condemn such radicals bitter-

ly for not being Marxists, or to
deny the positive effects of their
assaults on the establishment. It
makes even less sense to accept
such activities as a substitute for
socialist politics.

The labour movement should
not accept responsibility for
running the bourgeois struc-

. tures of local government on

-

»
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the basis that by doing so it gets
a chance to make a few radical
gestures. For the movement to
do so is to renouce socialist,

class-struggle aims in favour of
radical liberalism.

Moreover, the logic that led -

from the concept of the GLC as
‘‘a bastion of power for the
labour movement’’ to the con-
cept of it being essentially
powerless but a good platform
for political gestures, leads
further still. From the gestures
justifying  the councillors’
existence, the next step is for
the councillors’ existence to
justify dropping the gestures.
This logic can be seen operat-

ing in the GLC’s decision to

invite Royalty to open the
Thames Barrier, for example.

THE LEFT COUNCILS AND
COUNCIL WORKERS

Some of the radical-liberal
stances taken are courageous
and deserving of full support.
But some are not. - ,

The local government left’s
strategy, logically spelled out, is
one of local councils creating a
string of ‘fortresses’ or ‘bastions
of power’, eventually to be
crowned by an AES-type left
Labour government, which will
erode the power of capitalism in
favour of ‘popular planning’.

Industrial action

Industrial struggle does play a
role in this strategy. Indeed,
local government leftists some-
times give it an exaggerated
role (to draw the conclusion that
there is nothing much they can
do unless the industrial ‘big
battalions’ move first). The
point, however, is that industrial

action is seen as important in

this strategy only to the extent
that it promotes the creation of
the ‘bastions of power’ — bring-
ing down Tory govermments,
sustaining Labour govern-
ments, supporting councils and
their initiatives, etc.

Industrial action that does not
fit into this schedule can be, and
sometimes is, regarded with

hostility — as primitive trade-

unionism disrupting the more

important political fight for
socialism. Left Labour councils’

attitudes to their own workers —
for example, the attitude of
Haringey council to the recent
NALGO dispute there, and the
attitude of most left Labour
councils to the residential care
workers’ dispute — illustrate
this.

. The logic is as follows. Until
the industrial big battalions
sweep away the Tory govern-
ment, the Labour councils have

to operate within limited resour-

ces. They should use those
limited resources as best they
can to the benefit of the working
class. But under-fives, or old
people, are more deserving
claimants for these resources
than = reasonably well-waged
council workers. Therefore,
oppose the council workers.
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In 1979 Camden council did
make a separate settlement with
its workers on their £60/35 hour
claim. Ken Livingstone asked
in SO, ‘‘Should Labour councils
surrender their rights to nego-
tiate wages to Tory-controlled
national bodies?’’ But the left
Labour councils have: continued
to do just that.

“General good”

And in July 1981, as mention-
ed above, the GLC came into
direct conflict with LT under-
ground workers over their pay
claim. SO commented (11.7.81):

"“The Left council has chosen
to administer. London Transport
for the ‘general good’ (i.e. by
cutting fares) and to cut loose
from the interests of the tube
workers who say that such
improvements should not be at
their expense . . .

‘“Have Ken Livingstone and

all the rest done a political
about-turn? Have they swung to
the right?

““No. They are no different

from what they were when they

were elected. The Manifesto
contains many good policies,
many pro-working class meas-
ures, and a statement of the
GLC’s intention to take on the
Tories. But the fact that it
could all disappear like this

when the tube workers’ claim

came up reveals a lack of a clear
set of principles behind it.

"“The issue is the same in
essence as that involved in the
decision of Lambeth, Camden,
etc., to go for rate increases
which cut living standards as a
supposed way round a confron-
tation: the same choice is

involved of administering an
area as benevolently as possible

within the limits and terms set
by the Tory government. Choos-
ing to be administrators, the
Left are set on the road to ceas-
ing to be militants.’’

Here the local government left
strategy comes into direct
opposition to
socialism. Socialism cannot be
won by building up Labour
bastions within capitalism, but
only by the revolutionary over-

‘throw of the profit system. The

preparation for that overthrow
comes principally through the
self-education of the working
class in struggle, not through
the enlightening efforts of left-
wing municipal administrators.
The self-mobilisation of the
working class cannot, and must
not, be subordinated to the pre-

determined schedules of a
‘political’ elite.
Bastions
Trying to be ‘bastions of

power for the labour move-
ment’ within the limits granted
them by the established
arrangements, the GLC and
other left councils have gone in
heavily for local AESs, council
aid to cooperatives, and decen-
tralisation of services.
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The practical effects of the
‘local AESs’ as regards jobs are
minimal. Islington council has
proudly plastered the borough
with posters claiming to have
created 125 jobs. A sign above
the town hall entrance informs
us that there are nearly 20,000
unemployed in Islington! The
GLC’s claim is even more
derisory — 500 jobs created in
the whole area. |

This practical criterion is not
all-important. Marxists have
always argued that the immed-
iate material gains of a struggle
are not as important as the polit-
ical gains, in terms of self-
confidence, organisation, and
awareness of the working class.
No such gains have come from
the local AESs. On the contrary.

The GLC’s ‘Greater London
Enterprise Board’ is based on a
naive, ill-defined push for more

‘worker involvement in manage-

ment’. They deplore the fact
that in this respect, ‘‘British
industry is backward . . . com-
pared even with countries such
as Japan (!) . . . lags far behind
European industry. The GLEB
concept of Enterprise Planning
attempts to remedy some of
these deficiencies by offering
employers an incentive to enter
into joint planning with their
employees . . ."’

It also, of course, offers
employees an incentive to enter
into joint planning with their
employers — to cooperate in
redundancies and wage cuts for
the sake of saving some jobs
with GLC aid — or to become
employers themselves, through
a co-operative, and make their
own redundancies and wage
cuts.

In a recent polemic in Socialist
officials John
Palmer and Hilary Wainwright
offer as their best example of
how the GLC jobs strategy can
work, Lee Coopers in Romford,
where 140 women were sacked
. . . but ten of them formed a
co-op with GLC help. That’s a
claimed success. The admitted
failures include the Third Sector
co-op in Willesden. This co-op
was formed with less than a
third of the previous workforce
when the previous owners,
GEC, wanted to close down. It

50p for a single copy,
40p per copy for 5 or
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pay: this lays no basis for union action on Tory

Tory councils cut services: ‘Left’

then collapsed in a welter of cor-
ruption.

To improve services in their
‘bastions’ or ‘fortresses’ of
socialism, the lert councils have
gone for decentralisation. Done
within a strictly limited budget,
this is likely to lead the councils
into conflict with the urions.

pecentralisation is desirable.
(For that matter, co-ops are not
always to be condemned out of
hand). But the left councils
propose it, not as a part of a
programme for improved ser-
vices which has as its centre a
serious class struggle for more
resources, but as an alternative
to that struggle. Some leftists
explicitly define decentralisation
as a preliminary to the fight
against central government:
the existing services, they say,
are so bad that no-one wil
defend them; therefore, they
must be improved first before
we can confront the Tories. For
the council workers, this gener-
ally comes down to the message:
you must work harder if your
jobs are to be saved. Not a very
socialist message.

rate in
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creases cut living standards

In contrast to their frequent
impatience with their lower-
paid workers, the left councils
have been very respectful to
their  top-paid permanent
officials. Their usual way of
dealing with them is to create
more £15,000-a-year jobs and fili
them with socialists. Unless
these new socialist officials are
put onto the high salary scales,
the councillors explain, they
won't have the necessary
authority. The irony of paying
people £15,000 a year to pro-
mote socialism, and this at a
time when the councils are being
far from generous to their lower-
paid workers, seems to escape
them.

Essentially the leftist coun-

cillors are applying an attitude

to the top officials of ‘if you
can’t beat them, join them’ —
and dragging a lot of socialist
academics and intellectuals into
that attitude with them.
Nowhere has a left council
sought to develop a joint cam-
paign of agitation with the coun-

¢cil unions against the power of
the

senior officials — for
measures of workers’ control

BIENER within the council departments,
™M for equalisation of wages, etc.

50p ]

The left councils have also
developed a virtual new bureau-
cracy on the fringes of the labour
movement: law centres, unems-

ployed centres, permanently-

more, gntl 30p per copy staffed community groups of
for 20 or more, from one sort or another. On the basis

~ Employment  Unit, of these, a ‘community politics’

Southwark CVS, 135
Rye Lane, London

has developed which largely
consists of these paid officials
talking to each other. To have
the paid officials is desirable,

-
e

SE15. Cheques payable
to Southwark CVS.
Please add an amount
for postage.

just as it is desirable for trade
unions to have paid officials. But
"a struggle against bureaucrat-
. ism is necessary too, just as in
B the trade unions.

i Continued next week

.h.

ON Saturday November 19, ab-
out 70 of Peter Sedgwick’s
friends gathered in Leeds to pay
tribute to him.

Peter had from his earliest
political days at Oxford possess-
ed a huge shambling intellect
livened by flashes of gentle wit.
His tragic death robbed the Brit-
ish labour movement of one of
its most original and humane
thinkers.

His articles on George Orwell
provided many in the Marxist
movement in the late 1960s with
a new vision of that great writer,
rescuing his works from the
hands of the anti-communists.

In his translations of Victor
Serge and in his struggles to

World
wide
class
struggle

JOHN Lowery (SO1>6) aoes a
great service to those of us who
have long sought in vain for any
clear political basis to the inco-

herent tirades of SO’s “anti-
imperialist™, “internationalist’’
critics.

Comrade Lowery spells it ou’
“To focus on the relationship
between the working class and the
capitalist class in Argentina is to

miss out the whole role of imper-

ialism . . .”” At last we have it.
The crucial question in Argen-
tina (and, presumably any other

supposedly “underdeveloped™
country — which Argentina isn’t
anyway, but that’s another

matter) is not the class struggle
between labour and capital, but
the relationship between nations

of the ‘“developed” and ‘“‘under-

developed” worlds.

That’s what is meant by “an
analysis of the struggle world-
wide”, and ‘‘a struggle on the
world scale against imperialism”.

This sort of pseudo-interna-
tionalism has nothing to do with
Lenin or Trotsky, who started
from a world overview, but invar-
iably focused their conclusions on
the class struggle within both
imperialist nations.

Lowery’s approach has much
more in common with ‘“develop-
ment” theoreticians like Baran,
Frank and most explicitly Waller-
stein. It leads directly to popular
frontism (often under the guise
of the ‘“anti-imperialist united
front”) and is ideally suited to
Stalinist/State Capitalist “solu-
tions”’ for the third world.

It is precisely this kind of
“anti-imperialism” that Stanley C.
Raptis was debunking (S0155)
and methinks Harry Stoan (SO
156) doth protest too much.

| JIM DENHAM
Birmingham
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Send letters to Socialist Organiser,
28 Middle Lane, London N8. No
longer than 400 words please:

longer letters are liable to be cut.

Tribute to
Peter Sedgwic
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bring this strange libertarian
communist figure more to the
centre of the Marxist stage,
Peter was positing his own
vision of the struggle for
socialism.

Peter Sedgwick was an enemy
of humbug and rhetoric. He took
on many of the puft adders ot
fashionable socialism, in parti-
cular in the field of psychiatry,
and effectively exposed them.

Although for many years a
member of International Social-
ism (now the Socialist Workers
Party), he was never a party
hack. He once stood up at a
public meeting to congratulate
Tony Cliff on the publication of
his second volume on Lenin,
saying that it was the best
piece of autobiography that
Tony Cliff had ever written.

Unions
Many at the meeting paid

- tribute to Peter from the trade
unions, the universities, and the

women’s movement.

I will remember him last a few
short months ago on the Aire
Valley Yarns demonstrations.
He always had a kind word for
his many friends in differing pol-
itical movements. He will be
sadly missed. :

GARTH FRANKLAND,
Leeds.

THE letter by Colin Foster in SO

155 states that ‘‘the ‘balance of

forces’ in Argentina depends
entirely on the development of
the socialist working class move-
ment — and on its ability to
focus ruthlessly on its own class
interests and programme, rather
than subordinating those to the
‘balance of forces’ between

camps in world politics’”’ —

these camps being categorised
earlier as ‘imperialism’ and ‘the
masses’.

He also states that it is not
sensible to try ‘‘to deny the
boost that the war gave to the
Tories by saying that a working
class comeback is still a threat to
them.””

Therefore, following his own
reasoning, there is no point in
struggling in any way on a
national or international level
against one’s own ruling class or
against imperialism — a concept
he seems to deny in its entirety.

He describes a situation
point in time with
a mere possibility of mobilising
at a national level to better the
situation by replacing military
dictatorship by bourgeois civil-
ian governments.

Does he not realise that both
these forms of government
represent the capitalist ruling
class? (Or does he deny the
existence of capitalism?).

What he offers is nothing but
reformism — he describes in

R T i e i bt T T T

fi

P i e e e SRR T T I

|

- Cme ateee 4, m- T ————

-

Fulham
tenants’
fight

COUNCIL tenants on a housing

estate in Fulham, which the
local council proposed to sell off,
voted last week to stay on the
estate and continue their cam-
paign to force the council to
modernise it.

Hammersmith and Fulham
Council proposed last week to
sell the estate with vacant
possession to a property devel-
oper and use the capital receipt
to finance improvements on
another run-down estate in the
Borough.

The Tenants’ Association
discussed the proposals at a
packed meeting attended by
70-80 people on Monday night
and voted overwhelmingly to
stay on the estate and fight for
the modernisation they were
promised as long ago as 1981.

Local Labour Councillor Ian
Harrison, told the meeting that
the sale would not benefit any of
the residents of the estate.

They would be moved off to
other estates, many of which
suffer similar problems, and it
would take five to ten years to
find them all new homes given
the severe housing shortage in
the Borough. |

He quoted from a Housing
Committee report which stated
that the demolition of two blocks
on the estate (and there are 9)
‘‘would mean the loss of 69 units
and would probably require two
years to decant, during which
time the large sections of
boarded up units on the estate
would have a very depressing
effect.”’

Councillor . Harrison con-
demned the proposals as ‘‘an
attempt to gentify Fulham’’. He
said, ‘‘The Tories are saying
there is not enough money to
provide decent homes for the
ordinary working people of Ful-
ham but there is enough
provide expensive flats for the
Chelsea set, who they would like
to see moving in. It's a sort of
class apartheid and it is not sur-
prising the tenants will have nc
truck with it.”’

Labour will be calling for the
resignation of Tory Housing
Chairman when the issue is dis-
cussed at the Housing Commit.
tee this Tuesday and at the full
Council meeting on Wednesday.

IAN HARRISON

“No pointin struggle:

order to accept. He embraces &
form of nationalism which by
not subordinating its own inter
ests to the needs of the masses
at an international level is nc
better than the bland statements
of any of the right wing hacks o
the Labour Party’s Healeys o
Hattersleys.
ents are

His argum mer

casuistry and should be rejectec
out of hand.

RON HOGC
Garfortl

New pamphlet, 50p; latest TS(
bulletin, 30p, plus postage
From TSC, BM Box 5965

| London WCIN 3XX,
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*Organise the left to beat back the Tories’ attacks!
No to attacks on union rights; defend the picket
line; no state interference in our unions! No to any
wage curbs. Labour must support ail struggles for
better living standards and conditions.
*Wage rises should at the very least keep up with
price, -increases. For a price- index calculated by
working class organisations, as the basis for clauses
in all wage agreements to provide automatic
monthly rises in line with the true cost of living for
the working class. The same inflation-proofing
should apply to state benefits, grants and pensions.
*Fight for improvements in the social services, and
against cuts. Protection for thase services against
inflation by automatic inflation-proofing of expen-
diture. For occupations and supporting strike action
to defend jobs and services.

*End unemployment. Cut hours,not jobs. Fight for

a 35 hour week and an end to overtime. Demand
work-sharing without loss of pay. Organise the
unremployed — campaign for a programme of useful
public works to create new jobs for the unem-
ployed.

*Defend all jobs! Open the books of those firms
that threaten closure or redundancies, along with
those of their suppliers and bankers, to elected trade

union - committees. For occupation and blacking

action to halt the closures. For nationalisation
without compensation under workers’ management.:
*Make the bosses pay, not the workmg class.
Millions for hospitals, not a penny.for ‘defence’!
Nationalise the banks and financial institutions,
without compensation. End the interest burden on
council housing and other public . services.

*Freeze rent and rates.

*Scrap all immigration controls. Race is not a
problem: racism is. The labour movement must
mobilise to drive the fascists off the streets. Purge
racists from positions in the labour movement.
Organise full support for black self-defence. Build
workers’ defence squads. |

*The capitalist police are an enemy for the workmg

class. Support all demands to weaken them as a
bosses’ striking force: dissolution of special squads

Where we stand

Platform of Cannon-Trotsky faction

RECENTLY Socialist
Organiser reported the laun-

ching of Socialist Action, a
public faction of the Ameri-

can Socialist Workers Party in
opposition to the bureaucrat-
ic SWP leadership (headed by
Jack Barnes) and its headlong
abandonment of Trotskyism
in favour of Castro’s Stalinist
politics.

In this situation it may be
useful for readers to see how
other opponents of the

‘Barnes leadership have voiced

their criticism of -the SWP’s

‘trade union orientation and

international politics. One
grouping which raised such
positions in particularly sharp
form — and were summarily
expelled in 1982 for the
‘crime’ of forming an (inter-
nal) faction — is based in
Minneapolis around veteran
Teamster militant Harry De
Boer.

We reprint here the dec-
laration of the ‘Cannon-Trot-
sky Faction’.
At

1. We call for a return to party

democracy and an end to the
repressive methods carried out
by the leadership of the Socialist
Workers Party against the mem-
bership. Such methods should
not exist in a revolutionary
party.

National Committee elections
are rigged. Opposition political
tendencies are outlawed. Policy
decisions are determined by the
leadership in secret and not
submitted to the members for
approval. Critics of the leader-
ship’s policies are driven out of
the party, threatened or put on

trial. All key local branch
decisions are made by the
national leadership rather than
by the branches.

The control commission,
which is supposed to defend
party democracy, is used by the
leadership to terrorise and
silence any opposition.

We call on the party leader-
ship to lift the threats made at
.the February plenum against the
12 party members who were told
they had forfeited their right of
membership. We call for a
massive effort to re-recruit the
working class fighters who quit
the Socialist Workers Party over
the last five years, largely
because of the party’s policies in
the labour movement and its
methods of treating comrades.

2. We believe in the need for a
socialist America and world. We
are supporters and defenders of
the Fourth International. In the
current world economic crisis,
there are growing opportunities
among
because of the leadership’s
policies, those opportunities
are being squandered. The party
leadership has dropped the
transitional programme. It is
in the process of revising Lenin,
and it is abandoning the theories
of Trotsky. We call for a return
to revolutionary theory and
method.

3. We advocate that the party
fight on behalf of the workers.
The party’s methods in the
labour movement today are self-
defeating. @ The leadership
encourages members on the job
to qmckly reveal their member-
ship in the party, leading to
wholesale victimisations. The
leadership counsels party mem-
bers to abstain from participa-
ting and leading on-the-job
struggles, further isolating our
members.

our co-workers, but

The leadership encourages
members to lecture co-workers
on the party’s policies, which

- only antagonises workers. The

party leadership systematically

yanks members out of work-

laces before they can get estab-
lished, transferring them from
city to city so that they have no
bases anywhere and httle under-
standing or connections with the
class they seek to organise.

Loyal party members and long
time party builders who do not
take industrial jobs are driven
out of the party. The party
leaders have little understand-
ing of trade union principles.
They advocate crossing picket
lines and did so themselves
during the strike by the Pro-
fessional Air Traffic Controllers
Organisation (PATCO). A party
member who advocated using
union buses for a union demon-
stration was.expelled.

The party leaders no longer
seriously promote a labour party
in the United States. Despite the
worsening layoffs, the party
leadership does not have a plan
to organise the unemployed.

Today, the party leadership
has lost confidence in the
workers. Under the leadership
of the party’s founder, James P
Cannon the party had a reputa-

~tionas a flghter for the working

class. We call for a return to that
tradition.

4. We call for a return to
workers’ internationalism. The
party leadership opposed
demonstrations in support of
the Polish workers, at a time
Solidarity desperately needed
such support. We call for uncon-
ditional defence of the Cuban
revolution against

party leadershrp cover-up of
Cuba’s major shortcomings.
Cuba supported the Polish
bureaucracy’s crackdown on the
Polish workers and the imposi-

American
 Imperialism, but we oppose the

tion of martial law. Cuba’s
internal regime is undemo-
cratic. The party leadership’s
practice of cover-up betrays the
Cuban revolution.

5. We call for an end to sec-
tarianism in the Socialist Work-
ers Party. Sectarians put their
own narrow interests above the
workers. The party leadership is
more interested in pushing its
sectarian line on Cuba than
building a mass anti-war move-
ment opposed to US intervention
in the Caribbean, including
Cuba. The party leadersth
follows a sectarian course in the
trade unions, women’s rights
movement and the movements
of the national minorities,

including Black, Chicano and

Indian.

6. The grouping responsible
for the party’s disastrous
policies and methods is led by
Jack Barnes. These pohcws
contmually zig-zag. The group-
ing is a clique, loyal to Barnes
rather than a political perspec-
tive.

It is a secret faction that has
never spelled out its positions
before a convention, merely
carried them out afterwards.

The Barnes faction has no
experience or base in the labour
movement and none of its
leaders have proven themselves
in a working class battle. Vir-
tually all of the party’s older
leadership are in opposition to

‘Barnes. These older members

are the ones with trade union

'expenence who have been tes-

ted in struggle. Not surprisingly
the Barnes leadership is trying
to drive them out of the party.

7. It is time to fight back. Des-
pite the party crisis, we are con-
fident the American workers and
the world working class will win.

- If you believe in the need for

building a revolutlonary party,
we encourage you to join our
faction.

* (SPG Special Branch, Mi5, etc), public accoun-
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*Free abortion on demand. Women'’s equal right to
work ‘and full equality for women. Defend and
extend free state nursery and childcare provision,

Agamst attacks on gays by the state: abolish all
laws which discriminate against lesbians and gay
men; for the right of the gay community to organise
and affirm their stand publicly.

*The Irish people — as a whole — should have the
right to determine their own future. Get the British
troops out now! Repeal the Prevention of Terrorism
Act. Political status for Irish Republlcan prlsoners as
a matter of urgency.

*The black working people of South Africa should
get full support from the British labour movement
for their strikes, struggles and armed combat against
the white supremacist regime. South African goods
and services should be blacked.

*It is essential to achieve the fullest democracy in

the labour movement. Automatic reselection of MPs

during each Parliament and the election by annual
conference of party leaders. Annual election of all
trade union officials, who should be paid the
average for the trade.

*The chaos, waste, human suffermg and misery of'

capitalism now — in Britain and throughout the
world — show the urgent need to establish rational,
democratic, human control over the economy, to

mnake the decnswe sectors of industry social prop-

erty, under workers’ control. The strength of the
labour movement lies in the rank and file. Our
perspective must be working class action to raze the
capitalist system down to its foundations, and to
put a working class socialist alternative in its place —
rather than having our representatives run the
system and waiting for crumbs from the tables of
the bankers and bosses.

Official badge of the
‘Save the Mole' cam-
paign. 25p or £2 for
ten, from N.Barstow
165 Liverpool R4,
Londoa N1.

- Monday
7. 30pm Central Library,

CABOUR Campaign for
Gay Rights. Contact: Mike,
659 2938 or Bob 341 0666.

GAY YS. Contact: Martin,
263 9484.

STOP Privatisation of BT.
Public meeting called by
Islington Labour Parties.
December 5,

SCOTLAND

Edinburgh.

Contact: Dave, 229,4591.
SO is sold at Muirhouse
(Sat. 10.30-12.30) and at
the First-of-May bookshop,
Candlemaker Row.
Glasgow.

Contact: Stan Crooke, 34,
Garturk St., G42. SO is
sold at Rutherglen shop-
ping arcade (Friday lunch-
time), Coatbridge shopping
arcade (Saturday lunch-
time), Maryhill dole (Tues-
day morning), and at the
West End bookshOp

| NorTH WEST

Hyndbun:r.
Contact: Accrington 395753
Liverpool.

Contact: 733 6663. SO is

sold at News-from-
Nowhere, Whitechapel and

at Prog'resswe Books Berry

St.

Manchester.

Contact: Tony, 273 5691.
SO is sold at Grass Roots
Books, Newton St., Picca-

dilly.

Rochdale.

Contact: c/0 28 Middle
Lane, London N8.

Stoke.

Contact: Paul Barnett,
328198.

Stockport.

~ Contact: 40 Fox St, Edgley.
SO is scld at Stockport
Market, (Saturday, 11.00-
12.30).

Fieldway Crescent N5.
Speakers include Jeremy

and POEU Executive mem-
ber.

Labour Committee on
Corbyn MP, Jock Campbell Ireland, BM Box 5355,

London WC1N 3XX

Saturday 17 December.

Coventry Socialist Organiser

Christmas Party and video

showing of ‘Framed Youth’.
Vauxhall Tavern, Days Lane,
Hillfields. 7.30pm Video and

discussion.

8.30 pm Buffet and Disco. Bar

Extension applied for.

Where to flnd
Socialist Organiser

Wirral.
Contact: Lol Duffy, 3 St.
James Court, Victoria

Rd., New Brighton, Mer-
seyside.

YORKSHIRE AND NORTH
EAST

Durham.

Contact: Andy, 64088. SO
is sold at
Co-op, New Elvet.
Halifax.

- Contact: 52156. SO is sold

at Hebden Bridge Books.
Harrogate.

Contact: Mark, 522542. SO
is sold at Harrogate Market
(Wednesday, Friday,
Saturday lunchtimes).
Huddersfield.

Contact: Alan Brooke, 59

Magdale, Honley, HD7 2LX -

Hull.

Contact: c/o0 28 Middle
Lane, London N8.

Leeds

Contact: Garth, 623322. SO
is sold at Books and Corner
Books, Woodhouse Lane.
Sheﬁﬁeld

Conract Rob, 589307. SO is
sold at Boots in Fargate

(Saturday, 12 to 1) and at
Independent Bookshep,

Community

Glossop Rd.

Sunderland.

Contact: ¢/o Durham.

York.

Contact: 414118. SO is sold
at the University (Friday
mornings), Coney St. (Sat-
urday mornings), the dole
office (most mornings) and
at Community Bookshop.

WALES AND WEST

Bristol.

Contact: c/o0 28 Middle
Lane, London N8. -
Cardiff.

Contact: 492988.

Taunton.

Contact: c/o 28 Middle
Lane, London N8.

MIDLANDS

‘Birmin gham.

Contact: Godfrey Webster,
169 Barclay Rd., Bears-
wood, Smethwick. SO is
sold at the Other Bookshop.

Coventry. Contact: Kerthf

76623. SO is sold at the
Wedge BookshOp |
Leicester.

Contact: Phil, 857908. SO
is sold at Blackthorme

Books, High Street.
Northampton.

Contact: Ross, 713606.
Nottingham.

Contact: Pete, 585640. SO

is sold at the Victoria

Centre, (Saturday, 11 to 1)
and at Mushroom Book-
shop, Heathcote St.

SOUTH

Basingstoke. |
Contact: c¢/o 28 Middle
Lane, London N8.

SO is sold at Good News
Bookshop, London Road.
Oxford.

Contact c/o0 28 Middle

Lane, London N8. SO is

sold at Tescos, Cowley

Rd., (Fridays 56 to 7),

Cornmarket (Saturdays,
11 to 1) and at EOA Books,
Cowley Road.
LONDON AREA

Brent [and NW]

- Contact: Mick, 624 1931

Camden.

Contact: Mike, 267 4806.
Hackney.

Contact 348 5941 or 802
0771. -

- 12.00-5.00 at
Labour

HOUNSLOW Socialist
Organiser day school.
Sunday December 4,
Hanworth
Hall. Includes:
‘Politics of SO’, The
Parliamentary Road, The
AES, and The Working
Class and Revolutionary
Politics.

Hounslow.

Contact: Chris, 898 6961.
Islington.

Contact: Nik, 278 1341.
Orpington.

Contact Siu Ming, 691 1141
Putney.

Contact: Tom, 789 7587.
Richmond

Contact: Nick, 876 6715.

" SE London.

Contact Siu Ming, 691 1141
Southwark Lambeth.
Contact: Jeff, 635 8468.

Tower Hamlets .

Contact: Susan, 377 1328.

SO is sold at the following
bookshops: Central Books,
Colletts, The Other Book-

shop, Bookmarks Book-

place, [Peckham Rd SE15]
Kilburn Books and Readlng
Matters [Wood Green
Shopping Centre].

London Educationals:
State and Revolution; The
Russian Revolution; The
USSR ' and .. Stalinism:.
Ireland: Why is the left
divided?. The above are a
planned series taking place
on Fridays, 6pm at the LSE,
East Buildmg 1st I“Ioor,
room E196.

Discussions on Imperialism
Thursdays, 7pm, at 214

- Sickert Conrt London N1.

-
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‘S fa ndard’ review shows w h y '"
‘Nasties’ Bill is
not so Bright !

A scene from “Video-
drome” — ironically not ¥
released on video §
cassettes,; the style is

anarchic, the argumen: EREEEEEENNENNY" - WEy
reactionary: but should [SEEEEEEENEETNEIES S -
it be censored? ENEEEEEUNENEEEE SN

.....

Censorship is bad, but ‘video nasties’ are worse. That’s the
attitude of many people whose normal stance is libertarian.

The revelation in a recent poll that four out of every ten
children have seen a ‘video nasty’ has added weight to the
demand for strict control. For it seems to be self-evident that
video nasties inevitably corrupt and brutalise people, acclimat-

ise people to the unspeakable; that a diet of horrors must

dehumanise to one degree or another. Video nasties are the
modern - equivalent of Ancient Rome’s savage gladiatoral
games.

The reaction against ‘video nasties’, however, threatens to
inaugurate a new age of general censorship in Britain. Graham
Bright’s Bill, now before Parliament with government backing,
will bring in general censorship. Isn’t there a better way to

TV review

Milking the

|
|
B
B
B
= International Community
|
B
B
B
B

control the video nasties?

When Alexander Walker, the respected film critic of the
London Evening Standard, raised the alarm about this last
week, he found himself subject to censorship. His article
appeared in the first (early afternoon) edition of the Standard
last Thursday, 17th, but was ripped out of the subsequent
editions by order of the top bosses. |

We reprint Walker’s piece here because it is an important
article and because we share his alarm.

SO YOU think ‘‘The medium is
the message’ «if you think at all,
that is, these days of video over-
kill when pictures are all that fill
the minds of the people.

But ‘‘The medium is the mon-
ster’’ is the revisionist message
that David Cronenberg’s new
horror film ‘Videodrome’ brings
to the big screen, even though I
guess it’s also available in a
cassette format you play at home
on your small screen.

- If so, the message will be
reinforced, for Videodrome is
all about the power of cassettes
not only to corrupt and deprave,
but to melt, eviscerate, digest
and otherwise do serious
damage to the health of the
viewer. .

Fortune favours the exploit-
ative. And the very week after
the Graham Bright Show in
Parliament, when MPs gave
convincing evidence of how
little they know about moving
images and how much they
fear, here is a fillm-maker’s
timely argument in favour of one
of the most restrictive and least
necessary Bills ever considered

by a British Parliament — the

Video Recordings Bill that Mr.
Bright is sponsoring.

Hero-victim

Thrills first, arguments
later. The hero-victim (James
Woods) of Videodrome is a
Canadian cable TV operator
doing what sounds like very
responsible work with a service
relayed to TV watchers called
Civic Vision. His own home

life, though, is a mess; his

morality is even grubbier.

To boost revenues, he scaven-
ges through the satellite trans-
missions from other countries
looking for new video shows to
buy, lease or, preferably, steal.

Up comes a show called
Videodrome, appasently

Equal Opportunities Day
for Lesbians and Gay Men
| in Nottingham
Saturday 3 December 1983
- 9.30am — 4.00 pm
Centre, Mansfield Road
~ Admission free
- Creche provided

. .

Reprinted

from
the

Standard _

beamed from Malaya. A sort of
‘snuff’’ situation-horror
spectacle in which people are

incarcerated in a torture cham-
ber and choose fancy ways of

dying, by scourging, electro-

cution, the usual gamut . . . All

human death is there.
‘‘Practically no production

"costs,”’ notes our entrepreneur

with a keen eye for the competi-
tive edge that our own Channel
4 would praise.

Then he finds the show orgin-
ates in America, is sponsored by
a media called Brian
O’Blivion (a close relation, it
seems to the late Marshalil
McLuhan) who hasn’t engaged
in normal conversation for 20
years, preferring ‘‘the mono-
logue’’ on video tape to get his
message to the world.

To get to the production HQ of
the show, situated in a down-
and-outs’ shelter called the
Cathode Ray Mission, where the
guinea-pig tramps spend their
time staring at endless reruns
of torture scenes, the smart
operator picks a seductive girl
(Debbie Harry, the singer)
whose tastes - are obvious
from the notches she encourages
her lovers to cut in her collar
bone.

She disappears. Where has
she gone? Well, into the show,
literally and visually, it appears.
For soon the hero’s own TV set
begins to ~make amorous
advances to him when he slips a
cassette into his VCR.

It bulges with mammary
promise. It shrieks with delic-
ious pain. It pouts its enticing
lips from the big close-up on
the screen to give him a big bed-
time kiss. .

The special effects are
ingenious and funny — and soon

fonease
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become fearsome as well. For
the cable operator gets hvoked
on video cassettes of Video-
drome and starts hallucinating,
imagining he’s a human VCR
and slipping a cassette into an
aperture that appears like some
obscene stigmata in his tummy.
Yes, we're into familiar
Cronenberg country here. This
film-maker feels homeliest when
next to the mortuary slab,
poking and pulling at the
innards and  stirring up the
viscera. The hero is soon stash-
ing a gun inside his guts — and

- pulling it out, all gobby and

gooey, when he goes beserk and
starts a moral clean-up of Those

Who Would Take Over Our -

Minds.
Like so many of these horror

movies made by cult directors,

the style is agreeably anarchic,

the argument disconcertingly
reactionary.

Not so disconcerting, though,
as Mr Bright’s Bill to impose a
super-censorship not only on
video cassettes in Britain, but
on film shows in the cinemas

too.
For make no mistake: this

Bill, a measure being rushed
through Parliament in reaction
to an artificially created moral
panic about what children
saw, see or might see on video
cassettes, is not going to differ-
entiate in its effects, whatever
its intentions, between what we
can currently see in public
cinemas and what we might
wish to show in the privacy of
our homes.

Reputable

The British
Association, a reputable trade
body, anxious only to keep their

Videogram '

counters clean for selling the

goods across them, have

succeeded in calling into being

all the latent desires endemic in

the English national character

to impose one’s own moral out-
look on one’s neighbour’s
private habits.

There were originally only

'''''
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half-a-<dozen or so video
‘‘nasties’’ that created a minor
problem — minor in relation to
the much greater nastiness that
takes human life daily on our
streets, with special attention, it
seems these days, to the lives of
children and young people. Now
some 6,000-7,000 video
cassettes are going to have to be
submitted to moral scrutiny
before you or I can see them.
Already the British Board of
Film Censors, which assumes
(probably rightly) that it will be
made the arch-watchdog, is

- taking on trainee examiners,

eyeing the storey above. its
present Soho Square premises,
and looking forward to the

‘bonanza that will roll into its tills

when the fees for certificating a
bare 200 feature films meant
annually for cinemas, are
supplemented by the scale of

charges proposed to license

7,000 video cassettes.

It’s a policeman’s dream:
no wonder the Yard's vice
squad has been so active touting
selected video ‘‘nasty’’ high-

lights around the European

legislatures to show to awed,
cowed and shocked law-makers.

Haven't they the patience, by
the way, to sit through the whole
video nasty, or would that risk
diminishing the shock of seeing
only the really nasty minutes in
it?

Can you imagine censoring
a book by only the dirty words or
dubious sentences in it?

My friends, we are in for such
a reign of intolerance as regards
publicly imposed morality as I
had never even guessed was
possible in a country not known
for its wisdom in such matters.

Beside this nightmare pros-
pect, Videodrome's fleshly
horrors are merely cleverclever
antics. Beside the police who
aim to control our minds and our
emotions, what can mere film-

 makers do to terrify us? -
Keep watching your screens:

the real horror show is just
beginning. ~

stereotypes

Alan Clinton, (Chief
Whip, Islington Council),
reviews ‘Struggle’
(Channel Four TV,
Sunday evening, Nov-

ember 27).

SUPPOSE that the national
government was taken over by a
group of humourless ideologues
dedicated to an experiment iIn
social engineering which included
the large-scale transfer of resour-
ces from poor to rich, and the

‘building of armaments up to a

suicidal level?

Suppose this group expressed
its philosophy only through
cliches derived from the justly

neglected works of the long for-

gotten economist Adam Smith, as
interpreted by dubious living aca-
demics such as Friedman and
Hayek?

Suppose that all this was com-
bined with the deliberate induce-
ment of mass unemployment and
the ‘exacerbation of social misery
and repression?

Suppose that the mass media
greeted all these horrifying
policies with virtually unanimous
support and described all those
who argued for active opposition
or for other policies as evil or
stupid or violent?

What do you think would be
the response to this of the enlight-
ened  Guardian-reading (and
writing) elements of our society?
How would they confront such an
appalling prospect?

Yes, you’ve guessed 1it.

They would launch a relentless

attack on any political ideas or

actions that suggested that there
might be alternatives to Smith
and Hayek. o

First of all they would attack
them as dangerous and subversive.
They would try to persuade the
average tertiary-educated
mortgage holder that though the
yellow press was crude, those who
they attacked were dangerous and
subversive, making it impossible

for people to sleep easy in their

beds. -
If these methods did not prove
entirely efficacious, they would
try to reinforce the ideas they had
established by using the merest
nod to reactionary prejudice In
order to fan the flames of ridicule
and satire.

Such is the basis of the new
‘sit com’ series on socialists in the
‘Town Hall’ by Peter Jenkins.

Through it the enlightened and |

the cynical — prepared no doubt
with a few hand me down bits of
reaction — are invited to laugh at
the earnest and the committed.
Of course it cannot be denied
that there is plenty to laugh -at.
There is always something faintly
ridiculous in seeing the middle
class and the educated trying to
‘do good’. There are plenty of
gestures made - by those who
started as student activists which

are silly and incongruous, but do
little harm.

Those of us who hold up all
our political activities and ideas to
public gaze do sometimes make
stupid nustakes wnich can be
subject to ridicule of the sort
exploited by Mr JenKins.

After this I suppose we must
expect to see gvery tiny faux pas
developed out of all recognition.
Every single error can then be
adapted into a system of
prejudices and attitudes not
normally thought acceptable in
the media, perhaps especially
on Channel 4.

So in this series we see as
Council Leader a rather half-
witted person in a college scarf
and cloth cap who talks in left
wing cliches and knows nothing
either about the working class or
the concerns of rate payers,
tenants and the like.

His followers include a
humourless feminist, and an anti-
racist black character who cannot
possibly be taken seriously. There
is even a pet ideologue and an old
Labour stalwart, confused but
loveable.

All other working class char-
acters having this mediated to
them through the Sun and the
Mail regard everything left-wing
councillors do as wicked or stupid
beyond belief. This applies partic-
ularly when they want to change
anything.

Chauffeur

Thus the Leader’s chauffeur
wants to retain his servile status
and the old lady protests with
mute incomprehension when he is
deployed to ‘delivering her meal
on wheels. ~

This disgust at left wing coun-
cillors who attempt to reverse the
true order of things is stated by
the only articulate working class
figure to appear so far, who of
course is the leader of the Coun-
cil’s Tory group.

This set of notions could
easily develop through a further
set of episodes. Every possible
stereotype could be developed
and milked dry.

. There is a lot more to be made

out of the assertion that left wing
councillors have no concern what:
ever for rate payers. There is of
course much to be said on rela:
tions with the trade unions, wha
make up ludicrous demands just
in order to see councillors squirm
in satisfying them. Issues like anti
racism and gay rights are certain
to raise a laugh when they are jus
mentioned. -

Of course it is not easy for &
sociatist councillor to respond tc
all this. We must be able to laugh
at ourselves, and we cannof
possibly deny that many of the
jokes at our expense are by nc
means wide of the mark.

Yet will we just be accused o
being humourless ideologues our
selves if we complain that satire
and ridicule has been added to al
the weapons. ranged against us’
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ANTIBIOTIC drugs have
probably saved millions of
lives since their discovery,
but nevertheless they have
their drawbacks.

Firstly, they affect organisms
that may be harmless or even
beneficial, as well as disease-
causing ones (pathogens).
Secondly, pathogens can often
acquire resistance to antibiotics,
a fact which can endanger the
patient and others.

It would therefore be nice to

know that other defences
against infection existed, and it
now seems that one of those
defences may well be the viruses
— objects of fear in their own
right.

Viruses are the simplest forms
of ‘life’. They consist of only a
few types of molecule, albeit
large ones. One molecule is the
DNA (or sometimes RNA, unlike
all other living things) that
carries the code for the handful
of protein molecules that make
up the rest of the virus. These
protein molecules form a protec-
tive coat for the DNA by fitting
together to make regular geo-
metric shapes, so that viruses
are more like crystals than any
other form of matter.

All viruses are parasites
which operate in a very effective
way. They enter a ‘host’ cell and
take over its protein-making
machinery, so that it starts mak-
ing the virus’s proteins. The
virus’s DNA is also copied many
times.

Proteins.

The proteins and DNA then
assemble themselves into new
viruses, rather like crystals
forming in a solution. The new
viruses are then released from
the dying host cell to infect new
cells. |

Viruses cannot infect just any
type of cell. Each species of
virus has a single or main
species of victim, though some
can also infect other species.
Thus, there are many different
animal viruses, plant viruses,
and... bacterial viruses.

These last are called the
bacteriophages (bacteria-eaters)

- By Les Hearn

General Microbiolog‘y) .
Smith and Huggins looked at
viruses that attacked certain

~ pathogens of the gut. These

were strains of E. coli, a normal-
ly harmless bacterium that
inhabits our guts in billions.

Such strains, known as E. coli-
K (for ‘killer’) can cause a
severe, even fatal, diarrhoea
in animals and humans.

This they do by producing a
poisonous chemical in their
outer coating which causes a
severe reaction in the body of

their host.

Smith and Huggians identified
phages which attacked only
E.coli-K and then gave these
phages to calves and piglets
together with E.coli-K in doses
high enough to cause death. But
whereas animals given just E.
coli-K died, the ones given
phages as well recovered quick-
ly from their diarrhoea.

Two other important discover-
ies were made at the same time.

It was found that, like anti-
biotic treatment, phage therapy
sometimes encouraged the
development of resistant bac-
teria, but these were much less
dangerous to the host than ordi-
nary E.coli-K. This is probably

- to do with the way the phages

or ‘phages’. Soon after their dis-

covery in 1915, research was

under way to see if they could

be used to combat infections.
This research was rather in-

conclusive, and the arrival of the

antibiotics drew attention away
from phages, but now some of
that research has been repeated
under more reliable conditions
(reported by H W Smith and M
M B Huggins in the Journal of
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attack the bacteria.

They seem to recognise E.
coli-K by the very same toxic
molecule that causes the illness
of the host. Change that mole-
cule slightly, and the phages
no longer recognise it, but

neither will it affect the anim-.

al’s body in the same way as
before.

Antibiotic-resistant bacteria
are usually just as deadly,
though.

The second finding was that
samples of faeces from phage-
treated animals did not cause
illness in other animal® even
though they contained enough
E.coli-K to cause a fatal infec-
tion. This was because they also
contained the phages that could
deal with the bacteria.

So, unlike antibiotic therapy,
where each infected animal
must be treated separately,
phages can spread just like the
original infection.

The only drawback with phage
therapy is that each species
of phage is effective for only one
strain of pathogen. So we will
have to discover lots of phages,
or even make them (a job for
the genetic engineers).

But if phage therapy can be
applied to other types of infec-
tion, it could even prove more
revolutionary than antibiotics.

Now, all we need are viruses
against viruses...!
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By Stan Crooke

AT THE time of writing, the
NGA, one of the smallest un-
ions in the country, faces
fines of at least £175,000 for
the Tories’ anti-
union laws, confiscation of its
assets, the possibility of being
sued by half a dozen news-
papers, and court cases
against many of its members
for alleged offences on the
picket line.

In stark contrast to this, Brit-
ain’s largest union, the TGWU, is
failing miserably to provide any-
thing like adequate support for
the strikers at the Carousel
factory in Glasgow’s East End,
who have been fighting for over

Fight the .

Scargill
proved
right

THE NUM claim, highlighted by

Arthur Scargill, that the Nation-
al Coal Board has embarked on

an escalating programme of pit

closures and job losses was con-
firmed last week (Wednesday
23 November) by figures
released by the NCB.

In the current financial year
ending in March, between 18
and 20 pits will have been closed
— more than twice last year’s
figure of nine, and more than
the 1980-81 figure of 11 pits.

The latest pit to be affected by
closure is Crompton, Lancashire
in the NCB’s Western Area,
which employs 500 miners.

Already eight pits have been
closed with five more agreed for
closure as well as one merger
and another to take place
shortly.

The current workforce of

188,000 has seen 18,000 job

losses so far this year — the
reduction in 1981-2 being 10,000
— and with the above plans for
further closures, this figure will
be substantially increased.

The NUM is now in its fifth
week of operating an overtime
ban in furtherance of a 15% pay
claim which is causing the NCB
the loss of more than 350,000
tonnes of coal per week. Yet this
action so far appears to be
having little effect on the NCB
to improve their offer of 5.2% —
and leaves
MacGregor’s closure and con-
traction plans.

untouched

I Five weeks

on strike

THE CIVIL SERVICE Land

i Registry strike entered its
B fourth week on Monday Nov-

| L----------—-------:---l

B ember 28, with 502 workers
B on indefinite
B downgrading of work.

| | h E .. . : ..-
| i | | Management began prelimin-
l ary negotiations last week, and

R . ‘ _._ - --d | - - i omm
| [ ;_
- were set to meet the CPSA and
' s l SCPS trade union rcps on Tues-
N z2 I day 29th.
| The bosses have been faced
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i door by post! | |
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leagues supporting them who are
not affected by the

. downgrading
for a vear. issue. ~ ~
l d l In Durham, staff blacked work
] 7Y 01 <SR in a key area for a day until
ADIESS .« o o o e e J threatened  with  immediate

l suspension. In Nottingham, where
105 are on strike, workers in key
sections, mainly clerical grades,
organised a lightning one-day
strike that had management com-
pletely in disarray.
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............

B To: Socialist Organiser, 28, Middle Lane, London N§ 8PL. . |

strike over

' the strikers, and among the col-

SCIENCE+ TGWU must back
Carousel struggle!

five months now for union recog-
nition, better working conditions,
and reinstatement.

Last week, TGWU officials
informed strikers that they could
no longer use a local shop as their

strike  headquarters, on the
grounds that the union could not.
afford the bills.

Millions

The TGWU has millions of
pounds in assets. The shop was
rent-free. Rates were only £17 a
week, and those may be waived
by the local council.

But now the TGWU officials
have withdrawn the keys to the
shop. Not that the strikers ever
had these keys in the first place.

The lease for the shop was not
taken out in the name of any of
the strikers, but of a member of
the local TGWU Youth Advisory
Committee.

On the picket line, the situa-
tion is no better. The most recent
of the weekly mass pickets had
four shop stewards from Yarrows
plus three others. TGWU officials
are no longer seen at the picketing
at all.

Rank and file trade unionists
and Labour Party members are
not a very frequent sight there
either.

On the issue of blacking, no
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progress has been made, despite
the fact that the TGWU recently
came into possession of a com-
plete list of all outlets for Carous-

el products. A local union official

says that he has lost the list.

An East End support commit-
tee to organise backing for the
strikers. One of its main achieve-
ments was to organise a demon-
stration in support of the strike in
early October. But the TGWU is
not prepared to have anything to
do with the committee.

The MP for the constituency
covering the Carousel factory is
David Marshall. He is TGWU-
sponsored, as is Hugh Brown, MP
for the neighbouring Provan
constituency. Yet  Marshall’s

~ involvement in the dispute has

been low-level, while Brown’s has
been invisible.

There can be no doubt that
the TGWU officials are now look-
ing for the first semi-favourable
opportunity to ditch the dispute.
Labour Party and. trade union
members in Glasgow and else-
where need to be organising regu-

lar delegations to the picket line,

and raising finance for the dispute
on a regular weekly basis (and
taking it direct to the picket line).

And TGWU members must
ensure that, instead of dropping
the dispute, the union gives it the
backing it deserves.

Vospers lead

TWO thousand workers in the
Vosper Thornycroft (Woolston)
shipyards walked off the job on
Tuesday 22 November in the
first militant action against

British Shipbuilders’ national
‘survival plan’.
The . one-day stoppage

brought warship production in
the Solent area to a complete

| standstill.

- Sell-out

Although the strikers later
returned to work, they remain
intent on further action against
the sell-out deal proposed by
BS management and union
leaders.

In this deal BS initially
insisted that it would not pay
any annual wage increase to its

62,000 workers but finally con-

ceded an extra £7 a week after
unions had threatened them
with a national strike.

As this payment is condi-
tional upon the workforce agree-
ing to effect huge productivity
increases, yard closures and
further job losses, it was clearly
going to be faced with rejection
in the yards at local level.

Bert Brown, secretary of the
Joint Shop Stewards Committee
at Woolston, pointed out that
60% of the BS workforce were
already in receipt of some form
of state benefits because wages
were so low.

But defence of jobs at Vospers
will require more than a single
stoppage. And the situation at
BS urgently requires workers’
occupation of the shipyards as

phase one of a determined fight-
back. '

Arnott

ATTEMPTS by Arnotts to sack

its cleaning staff and replace them

by contract cleaners bit the dust
last Tuesday (22nd November),

when management was forced to

withdraw the dismissal notices.
Arnotts is the second biggest store
in Glasgow and part of the House
of Frazer empire.

Cleaners at the store, along
with other trade unionists and
Labour Party members, had
begun picketing the store on the
previous Friday.

There was a good response
from passing shoppers. 6,000
signatures opposing the sackings

were collected in three days, and
many former contract cleaners

stopped to explain the slave-
labour conditions operated by
private cleaning firms.

But the local Union of Shop,
Distributive and Allied Workers
(USDAW) officials were clearly
dragging their feet and were not
prepared to respond to the clean-
ers’ demands for official all-out
strike action.

This became particularly clear
at a lunchtime meeting between
the cleaners and USDAW officials
on 22 November, where the clean-
ers were told that immediate
strike action was not on because
“these things take time”’, and
that leaflets which they had had
printed calling for a boycott of
Arnotts could not be distributed
since they had not tcen individ-
ually stamped with the union
stamp. .

After the lunchtime meeting,

victory!

the cleaners, angered by the union
officials’ attitude, decided to take
matters into their own hands by

agreeing to begin a strike on Fri-

day, 25 November, and inform-
ing the union officials of their

" decision at a second meeting with

them.
Just two hours later, another
meeting, the third that day, was

held, attended by cleaners, union -

officials, and management repres-
entatives. It was at this meeting
that management announced the
withdrawal of the dismissal
notices.

Two things in particular stand
out about the dispute. Firstly, the
conservative role played by union
officials, who, with gritted teeth,
could just about tolerate the
cleaners picketing and petitioning
after their working hours, but did
not want any escalation of the
action.

Secondly, that the determined
opposition displayed by the

cleaners succeeded in maintaining

their jobs and keeping out private
cleaners.

But the situation at Arnotts
itself is far from settled. The
attempted sackings have also
raised other issues, such as Christ-
mas holiday working, low wages

and under-staffing. -

And whilst management was
defeated this time round, it will
certainly soon be attempting,

" both in Arnotts and other shops,

to replace their own cleaners with

~ contract cleaners.

Industnial

HADFIELDS, the Sheffield steel
maker which scabbed on 1980’s
three-month-long steel strike,
is to be closed in March next
year with the loss of 730 jobs.

The company’s latest control-
ling shareholders, the British

Steel Corporation and GKN,

who each bought 37.5% stakes
in the business from Lonrho
in July this year, announced the
closure, the latest in a rash of
closures among private steel
companies, last Friday Novem-
ber 25.

ik

A ‘FIVE-YEAR plan’ for privat-

‘ising nationalised industries is
‘to be decided upon early in the

New Year by the Government.
An aim of the Treasury will be
asset sales in each financial year
of up to £2 billion, with the over-
all target of raising between £8
and £10 billion over the full
five years. |

The first of the big utilities
to be floated, on present plans,
is British Telecom, with 51% of
its shares being sold in one
operation on a partly-paid basis.
In order to help private buyers

the Government will stagger

payments over perhaps a year

to 18 months to ease cash-flow

problems involved in the £4
billion sale.

ek

THE 2800 manual workers

involved in the five:week strike

at Rolls Royce Motors at Crewe
return to work this week [Mon-
day November 28], following
acceptance at a mass meeting on
Friday of a new pay offer.

Added to the original and

‘final’ offer of 4 per cent on basic
rates is a lump sum of £150,

together with the promise of £2 «

per week on the basic adult rates

| (digest|

from next July prior to the next

scheduled wage settlement due

in August.
There are various additional
proposals to ‘harmonise’ the

working conditions of manual

workers with those of white-

collar staff.

2 2

A RISE in workplace deaths and
accidents is shown in figures to
be published next year by the
Health and Safety Executive —
the first official rise after years
of steadily falling numbers of
fatalities. |

In the ‘core’ industries of
factory and construction work,
figures show that for 1981, 127
deaths occurred in factories,
rising to more than 140 for
1982, and (it is anticipated) even
more this year; and in construc-

tion there were 98 deaths in
1981, rising to 102 in 1982.

Fatalities for this year are

already known to be worse.

The TUC say much of the
blame for these increases must
lie with the Government, who
since taking office in 1979 have
cut back on HSE staffing levels
by 15%, with further -cuts
foreshadowed in the Chancel-
lor’s autumn statement.

Bk

LAST Friday, about 30 London
building workers went to the
Cuban Embassy to extend their
condolences and solidarity with
the Cuban building workers killed
by Reagan’s marines in the US

1 invasion of Grenada.

The delegation organised by

the London Joint Sites heard -
of

speeches from a number
leading activists and from the

Embassy’s First Secretary who

made a very moving speech about

the need for international solid-

arity.
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THE Post Ofﬁce Engineering

~Union’s industrial action ag-
ainst privatisation of British

Telecom looks like being

reduced to a token or ended
completely.

The industrial action has been

- endorsed at three separate full

conferences. The union member-
ship specifically rejected the
approach of the old right-wing

“majority on the National Execut-

ive Committee, confined to token
action and publicity. They elected
a new Broad Left majority.

But as we go to press, the NEC
will be discussing a formula for
the return of work of all engineers

“suspended or on strike except for

those locked-out In International
Services (which is being maintain-
ed by management scabs).

The formula has been worked
out by right wing general secre-
tary Brian Stanley with British
Telecom management. There are,
however, some conditions attach-
ed which may block an agreement
or a return to work.

Ten London branches have
called a meeting, inviting every
branch in the country to attend,
in an attempt to prevent a sell-

out. This is to be held in London

By Ricky
“Houston

on December 7, as a follow-up to
the first national meeting called
by the same ten branches on Nov-
ember 21.

The letter from the ten bran-
ches complains that no consulta-
tion with branches has taken

place over a return to work, .

though consultation was promis-
ed. It also argues that no members
should be returned to work
without others being immediately
called out on effective industrial
action.

It is uncertain whether any of
the branches currently taking
action will refuse to return to
work if the NEC.instructs them.

The Broad Left has also issued
a new broadsheet. It urges bran-
ches to write to the NEC calling
for defiance of any injunctions
which may be brought against the
POEU under the anti-unton laws.
It states: “The recent attempt

- conference

by the Executive to de-escalate

the action in the inland regions

compounded the errors made over
Mercury at the [latest union]
[which endorsed an
NEC decision to obey a court
injunction  against  industrial
action over Mercury]. Effective
action was to be revoked merely
on the basis of cost.

“If the action is costing too
much, then the Executive should
have gone to the members for fin-
ance. Effective action must be
maintained”.

The broadsheet also comments
on the collapse of some of the
Broad Left executive members
over the injunction. “If we had
resisted the injunction, then we
could have joined the NGA and
mobilised the trade union move-
ment in our defence, turned off
Mercury, and paved the way for
the defeat of the Tories’ privatisa-
tion proposals. The NEC missed a
perfect opportunity to pursue our
campaign to a  successful
conclusion”.

At the NEC, the broadsheet
reports, an amendment to the
first proposal for a return to work
which called for the effective
action in London to continue and
for the levy to be increased was
defeated 15 votes to 8. (That

POEU to wind up fight?

return-to-work failed principally
because an ultra-hard line by BT
management made it inoperable).

- The Broad Left executive
members relied for too long on
selective action, based on sustain-
ing strikers on full pay through a
levy of the membership. The
simple firancial arithmetic of it
meant that such action was inher-
ently limited to a very small min-
ority of the membership, and thus
was vulnerable when BT respond-
ed by suspending those taking
action.

Together with the right wing’s
skill at manoeuvring, manipulat-

ing and using their allies through-
out the labour movement, this has

led us into a bleak situation.

Even at this late hour, the Left
must break through the limita-
tions of the levy and organise
defiance to any sell-outs.

Otherwise the campaign may

easily slide back into reliance on

publicity and parliamentary fili-
busters. |

Such methods have already
been effectively dealt with by the
Tories’ introduction of Madame
Guillotin® to the Bill’s passage
through Parliament.

And they were decisively rej-
ected at the June annual confer-
ence.

Learn lessons of
UCW sellou

IT IS just over three months
since the Basingstoke postal
workers took strike action in
support of Alan Fraser, postal
section union secretary and a
Socialist Organiser supporter,
who was dismissed for his
alleged poor sickness record.

If there had been any doubt
as to the validity of management’s
reasons for sacking Alan, that
doubt was removed by the
reactions of the membership. In
their opinion it was a clear-cut
case of victimisation for trade un-
ion activities, and they were prep-
ared to back that opinion with
strike action.

But, as reported in previous
issues of Socialist Organiser, the
solidarity and comradeship dis-
played by the membership during

that week of struggle was to be

sold out thank_s to the treacher-
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This neu;gpm Mphlet tells
the story of the victimis-

~ er supporter Alan Fraser
and how the fight to
defend him was sold out
by the union officials. 25p
plus postage from 75
Freemantle Close,
Basingstoke.

ation of Socialist Organis-

Angela Fraser reports on the
follow-up to the recent
Basingstoke victimisation

ous role played by Gerry Casey,

"EC member, and John Taylor,

assistant secretary of the UCW.

However, the lessons of how
the UCW Dbureaucracy betray
workers in struggle have been
learned quickly by the postal
workers in Basingstoke, and they
have set the right example by
sending a resolution to UCW
headquarters condemning the
conduct of the national officials
involved.

A factsheet produced by the
postal workers, outlining the
causes of the strike and the even-

tual sell-out, has been distributed

to many UCW branches. The
branch has also supported the
Communication Workers Broad
Left campaign, by agreeing to
appear on the platform at Broad
Left meetings to speak on the
strike.

This shows that the branch
are prepared to carry on the fight
to bring to the attention of all
UCW members the shameful and
hypocritical action of the UCW
leadership during that week of

struggle. |
On Saturday November 26

the Broad Left held a meeting in
Coventry. where the platform
speakers were Alan Fraser and
Bill Willoughby, who was dismiss-
ed from the Post Office earlier
this year, again under dubious
circumstances.

Bill Willoughby, who is not a
member of the Broad Left, gave a
detailed account of his victimisa-
tion, which seems to have been
based solely on his response to a
call from his members to chair a

meeting called by them.
He went on to inform the

meeting that he had recently been
publicly castigated by Alan
Tuffin, the UCW general secre-
tary, in a letter printed in the
Branch Officials’ Bulletin.

The letter, which incidentally
Bill had not even been given time
to reply to, referred to a leafiet
that the Broad Left had produced
to advertise the November 26
meeting. Tuffin assumed that Bill
must have had a hand in this
leaflet, and warned him that such
publicity could jeopardise his
relations with the UCW head-

quarters, who will be giving assist-
ance to him at his industrial trib-
unal in the near future.

During the meeting, Gerry
Casey and Frank Osie-Tutu, both
EC members, entered the room
and took part in the debate —
though the meeting was supposed-
ly illegal under union rules. There

can be much speculation as to

why they attended, but it became
extremely clear to all present that
Gerry Casey felt the need to try
to justify his and John Taylor’s
actions during the Basingstoke
postal strike.

Casey opened up by saying
that he had to be very careful as
to what he said, as Socialist Org-
aniser had a presence at the meet-

ing. He did not believe himself to
be beyond criticism, but SO had

produced an unprecedented full-
page spread on the Basingstoke
strike in which scurrilous attacks
had been made on him and John
Taylor.

He considered that the EC had
done their best, and that it was up
to comrades to ensure that they
did not give management the rope

they needed to hang them.

During that week of struggle
it was said many times that it was
obvious that Alan Fraser was
being victimised, but that unfort-
unately victimisation was one of
the most difficult cases to prove
and there was no proof. Yet here
was Casey disclosing to a Broad

‘Left meeting that John Taylor

had been able to persuade the
Post Office to offer Alan a cash
settlement of £6000 — approxi-
mately one year’s wages — with
only one condition: that Alan
Fraser did not attend work for
that year.

Along with other attempts to

victimise Alan reported in pre-

vious Socialist Organiser articles
and the fact that 200 members
were on strike because they
recognised the victimisation —
proof enough, surely..

The response by the postal
workers in Basingstoke to the
actions of Gerry Casey and John
Taylor is stated in no uncertain
terms in this paragraph of the fact
sheet produced by them:

“The message for us. is clear.
The existing leadership have sold
us out. The way forward must be
to launch a fight to bring that
leadership to account. If need be,
we must replace them with a
leadership that will truly fight for
the needs of the members”.

Shipyard
pay

From back page
ards tc decide what action to
take.

Henry Robb in Scotland have
seen their last vessel go out on
Tuesday 22 November and
management has put, from Friday
25 November, 150 of the 189
manual workers on short-time
working. -

Kincaids is in a similar situ-
ation, as are Clarke Hawthorn and
Goole.

The combine committee was
unanimous in its condemnation of
the SNC — especially the Chair
and Secretary, Jim Murray of the
Boilermakers and Alex Feiry of
the AUEW. Swann Hunter stew-
ards have passed a vote of no
confidence. | |

The combine decided to cam-
paign for all-out action on
January 3 if BS and the SNC
come back with offers like the
survival plan and no basic wage
increase and with forced redun-
dancies.

The decision of the last
national lay delegate conference

was to give the SNC the power
to call action, up to all-out strike
action and occupation if there
was no change in British Ship-
builders’ position.

The SNC is doing everything

it can to delay and avoid action

in the hope that the yards will get
tired of waiting and accept any-
thing.

The SNC is wrong. Lay dele-
gates returning from the SNC
meeting where the £7/survival
plan was agreed in principle, were
told by their stewards committees
that they were totally out of
order

The mood in most yards 1is
that the survival plan and redun-

dancies have got to be rejected

and that rejection backed up by
action. The combine feel that
January 3 is tactically the right
time to start the action.

Murray and Ferry plan to
meet BS on Wednesday 30
November in  private. The
combine, the SNC lay delegates
and the yards are agreed that
this is British Shipbuilders’ last
chance to come up with the
goods.

Shipyard  workers  should
beware of attempts to use Christ-
mas bonuses and delayed imple-
mentation of the survival plan
to get agreement.

The demands must be: No
enforced redundancies! No
survival plan! For a substantial
increase in wages for April 1983
to April 1984! Plans should now
be made for the 1984 claim to
be implemented on the anniver-
sary date, not twelve months
later.
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Shell pickets

arrested

By Bryan Edmands

POLICE arrested four TGWU
shop stewards last Thursday
(November 24) from the Shell-
haven refinery, picketing out-
side the Shell oil tanker depot at
Heathrow Airport for an alleged
offence against airport bylaws.

This is the latest incident of
intimidatory action carried out
by management and the police
to disrupt the picketing of Shell
UK oil refinery workers from
Stanlow (Cheshire) and Shell-
haven (Essex) in pursuit of their
pay claim.

So far, one-third of Shell’s
33 depots are being picketed by

strikers from the two refineries, *
with overtime bans and work-to-

rule actions in force at Teesport
(Cleveland) and the Carrington
chemicals complex (Manches-
ter).

However, with Shell pursuing
pay negotiations on a plant-to-
plant basis (which has the effect
of acting to divide the work-
force), it seems that senior
TGWU officiers at Shellhaven
will be recommending a new pay
offer later this week, described
by the company as ‘‘full and
final’”’ to their 500 process
worker members there, made at
talks on Friday and Saturday by
management.

The basic pay offer of 4.5% 1is
not increased, but a consolida-
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A FREE news-sheet published b

he Coventry Health Campaign (made
up of the joint heaith service unions) and supported by the Labour
Party National Health Service Defence Committee (initiated by Coven-
try South-East and South-West CLPs) is being distributed to all house-

y i

tion of £2.50 per week of allow-
ances, together with remaining
allowances being increased by
4.5%, and a one-off payment of
£50 per head, is now being put
forward by Shell to make up a
12-month deal backdated to
October 1. :

This is similar to an offer
made to Shell’s 1,750 tanker
drivers, and seems likely to be
extended to the craft workers at
Shellhaven and the 2,400 work-
ers at Stanlow.

Yet on Friday (November 25)
Stanlow union negotiators
rejected a deal worth 6.2% over
19 months because, they said,
it represented only 4.5% on a
12-month basis. They are insist-
ing on a 12-month settlement
and a higher offer on basic rates.

If the workers at Stanlow (on
strike now for six weeks) and
those at Shellhaven (on strike for
four weeks) continue their action
in solidarity with each other and
in pursuit of a higher basic rate
pay offer, by continuing and
extending their secondary
picketing, and by demanding
that the Shell TGWU tanker
drivers respect their picket
lines, along with extending this
call to BP and ESSO tanker
drivers, then Shell’s ‘‘full and
final”’ offer can be broken down
and an acceptable pay increase
won. .

mmmn

“holds in Coventry by trade union and Labour Party activists.

Entitled, ‘Coventry’s Health in Crisis’, it highlights, planned local
cutbacks and closures, together with general informationabout the nec-
essity of the NHS and about health care provision in other countries.
This is just the start of a much-needed public campaign in Coventry
to mobilise opposition to the reduction of the NHS. In order to bring
together wider support a public meeting has been organised where it is
hoped more offers of help — of time, activity and money — will be
given to contribute to the future of the campaign. ~
For details, copies of the newssheet, or to send offers of support
and financial assistance, contact: c/o Lloyd Randall, Union Office,
Walsgrave Hospital, Clifford Bridge Road, Coventry.

'PUBLIC MEETING

Saturday December 3, starting 7.30 prompt at the
Central Methodist Hall (City Centre),

Speakers include. member of Bradford Occupation Committee,
Alan Fisher (former general secretary NUPE), Paul Noone
(chair of Hospital Consultants’ Association).
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BShah prints his papers on

sellout
halted

ON 26 November, shop stewards
delegated from most of British
Shipbuilders yards attended a
national combine committee
meeting in Carlisle.

The meeting came after a
period when it looked like the
SNC, the national negotiating
committee, had come to an agree-
ment with British Shipbuilders to
accept a deal which _involved an
attack on trade boundaries and
working conditions, with an inev-
itable loss of jobs.

The deal involved a payment

of £7, conditional on the full
acceptance of flexibility, produc-
tivity proposals, which had not
even been worked out when the
SNC supported the deal, apart
from saying it should be based on
management’s  survival  plan,
which follows a long tradition of
survival plans — a direct attack
on jobs, wages and conditions.

The combine committee heard -

reports from yards who have had
redundancy notices issued.

The  Barclay Cale - shop
stewards issued the following
statement to the combine:

“To all trade union members
in  British  Shipbuilders. The
manual workers and staff of
Barclay Cale Ltd have been forced
to take strike action against com-
pulsory redundancies and in
defence of the Blackpool agree-
ment.

“On 4 November 1983, the
company gave notice to ten
employees that they were surplus
to requirements and would have
to leave by 18 November 1983.
No offer of alternative employ-
ment elsewhere in British Ship-
builders was made.

“The Joint Shop Stewards
Committee failed to persuade the
company to defer these notices
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ARMED with tear gas cylinders,
Manchester’s Tactical Aid Group,
chkqd by nearly 2,000 baton-
wielding police, went on the ram-

page to break up the picket lines

at the Stockport Messenger dis-
pute.

By Lol
Duffy

until the end of December, to
try and investigate the possibility
of transfers.

“A  mass meeting of all
employees agreed that if the com-
pulsory redundancy notices were
not withdrawn by noon on 17
November 1983, the workforce
would take this action.

“The Barclay Cale workforce
has always supported the SNC,
the Blackpool agreement and the
Tynemouth resolution. We sup-

ported the action on behalf of the

Robb Caledon workers. There are
a further 56 redundancies in the
pipeline and do not forget there
are another 2,000 surplus in the
industry at the year’s end accor-
ding to British Shipbuilders.

“By helping us in our struggle
you will be defending your own
jobs and the Blackpool agree-
ment. We need your support and
we need it now.” ' |

Barclay Cale workers went
back to work on Monday 28
November, with the understand-
ing that the Clyde confed would
attempt to get a meeting with
management to fix up alternative
work for the four still under
threat. Six accepted the™fedun-
dancies.

If the issue isn’t sorted out by
Thursday 1 December, there will

‘be a meeting of the Clyde stew--

Continued page 15

Four thousand pickets almost
stopped the art-work getting into
the print works, but police rein-
forcements, and pickets having to
get home in time for work, meant
the finished papers finally got out
with little trouble.

By the time the vans came
at around § am the mass

picket had been dispersed by -

police charges, which pulled out

BTuesdays, Wednesdays
Band Thursdays, and the
BENGA s calling for pickets
Bfrom Tuesday morning to
BFriday moming. B
The factory is on the |

lWlnwick Quay Tl'adlng - Poor stewarding and a reluc-
SEstate in Warrington (Exit | the line, split ther w1l
B9 off the M62, just after the W pojice cfea-l;eld' a ;al':ll; f (e)tr glle- \jal.'g
BBurtonwood Service Area). [ an hour before it was due to come

out by indiscriminate runs at the

----------‘-Pickets- |

.pickets and sent them through a

gauntlet of police batons and
.boots, before they were thrown
.back into the crowd. |

Split
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Self defence is no offence
— defend the Newham 8!

Mass lobby outside the
Old Bailey next Monday

December 5, from 9am.

The picket, by now cordoned
off away from the route of the
van, continued a running battle
with the police for two hours.

We might have stopped the
vans leaying if there had been
more pickets there, which there
might have been if the police
hadn’t stopped coach loads of
pickets on the M62.

And the pickets would have
been better stewarded if the
police had not smashed up the
NGA van with the megaphone
in it and sealed it off on the
instructions of the Chief Con-
stable of Cheshire. |

The poor stewarding left the
initiative with the police, who
were repeatedly given time to
regroup and carry out their
presumably prec-arranged tactics
like reversing at full-speed along
a crowded road and smashing
up cameras and cameramen
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- From front page
The TUC must mobilise the

entire labour movement to go on
the offensive to rip up Tory
anti-union leg..ation. It should
call a one-day general strike
immediately, in preparation for a
full-scale general strike if the
government does not back down
and abandon its attempts to

legally hamstring the trade
unions. |

_ Instead the TUC drags its
feet.

The decision of the Employ-
~ment Committee of the TUC to

recommend to the General
Council support for the NGA so
long as it remains within the law
18 timid, fearful, cowardly and in
the circumstances grossly inade-
quate.

It shows no fight. No guts.
No proper sense of urgency. It
1S pusillanimous even by the
TUC’s own standards in such
matters. |

FFor there is no way we can
fight the Tory anti-union laws
and stay within those very same
laws.

The Tories have a big, inflated,
unrepresentative but stable major-
'ty in Parliament. Our decisive
strength 1S outside Parliament.

‘The decisive strength we can

throw into the scales — mass
industrial action for political pur-
poses and in solidarity with other
workers -‘who take on the Tory
government — is now illegal.

The labour movement is thus
faced with the choice: to fight or
put its hands up in surrender. The
TUC knows that and in its own
shuffling, shambling way tries to
avoid a choice.

The NGA knows it and is
facing up to it.

The militant rank and file
must insist that the entire labour
movement faces up to it and
chooses to fight for the rights of
the labour movement.

Neil Kinnock and Shadow
Employment  Secretary

instead of prattline about our
duty to ‘obey the decisions of
the courts’. |

The basic rule for the labour
movement is this. no law that
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John |
Smith should stop talking out of |
- both sides of their mouths and
~support the rights of the NGA ,
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attacks the labour movement
should be obeyed if we are strong
enough to resist it. All such laws

are vile and unjust class legisla-

tion.

The Ilabour movement has
the right to go all-out to resist
them and to make them unwork-

able, as we made Edward Heath’s

anti-union laws unworkable.
To preach the message that

we have a duty to obey such laws.
is nothing less than treason to the -

labour movement.

The labour movement is
neither dead nor dying despite the
whimperings of faint hearts on

~the fringes of the labour move-

ment, and some within it.

The organised labour move-
ment still has tremendous reser-
ves of strength.

But we cannot rely on the
TUC leaders. If they lead even a
timid movement — good. Insofar
as they lead, follow. Push them as
far as you can. But at the end of
the day, the rank and file of the
unions can only rely on ourselves
— especially in a life and death
question for the labour move-
ment like the defence of the

NGA.

The NGA needs immediate

4

lStockport a meal and a raffie; Manchester a social and a raffie,
Jand Stoke a raffle. What abou

| Send donations to: 214 SIckert.Court, London N1 2SY. -

. Brent 107% Cardiff
Chelmsford 33% Hull -

.Southwark 19% Leeds

P sheffield 16% S.E.London
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solidarity strike action. Workers
from many industries and from all
over Britain have been on mass
picket duty at
organise solidarity action.

Shah is getting supplies. Apply
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Warrington . —

effective blacking to stop him,

producing.

The logic of backing the NGA
is — as the TUC well knows — full
scale confrontation by the labour
movement against the Govern-
ment, which culminates logically
in a general strike. |

If the only alternative to such
a confrontation is surrender, then

militants throughout the labour

movement will face up to their
responsibilities. Even a defeated
general strike would do less dam-

~age in the long run to the labour

movement than would a
surrender of our rights.

But we could win a general
strike.

peaceful

London Labour Briefing has
called a meeting next Monday,
December 5, 7pm at the House

of Commons (room booked in
the name of Jeremy Corbyn),
to discuss what Labour Party
members cal;‘I dGo to support the
A.
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13% Tower Hamlets 7%
13% Halifax 6%
13% Nottingham 5%
8% Coventry 1%
Total so far 14%

a

iMonthly Fund

BAFTER last week’s lowest-ever figure, this week’s donations
.]ump to the dizzy heights of...£41. |

That’s a far cry from the £250 or so we need each week.
This week sees the unstoppable Brent go over their target:
7% , so far! But there are only 11 groups who have even start-
fled tackling their targets: the others have yet to start.

It is not just a matter of ‘catching up with Brent’. It’s a ques-
tion of supporting the Socialist Organiser Alliance in its efforts
to produce a weekly 16-page paper. All groups would claim to
Bhave a commitment to seeing that paper produced... But com-
itments in words must be turned into practical support if they
lare to mean anything. -

We know that Nottingham plan a social and a market stail;
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