“WE'RE Maggie’s min-

ers’’, says one of the steel
strikers’ badges. After only
10 months in office, the
Tories are almost as batter-
ed as the Heath govern-
ment was in 1972.

Their economic policies
are not working, even in
their own terms. As they
become exasperated,
quarrels within the Tory
leadership are coming out
into the open.

Tory councils are in re-
volt against the Govern-
ment’'s public spending
plans. And the Tory press
is beginning to talk about
the Government making a
U-turn.

The steel strikers’ badge
expresses an awareness
among thousands of work-
ers that the labour move-
ment at least has the negat-
ive power to make the boss-
es’ worst attacks unwork-
able.

The miners, together
with the dockers, the work-
ers who struck to support
the dockers in July 1972,
and the engineers, forced
the shelving and then the
repeal of the Industrial Re-
lations Act. Similar action
now can do the same to the
Employment Bill, Thatch-
er's equivalent of the In-
dustrial Relations Act.

But the TUC leaders are
still talking to the Tories,
and want to limit action to
a demonstration on March
9th and a day of action on
May 14th.

The miners would never
have won, and the steel-
workers would never have
shaken the Tories, if they
had the same approach.

The TUC's feebleness,
and their refusal to link up
the steel strike, the fight
against cuts, and the cam-
paign against the Employ-
ment Bill, into one mighty
offensive, gives the Tories
a chance to regain the
upper hand.

The successful victimi-
sation of BL convenor
Derek Robinson is a terr-
ible warning.

We must mobilise to
take the labour movement

onto the offensive. Leaders

must be made account-
able and replaced if they
will not fight. The TUC
leaders must be instructed
to stop talking and coliab-
orating with the Tories, and
start fighting. Pressure
must be built up from local
Labour Parties to force the
Labour leaders to commit
themselves to total repeal
of the Employment Bill
when re-elected.

Local labour movement

conferences should start
organising now for a gen-
eral strike on May 14th.

We need to put the lab-
our movement on a war
footing, to kill the Bill, to
thwart the Tories, to make
sure a new Labour govern-
ment faces powerful de-
mands for radical meas-
ures, and to fight for soc-
ialism. We can win — but
only if we organise to win.
And our present leaders are
organising us to lose.
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WHAT has British ‘impart-
iality’ in Zimbabwe really
meant? Nothing less than the
repression of the liberation
movement.

With the last Labour gov-
ernment turning a blind eye,
the Rhodesian racist regime
was propped. up by the
systematic evasion of sanct-
ions.

In the Lancaster House
talks, the Tories’ represent-
atives, Lord Carrington (a
former director of two of the
largest companies operating
in southern Africa, Barclays
and Rio Tinto Zinc) threaten-
ed and bullied the Patriotic
Front into accepting a blat-
antly racist constitution, the
rounding up of its troops,
and a British governor with
dictatorial powers.

When Soames took up
those powers, he violated al-
most every promise the Tory

by BOB FINE

government had made to the
Patriotic Front.

He worked hand in glove
with the Rhodesian and
South African security forces
and kept Smith’s martial law
and legal and police apparat-

us. He let Muzorewa's
30,000-strong force of
mercenary thugs operate

freely, and to this day he has
guarded, and concealed the
whereaboufs of, seven to ten
thousand S, African troops.
He has directed the Tory
onslaught against Mugabe
and ZANU thoughout the
election period: some are still
in jail or political detention,
others have been murdered.
He supports the racist arm-
ed forces that have been
working to discredit ZANU
through the undercover oper-

ations of the Selous Scouts.

In the latest of these epi-
sodes, the racists tried to
blame ZANU for blowing up
the oifices of Nkomo's press.
But things went wrong and
the team blew themselves up
instead, scattering frag-
ments of white limbs and bits
of Rhodesian Army issue
boots.

Soames arrogantly claims
the power not only to ban any
candidates he doesn't like
but to cancel any election
results he deems to arise out
of ‘intimidation’.

To Soames and the Tories,
intimidation means any show
of power by the people of
Zimbabwe. ‘Freedom’ and
‘fairness’ mean the guns and
deceit of the unholy trinity of
South African, Rhodesian
and British racists.,

continued on p.5

Send money now — individually, or from
your unfon branch or CLP — to support our
work. Qur fund drive has been opened with
£10 from Ron Brown MP. We need at least
£100 a month.

Send to: Socialist Organiser, 5 Stamford
Hill, London N16.

Send us some money

Producing 10,000 leaflets for March 9th
will cost us a lot of money. Preparations for
the Women’s Fightback conference on
March 22 will strain cur resources even




ANTI-RACIST CAMPAIGNS PLAN CONFERENCES

ON WEDNESDAY 20 Feb-
ruary the Tory Government
published its new immig-
ration rules. The rules can
be challenged in Parliament,
and will then be debated
within 40 days. But by April
they are likely to be In
force.

Black women in Britain
who want to marry men from
overseas will then have the
insulting ordeal of convin-
cing the immigration auth-
orities that the marriage is
‘“‘genuine’’ — or they will
have to leave the country.
It will also be more difficult
for black people in Britain
to bring aged relatives to
live with them.

Another racist restriction
will be added to the present
battery, all based on the
idea that black people must
prove themselves somehow

speclally deserving In order
to be allowed to live In
“Britain. Black militants have
a sharp answer to all these
restrictions: the black comm-
unities are ‘‘here to stay
and here to fight”’, they say.

But the labour movement
has so far been very slow
and sluggish in giving supp-
ort to the black communities.
Despite Labour’s Parlia-
mentary opposition to the
1971 Immigration Act when
it was first brought In,
the last Labour Government
continued and even tight-
ened up the implementation
of that Act.

What can be dome to
swing the labour movement
into a real fight against
racism and immigration con-
trols? BERNARD MISRAHI
reports.

What exactly is being
changed by the new Tory
Immigration Rules? How can

you organise successful
local campaigns to prevent
people being _ deported?

How can more effective and
informative propaganda ag-
ainst immigration controls
be produced? What role
should the Campaign
Against the Immigration
Laws (CAIL) play in the
wider movement against
these racist laws?

These are the kind of
issues that will be discussed
at the CAIL Annual Meeting
which will be held at Water-
loo Action Centre, Baylis
Road, London SE1 (just
behind Waterloo BR station)
from 10 - 6 on Saturday
15th March.

The timing of the meeting
is parficularly appropriate

as the Campaign Against
the Racist Laws (CARL)
is holding its conference
the following  Saturday
(22nd) at Friends’ Meeting
House (Euston Road, London
NW1). CARL is an umbrella
group of immigrants’ organ-
isations, ANL, the Labour
Party and other anti-racist
bodies, including CAIL,
which organised the massive
demo against controls last
‘November. CARL is planning
a twice-weekly vigh jof Parl-
iament before the Commons
debate on the new rules.

It is likely that many
CAIL activists will argue
that CARL has greater
resources o organise
pickets and demos, though
CAIL has organised its fair
share of these over the last
year. CAIL should, perhaps,
concentrate on its educative

and informative role.

- This would include stepp-
ing up the programme of
speaking to meetings of
trade unions, Labour Parties
and anti-racist  bodies;
continuing to  produce our
quarterly bulletin, CAIL
NEWS; and maybe carrying
more debate on the alter-
natives to these racist laws;
hurrying up the production
of the tape/slideshow on
immigration; taking the
‘Immigration Game' to more
venues; and designing and
distributing more and livelier

posters and other visual
propaganda to both explain
and argue against these
racist laws.

All supporters of CAIL are
welcome, but if you are not
an individual member you
will have to become one
(for £2) if you want to vote.

Affiliated bodies can send
two delegates. As a security
measure, all non-members
should either contact us
beforehand or be vouched for
by someone on the day.
You must also contact us
beforehand if you want over-
night accommodation
or have children for the
creche.
See you there!

Write to CAIL, c/o Lans-
bury House, 41 Camberwell
Grove, London SES, or phone
Davy on 01-359 8371 (days)
or Bernard on 01-720 2328
(evenings) for more details.
There is no entrance fee or
a formal pooled fare, but a
collection will be held and
some of the proceeds will

help comrades who have
travelled from outside
London.

PARITA TRIVEDY
of the Southall
Campaign Comm-
ittee spoke to
Socialist Organiser
about the campaign
to get Blair Peach’s
murderers prosec-
uted and defend the
342 people arrested
when the police
rampaged through
Southall on the
evening of a NF
election meeting,
last April 23rd.

‘“Unofficial weapons were
found in SPG lockers, and
those SPG officers who were
suspended or took ‘holidays’
‘on full pay just after the
April events have miracul-
ously come into enormous
sums of money and left the
country to set up businesses
elsewhere. Yet not one
policeman or SPG officer
has been charged with
murdér or assault, despite
the clear evidence against
the SPG.

“The SPG and the police
launched a concerted attack
on the people of Southall
last year, and have not been
brought to account for it.

“‘Blair Peach was killed
and hundreds of local people
were brutally wounded and
arrested for no other ‘crime’
than that they lived in South-
all. There has been no public
enquiry into the actions of

- the police under the comm-
and of McNee.

Courts

“Very few SPG dared to
turn up at Barnet magis-
trates’ court to give evid-
ence, despite the major
role they played in the
police attack.

““The only investigation
into the conduct of the police
has been the National
Council of Civil Liberties
inquiry, but that wasn't
widely known about, not
even in - Southall itself.
The NCCL will be publish-
ing a report in March.
~ *'The arrests and brutal-
ity of the police last year
‘have brought home to every
family in Southall exactly
what racism, and especially
what state racism means;
that it’s certainly not abstract
and only in people’s minds,
and that it continues right
through the courts into all
aspects of the community’s
life.”"

Only a couple of months
after  the April events,

Southall: How the

state has got away
with murder

the Southall police arrested
Swaran Singh Grewal on
his way home. By the next
morning he was dead.
According to the police
he ‘‘choked on his own
vomit’’. That's an example of
the constant police harass-
ment .and racism towards
the black community.

0 Now that most of the
trials are over, how 1Is the

campaign continuing?

Jailled -

@ B Most of the trials may
be over, but that doesn’t
mean that the campaign
to disband the SPG and to
bring the police to account
through a public inquiry
is over. All the jailed Southall
prisorners are political prison-
ers.

And six people still have
to appear in court in June.
They have bben charged with
assault and will be appearing
before a Crown Court with
a jury, ‘as the magistrates

court in Barnet had not the
power to sentence anyone for
more than six months.
So the six could face long
jail terms. That’s obviously
what the police and magis-
trates have in mind.

On Sunday April 27th
there will be a demonstrat-
ion, just one year after the
police riot, called around the
slogans ‘Remember Blair
Peach’, 'Disband the SPG',
‘Amnesty  for Southall
defendants’, and 'Stop the
Tory racist laws'. That will
highlight the re-opening of
the inquest on Blair Peach
which begins on Monday
28th April.

It will assemble at Speak-
ers' Corner at 1.00pm and
march to a rally in Trafalgar
Square.

The campaign committee
is also producing a pamphlet
outlining the activities of
the campaign over the last

year and discussing the
relationship between the
community in  Southall
the. campaign, and the

support received from left
groups, the purpose being to

' All the jailed Southall prisoners are o[itical risoners.”

aid similar | campaigns in
the future.

We are also translating
the video of the BBC Open
Door Programme ‘Southall
on Trial' into Hindi and
Punjabi. The English version
of the video has been shown
to local community groups
all round the country and in
the USA, New Zealand,
Sweden and India.

Murder

We sull unced money to
rebuild the People's Unite
community centre as the
police successfully smashed
up thousands of pounds
worth of equipment, and we
need a centre from which
to continue organising the
campaign.

Qur message is clear:
the state has so far got away
with murder, and with the
propased immigration laws,
it intends to continue 1n
the same vein. We must
organise to defend ourselves
and the labour movement
must support us.

we stand

SOCIALIST ORGANISER is the paper of the
Socialist Campaign for a Labour Victory, an alliance
of Labour and trade union activists sponsored by
six Constituency Labour Parties, four Trades
Councils, and several trade union branches and '
LPYSS: We aim to build a class-struggle left-wing
in the Labour Party and trade unions based on a
revolutionary socialist platform.

- % Organise the left to beat back the Torles’ attacks!

No to attacks on union rights; defend the plcket-line;
no state Interference in our unions!

No to any wage curbs. Labour must support all struggles
for better living standards and conditions!

W age rises should at the very least keep up with price
increases. The same should go for state benefits, grants
and pensions.

% Start improving the social services rather than catting
them. Stop cutting jobs in the public sector.

% End unemployment. Cut hours not jobs — share the
work with no loss of pay. Start now with a 35-hour week and
and end to overtime.

% All firms threatening closure should be nationalised
under workers’ control.

+ Make the bosses pay, not the working class. Milllons
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 rents 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.

% The capltalist police are an enemy for the working
class. Support all demands to weaken them as the bosses’
striking force: dissolution of special squads (SPG, Special
Branch, MI5, ete.), public accountability, etc.

% Free asortion and contraception on demand. Women’s
equal right to work, and full equality for women.

« Against attacks on gays by the State: abolish all laws
which discriminate against lesbians and gay men; for the
right of the gay commaunity to organise and to affirm their
stance publicly. k

 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 Republican prisoners as a matter of urgency.

+ The black working people of South Africa and of
Zimbabwe should get full support from the British labour
movement for their strikes, struggles, and armed combat
against the white supremacist regimes. 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 suffering 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 make the decisive
sectors of industry social property, 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 system In Its place — rather than
hav ng our representatives run the system and walting for
the crumbs from the table of the bankers and bosses.




by
JOHN O’MAHONY

A CENTRE group has been
created on the Labour Party
NEC to act as a buffer be-
tween the Benn-Heffer left
and the right wing. accord-
ing to a report in the Sunday
Times of February 24th.

It sees itself as '‘committ-
ed to maintain party unity
and join with the moderates
in a vigorous attack on Mrs
Thatcher’s  government’’.
The centre group members
are named as Dame Judith
Hart, Renee Short, Joan
Lestor, Douglas Hoyle (of
ASTMS) and Neil Kinnock.

The previous week, '‘Dame
Judith' called for an end to
*‘Labour’s self-indulgent ex-
ercise of political masoch-
ism'’, and urged the party to
unite.

Dennis Skinner's illness
and the poor health and
pressure of other commit-
ments on Emlyn Williams
deprives the left of some of
its nominal strength already.
The centre group would re-
duce the assured vote of
the left in the NEC to ten or
eleven out of 30.

Denials from Neil Kinnock
that such a centre group ex-
ists are not very convincing
in view of the public declar-
ation of her separateness
from the left by Dame Jud-
ith. And Kinnock himself
pointedly told the Sunday
Times that there was ‘‘a
growing awareness among
certain members of the Exec-
utive that to be left doesn't
necessarily mean to jerk
knees on every issue’’.

Kinnock, Labour shadow
education spokesman and in-
creasingly the darling of the
media, recently showed his

As Right steps up

pressure for witch hunt

Has the NEC left split?

growing freedom from left
reflexes by refusing to com-
mit himself to reverse the
Tory cuts in a future Labour
government

Offensive

It was probably imevit-
able that the offensive of the
right wing and the Parlia-
mentary Labour Party, back-
ed by the enormous pressure
of the media, would generate
a ‘conciliation tendency’.
partly genuine and partly
treacherous, with pseudo-
lefts like Hart acting as a
stalking-horse for the right
wing and the PLP

And ot course, right trom
the election campaign of
1979, the Callaghanites have
demagogically used anti-
Toryism to divert the labour
movement's attention from
the bitter lessons of the last
Labour government: the
right wing — who are now
already prattling about the
incomes policy of a future
Labour government — have
no effective answer to the
Tories or the crisis of capital-
ism, and therefore the nec-
essary precondition for real-
ly settling accounts with the
Tories is to first settle ac-
counts with the right wing,
and to transform the Labour
Party into a left-wing fight-
ing force armed with a ser-

us SU("H.!“.‘-.' ‘dile‘rna[ive o
the Tories.

Anti-Toryism has become
the last refuge of the right
wing scoundrels who be-
haved like Tories when in
office, and thus prepared
the way for Thatcher's vict-
ory in May 1979. Now it looks
like being the shallow justi-
fication for an attempt by the
fake left on the NEC to be-
tray the rank and file of the
Labour Party to the right
wing and the majority of the
PLP.

A major shift on the Exec-
utive could allow the right
wing and the fake left to re-
verse the Brighton decisions
on Party democracy, or to
manoceuvre to effectivelv

neutralise them and cheat
the rank and file of theparty—
especially if the dominant
right wing in the AUEW suc-
ceeds in lining up their un-
ion behind Callaghan and
Healey. as it is expected to
do.

Already the three panels
of the Committee of Inquiry,
dealing with finance, organ-
isation and membership,
have had representatives of
the Shadow Cabinet added to
them: Denis Healey, David
Owen, Merlyn Rees.

There is also a real pro-
spect of a successful witch
hunt to drive a big section of
the left out of the Labour
Party. The press campaign
against the left is fiercer than

Lets have

the NEC

minutes

VLADIMIR DERER
of the Campaign for
Labour Party De-
mocracy, gave
Socialist Organiser
his views on the re-
ported split in the
Labour NEC Left.
THE SO-CALLED left wing
majority on the NEC was al-
ways very much a fiction of the
Tory press.

If there is any truth in the
reports, the only way to rectify

accountability, we need to
have the minutes of the NEC
and Parliamentary Labour
Party circulated in the Party.
Without that, there can't
be real CLP monitoring of the
Party’s leading bodies.

A great deal depends on the
recommendations of the Com-
mittee of Inquiry. There must
be a major uproar if the Com-
mittee attempis any back-
tracking from the decisions of
the Brighton 1979 conference.

The CLPD has already cir-
culated a model resolution and
asked its supporters to reject
and oppose any aftempt to
laupch a witch hunt.

the position is to introduce a
higher degree of accounta-
bility.

People on the NEC elected
from the constituency section
will have to 'answer at confer-
ence next year for what they
do now. Democratic changes
are necessary. For example,
the women's section of the
NEC should be elected by the
annual conference of Labour
women and be accountable to
it, instead of being the sub-
ject of horse-trading, as it is
now.

Everything is done in secret
and we have to rel% on leaks in
the Tory press. To get real

at any time since the cam-
paign against the Bevanites
25 years agu. There are signs
that in the last few weeks it
has allowed the right to mob-
ilise normally passive sup-
porters to kick leftists, esp-
ecially Militant people, off
GMCS. g
One consequence of a shift
in the N?EC is likely to be the
green light for a full-scale
witch hunt against Milirant
and other Marxist tendencies
Last October Socialist Or-
ganiser wanred the left ag-
ainst becoming drunk with
euphoria and underestimat-
ing the strength of the Right
and the reserves of support it
has and can draw upon in
British capitalist society. We
warned that the left can only
secure the victory it won at
Brighton if it is organised
and strong enough to resist
the sort of backsliding, man-
oeuvring and treachery that
has in the past deprived it of
the fruits of other conference
victories (like on unilateral
disarmament).

Organise

Between now and the con-
ference in October, the Left
must conduct a powerful
campaign to organise the
rank and file of the party to
insist on the implementation
of the Brighton decisions and
to fight for a serious socialist
policy for the Labour Party —
and also to call the PLP and
the NEC to account.

That is the only basis on
which we will be able to do
the no.1 job now facing the
labour movement — stopp-
ing the mad-dog Tories of
Margaret Thatcher's gov-
ernment.

The Right organises, so should we!

RON BROWN MP
for Leith, talked to
Socialist Organiser
about the witch
hunt against the

‘Militant’ tendency.

WITHOUT the left, wing

we would never have

any socialist politics in
the Labour Party. | welcome
all left-wingers and left-wing
groups who want to partici-
pate in the Party, as they
have much more to contri-
bute to the formation of soc-
ialist policies than the right
wing or the so-called social-
democratic forces.

No-one should feel asham-
ed of admitting to being part
of an organised tendency in
the Party.

Indeed, the right wing
have been openly organised
for years. There are organi-
sations like the Social De-
mocratic Alliance, which is
openly campaigning for a
separate party. There are
well-founded allegations that
leading members of the Parl-
iamentary Labour Party have
been involved with CIA-fin-
anced organisations.

There are many MPs who
are effectively paid represen-
tatives of big business, hold-
ing so-called ‘consultancies’.
For instance, Brian Walden
was paid by the Bookmakers’
Association to act in their
interests in his capacity as an

It’s amazing the number
of MPs who are on company
boards of directors, simply
because they are MPs. It's
a basic question of accounta-

bility that MPs' business in-
terests should be published
and read out to conference
each year.

Last year, in the debate on
raising MPs’ salaries, those
who were most vociferously
in favour of an increase gen-
erally tended to be linked to
big business interests in
some way. And they were
the ones who supported the
5% wage limit on the public
sector workers.

The media will always give
support to the most outrag-
eous allegations of the right
wing in order to sidetrack
the lafour movement, ho-
ping of course to split .

The Underhill report is
extremely suspect anyway,
and it was written some time
ago. But even to think about
publishing it would have
been short-sighted. No matt-

er what the report said, or
whether it was true or not,
the press and big business
would simply have used it as
ammunition to attack not just
the Militant, but all left-
wingers in the labour move-
ment.

Since the right wing in the
Party have never had any
interest in fighting for soc-
ialist policies, indeed many
senior members of the Parl-
iamentary Labour Party are
deeply enmeshed in the cap-
italist system. I suspect that
the attempt at a witch hunt
was a deliberate tactic to
create disruption and divert
attention away from the
record of the last Labour gov-
ernment, the crisis of the
capitalist system, and
the need to launch a mil-
itant fight against the 9
Tories.
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William Rodgers — organiser of the Labour Right

Starving the kids

JEREMY CORBYN
reports on NUPE
public service work-
ers’ fight against
the cuts.

NUPE’s attitude has been
that public sector wages have
always been subject to
government control and that
in fighting for better wages
the fight must inevitably
extend to greater provision of
public spending.

Roy Jenkins and Anthony
Crosland heralded Labour
Government attitudes on
public spending when, in the
early days of the 19749
government they discovered
that a high level of public

spending was a ‘‘threat’’ to
democracy and freedom’!

The IMF loan crisis of 1976
gave the Labour right wing
the respectable cover that
they had always sought and
they set out on a course of
deflation = and  creeping
monetarism. The failure of
the TUC to stand firm in
1976 and fight the total volte-
face of Wilson and Callaghan
led to the present ascend-
ency of monetarism.

NUPE  fought  public
spending cuts from 1976
onwards, and, of course, took
the brunt of the Labour Gov-
ernment's attack on living

~standards last winter.

The attitude .of NUPE
since the election is that the
issue of public spending cuts
has to be fought on several

levels and that NUPE alone,
indeed public sector unions
alone, cannot defeat the
Tories in isolation.

el

The threat to jobs posed
by spending cuts hits NUPE
members in many ways. The
Tory education bill gives
local authorities the ‘‘free-
dom’’ mot to provide school
meals, mot to maintain
nutritional standards, and
not to provide transport for
school children. The employ-
ment and pay of school
meals workers (virtually all
of. them women who work
part-time) depend directly
on the number of meals

fo sack the cooks

served in each school.

Thus a rise in the price of
the meals is directly reflected
in a cut in the hours allo-
cated to any kitchen. In some
areas the entire school meals
service is threatened with
closure, in others price rises
to the '‘economic’’ level of
60p or more are almost as
great a threat.

In fighting the kind of
Toryism that starves kids and
makes kitchen  workers
redundant, the union must
fight on a wider scale.

The most basic and absolu-
tely necessary task is the
establishment of cuts cam-
paigns that represent public
sector unions, local Labour
Parties, local community
groups and industrial unions.
In some areas these have

been successfully establish-
ed and provide a real fight-
ing base to defend our
seryices.

One of the dangers that
the whole labour movement

faces ' is putting all our
demands in terms of
*‘defend’” — has the labour

movement forgotten that we
have nearly two million out
of work, that hospital waiting
lists are already endless, that
the inequalities of wealth
grew under the last Labour
government?

In the fight against cuts
the NUPE strategy includes
a demand that Labour contr-
olled councils “sh
forced to make a political
stand against the govern-
ment — the pre-requisite for
any stand is that councils

should be”

should refuse to make cuts of
any sort, and when the
agents of the state in the
form of the District Auditor
tries . to make life difficult
councillors should resign and
fight by-elections on a no
cuts platform.

The fight against cuts is
the battle; the right wing
notion of keeping quiet until
the next election is a recipe
for defeat. Thatcher's Tory
government intends to
develop a pure free market
economy with low public
spending ' on services and
using the weapons of ‘law
and order’ and unemploy-
ment to defeat the working
class. Qur battle is to make
the Labour leadership fight
and force the TUC to mount a
real offensive.




THE last few weeks have
produced further evidence
that the debate on an alter-
native policy on Ireland is
finally beginning to take off
in the Labour Party.
According to an article in
Tribune (15th February) a
group of NEC members
around Tony Benn have met
to discuss ways of placing a
debate about ‘the peaceful
reunification of Ireland’ be-
fore the NEC. This follows in
the wake of Benn's recent
comments to the Irish media
in which he stated that Ire-
land was one of the most im-

portant issues in British
politics today.
A second initiative has

come from the Political Com-
mittee of the London Coop
Party. This influential body
has placed resolutions calling
for a British withdrawal from
Ireland on the agendas of
three Regional Conferences
(Greater London, Southern
and Eastern), which will be
taking place in the next few
weeks.

In a letter sent to all con-
stituency parties in the Lon-
don Coop area, the Political
Committee gives the follow-
ing reasons for selecting a
resolution on Ireland for
these regional conferences:

‘Qur aims are still those of

the Better Life for All Cam-
paign of some years ago — to
end the violence, the dis-
crimination and the deprivat-
ion in Northern Ireland.
However, the politics of the

last tem years have failed, .

and it is now clear that the

=

Greater London Regional Ex-
ecutive Committee will re-
commend support for the
w_ithdrawal resolution,
giving it a better-than-even
chance of being passed.

In the meantime, the Lab-
our Committee on Ireland is
pressing ahead with its plans

Roy Mason and Stan Orme: is Labour’s mood now turning
against their ‘‘bipartisan’’ policies on Ireland?

aims of A Better Life for All
cannot be achieved until
there is a commitment to
end British rule.

'This is the only policy
which has not been tried, the
only one which deals with the
cause as well as the symp-
toms of the Irish problem.’

At the time of going to
press it seems likely that the

for a conference on Labour
Party policy and Ireland, to
be held in London on 29th
March.

The conference is specific-
ally aimed at bringing to-
gether Labour Party mem-
bers who are already sym-
pathetic to the British with-
drawal/united Ireland policy.

The Irish issue takes off

to discuss ways in which
greater pressure can be built
up inside the Party to force a
change in direction in its
policies on Ireland.

The guest speaker add-
ressing the conference on the
recent history of Labour's
policy on Ireland will be
veteran opponent of partition
and MP for Camden St.
Pancras, Jock Stallard.

The main section of the
discussion will cover the
aims and future activities of
the LCI. A central issue will
be building up support for'a
major intervention at the
1980 Labour Party confer-
ence in Blackpool next
Autumn,

The LCI is sponsored by
the London Coop Political

- Committee, and by Hemel

Hempstead, Hackney
North & Stoke Newington,
and Islington Central CLPs.
The conference will be open
to delegates and individual
members of the party.
(10*The Labour Party and
Ireland’, Saturday March
29th. 2pm to Spm at Islington
North Library, Manor Gard-
ens, London N7. Reglstration
£1 for individuals, £2 for org-
anisations. Further detalls
from LClc/0 5 Stamford Hill,
London N16

THE NATIONAL Front are
planning to march in Glas-
gow on March 15th under the

Glasgow ANL called a
meeting on February 21st
to discuss a counter-mobil-
isation. Over 100 delegates
and individuals attended and
though the general feeling
was in favour of a strong
counter-demonstration,
delegates from the Trades
Council prevented  any
decision from being taken.
They argued that the Trades
Council Executive was due
to take a decision on the foll-
owing Tuesday and that if
the ANL took a position
at the meeting, they would
be splitting the movement.

The Communist Party
dominated Trades Council
believe that the best way to
stop the fascists is to get the
police to stop the march,
rather than mobilising the
strength of the labour
movment against them.
This strength should be used
to ‘‘get our elected repres-
entatives to work for their
money'', in the Trades
Council Secretary's words,

slogan of ‘‘Smash the IRA"’. -

FIGHTING FASCISTS:
DON'T LEAVE IT

TO THE COPS

that is be putting pressure
on the police and district
council to ban the march.

We cannot rely on the
good will of the police in
dealing with the fascists.
Where bans have been
imposed they have usually
been accompanied by bans
on demonstrations by the left
and the labour movmement.

Delegates from the
T&GWU Voluntary Organ-
isations Branch, Edinburgh
Trades Council and Chrysler
Shop Stewards Committee
voiced their agreement on
the need for a counter-
demonstration and at the
Scottish Young Socialists’
Conference a motion was
passed unanimously calling
on the labour movement to
build a demonstration big
enough to ‘“‘swamp the
fascists”. In the meantime,
the ANL plans a mass leaf-
letting and poster campaign
and a picket of the District
Council meeting on February
28th which will take the
decision on allowing facilities
to the fascists.

IAN MCLEISH

Rosemary
Callaghan:
*They
chargedin,
in full

riot gear."’

by CLAIR McGILL

ON International Women's
Day, March 8th, English
and Irish women will be
picketing Armagh jail, in
Northern Ireland.
Republican women pris-
oners in the jail have been
protesting since March
1976 at the withdrawal of
political status. 34 of them
are on protest at present.
Because all women prison-
ers in British jails are
allowed to wear their own
clothes, the women have
not been forced ‘‘on the

blanket’’ like the 3680 men

in H-Block, Long Kesh,

who refuse to wear prison
uniform.

But since early February,
harassment of the women
has sharply increased,
forcing them into condit-
ions more and more like
H-Block.

As the women were
going to dinner on Thurs-
day 7th, they report:
““Forty male screws ran on
to the wing and cornered
us off... the male screws
just moved in on us and
started beating all around
them...”

Then some of the women
were dragged off to the
prison governor, Rosemary
Callaghan reports: “‘Male

and female screws invaded
my cell to get me down to
the governor, They charged
in, in full riot gear, equipp-
ed with shields...

‘| was just bodily ass-
aulted — thumped, trailed
and brutally kicked"'.
She and other women
were hauled along, with
their clothes half torn off,
and held spreadeagled in
front of the governor.

Since then the women
have been moved to a diff-
erent part of the prison.
They have been - denied
all washing and toilet
facilities, so the cells and
the women themselves are
filthy. They are locked up

'Armagh: another H-Block

in the cells for 23 hours a
day [it was 21 hours be-
fore]. And more women
have been beaten up.

As before, the women
are not permitted radios,
magazines, or access to
education or handicrafts.
They lose all remission,
thus effectively doubling
their sentences.

"“They are trying to stop
us organising ourselves’’,
writes one women from
Armagh, “‘but they are
failing miserably’’. The
women are still defiant.
But they will need more
than ever the support of
the demonstration on
March 8th.

When the lrish wont play the buffoon

by TIMOTHY
O’GRADY

MY IMPRESSION of the
ubiquitous Sense of Ireland
jamboree nearly solidified
neatly into contempt as a
result of two related incid-
ents in the closing months
of last year.

The first of these was a
bash at Quaglino’s, at which
the luminaries (among them
such friends of Ireland as
Merlyn Rees and Hugh
Rossi) gathered to wash
down their Jameson-flavour-
ed salami with Black Velvet
and congratulate themselves
on the proud heritage of
Irish culture and all the good
it was going to do to bring
about understanding bet-
ween the ‘‘people of these
islands™’.

I'._v-;ss not difficalt to see

always welcome fo act
stupid  and play out their
fantasies in public — indeed
this is a favourite British
pastime — but the delicate
matter of politics was to be
avoided at all costs.

The second was the news
that the playwright John
Arden has been asked to
write a piece for the festival
souvenir book on being an
Englishman in Ireland, but
he was please to refrain from
any mention of certain
political issues. By this time,
I had indeed concluded that
the coming festival would
almost certainly be an anti-
septic Irish Tourist Board
affair, from which the
London Irish were likely to
be alienated, and all political
content surgically removed.

Misrule

are at the root of Irish
socieiy. He also expresses
the hope that the festival
‘will find the backbone' to

examine such troublesome
questions.

The festival has drawn a
considerable amount of

criticism — some legitimate,
some merely bitter and self-
righteous. It has been all-
eged that the London Irish
have béen contemptuously
disregarded, that funds have
been grossly mismanaged
and that, particularly in the
seminars at the ICA, repub-
lican views have been ex-
cluded amid the over-rep-
resentation of Sinn Fein, the
Workers’ Party.

But while I believe that
there is a strong case for
the organisers to answer,
I have a good measure of
admiration for the festival’s

breadth and energy. And,
raterial from the explosive
and formative years of

1916-22. They displayed an
interesting continuity  of
republican resistance when
compared with a significant
group of films at the ICA
about war in the Six Coun-

ties; one of these, The Patrior

Game; is unequivocal in
its support for the present
IRA campaign.

Cliches

There is an entire sub-
seclion of the -festival, ‘The
State of Emergency', at the
Action Space,  devoted to
attacking Britain’s role in
Ireland through a photo-
graphic exhibit, films, music
and other types of perfor-
mance.

There is an intriguing
sociological exhibit at the
ICA called ‘No Country for
0Old Men' which is polemical
in t > that it specific-

the sen

ng-standing covenant

f;et\xeen the Irish and the

English, composed of love
and hate, whereby the Irish-
man plays the fool in ex-
change for recognition of a
kind in England, to him the
apogee of civilisation. Polit-
ical tensions are sublimated
and everyone remains
happy. One of the avowed
intentions of this festival is
to destroy this foul little
pact, these old stereotypes,
and to demonstrate on a
grand scale that the Irish are
not bloodthirstly provincial
buffoons (the stage Paddy
when he is dangerous or
brooding), but members
of a modern European nation
with special problems
(not least of which is Eng-
land's continues assumption
of part ownership of it), and

which is currently under-
going a kind of artistic
renaissance.

Growth

can be done,
r artistic
is merely a
den growth of
reneurship in
of subsidised

.‘—e

-‘erae; (the result of EEC-
fed “‘prosperity’’),
to be seen.

remains

But it i$ clear that much as
Irish politicians have only
been able to posture desper-
ately about their country’s
freedom because all power
has ultimately rested in
Westminster, so the Irish
arts will only come of age
and the Irish people only
awaken from the morbid
history which James Joyce
called a nightmare when the
English at last find the nerve
to view them without the
vain prejudices which they
have so jealousiy hoarded.

Such is the nature and
strength of the bond. It’s
had its run and I would hope
that it will at last be broken.
The Left has perhaps been
the most cynical of all in
preserving it, for the Irish,
particularly those in Britain,
have time and again placed
their faith in them only to
be disappointed.” Now many
of the same group are
squealing hypocritically
about the apolitical content
of this festiyal; they should
open their eyes and look.

[An extended version| of

this article will appear in
PS5 Magazine, for which it
was originally written. 1
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troops out!

ZIMBABWE:
Out!

MAJORITY

continued from p.1

Just in case the Rhoutsian
forces and Muzorewa's
auxiliaries, the martial law.
the barring of the return for
the elections of quarter of a
million refugees from Moz-
ambique, and the location of
polling stations on white
farms, all fail to produce the
election results favoured by
the Tories; just in case the
South African armoured cars
in which the votes are to be
transported also fail, and in
case Muzorewa's financial
backing from South Africa is
unable to grease the palms of
enough officials — then
Soames declares that he
alone has the right to annul
any election results and v
appoint a government that
has nothing to do with the

election result.

Such is Torv democracy
and impartiality.

It is to the shame of the
Lahour Party leaders that no
fight has been mounted
against the Tories. Some LP
leaders have openly defend
ed a bi-partisan attitude suv as
‘not to undermine Soames's
efforts’!

The silence from Labour
has left the media free to rant
on with parroted quotes
about intimidation and the
dangers of ‘tribal warfare’ in
Zimbabwe.

The Times was confident
enough to mount a six-page
supplement on business
prospects in Zimbabwe, full
of boasts by companies with
‘long experience of exploit-
ing the maturing Rhodesian
market” -— demonstrating

more eloquently than any
Labour spokesman the
nature of British imperialist
interests behind Zimbabwe
politics.

But every time Soames
locks up a Zanu comrade, the
resistance of others is streng-
thened. Each time Muzo-
rewa send in his thugs, he is
confirmed in the eyes of the
people as the enemy.

Every agreement that
Soames breaks tears away il-
lusions in British democracy
that still remain within the
liberation forces.

The situation is very pre-
carious, but so far the bal-
ance of forces has seemed to
move systematically in fav-
our of the liberation move-
ment. Zanu in particular has
consolidated its political base
undercutting Muzorewa and
to some extent Nkomo.

The imperialists have no
obvious quisling to put into
power, no-one to fill the role
played by Kenyatta in Ken-
ya. Muzorewa is o discred-
ited. Nkomo lacks support.

Militarily Zanu's base in
Mozambique has been free
for some time from the
raids by SA and Rhodesian
security forces.

A coup is possible, but
large scale intervention by
South Africa would extefid its
scattered military resources
even further, and draw into
the conflict the front-line
states and possibly even
Nigeria, destabilise shallow
despotisms like Malawi and
Zaire, and give rise to further
internal revolts by the
mighty South African black
workingclass.

To the Zimbabwe people,

repression is no new exper-
ience, but now the source of
such repression can be clear-
ly identified. Soames as
spokesman and coordinator
of British imperialist interest
has exposed the true nature
of British ‘democratic’ sol-
utions. ;

W hatever the result of the
elections, | the struggle in
Zimbabwe will carry on, with
enormous implications for
the southern African revolut-
ion as a whole.

We must reinforce our sol-
idarity with the liberation
movement, and with those
organisations in Zimbabwe
which most actively pursue
the struggle (at present,
ZANU). We must step up our
opposition to the British pre-
sence in Zimbabwe, pushing
the Labour leaders to de-
nounce the whole operation.

THE special measures to
reduce unemployment, in-
troduced by Labour as un-
employment reached its post
war peak of one a half million
in 1977, are being dismantl-
ed by the Tories, together
with an entire range of serv-
ices provided by Job Centres
and Skill Centres and such.
But how much of these
services should socialists
seek to save?

Special Job Creation Prog-
rammes of the type run by
the Manpower Services Com-
mission (MSC) were no un-
ique panic measure of the
last Labour Government con-
fronted with recession. In
every major capitalist count-
ry special employment pro-
grammes were used through-
out the late '70s.

From phoney factories
trading with each other in
West Germany to the mass-
ive CETA and other job-
creating schemes in the USA
they were aimed to take the
edge off social unrest, to
maintain a certain level of
demand in the economy, con-
trol ever the labour force and
to stop a layer of permanent-
ly unemployed congealing at
the very bottom of the pile —
people who wou'd have no-
thing to lose.

In the States, federal and
state job programmes mesh-
ed with the urban renewal
and poverty programmes to
provide against a re-emerg-
ence of the ghetto riots of the
late '60s. Homespun prog-
rammes of ‘community’ cap-
italism and cultural projects
were provided for ethnic
minorities ... murals to sub-
stitute for mass action.

Angry

In Britain, after the demise
of the much-criticised Job
Creation Programme in 1978,
the Youth Opportunities
Programme (YOP, for 16-18
year olds) was started to-
gether with the Special Tem-
porary Employment Prog-
ramme (STEP, for adult long
term unemployed: it provid-
ed 6 months’ work for under-
25s, 12 months’ work for
over-25s).

The Tories have expanded
YOP — originally an attempt
to get 16-18 year olds out of
the jobs market altogether —
by some 25%. This will boost
places, which on some
schemes, especially of the
type called Work Exper-
ience on Employers’ Prem-
ises - (aptly abbreviated as
WEEP) are little more
thau cheap labour, to 250,000
-260000 nationally. At a basic
‘“training  allowance'’ of
£23.50 a week the Tories
doubtless find this partic-
ular programme a cheap in-
vestment — better, perhaps,
than the cost of policing
quarter of a million angry
kids.

The STEP scheme clearly
does not find such easy fav-

Fighting the
Tories’ attack

on 'funny jobs’

Not only the steelworks,

our with the Tories. With
maximum pay rates of £71 a
week, STEP has been seized
on by a number of commun-
ity groups in the same way as
the Partnership and Urban
Aid schemes, to finance a
number of useful projects.
(For instance, Joint Co-
Partnership workers produc-
ed a Marxist account of the
local economy of Tottenham)
But the mid-term Review of
STEP which circulated in
MSC last Autumn stated ‘In
1980-81 ... priority should be
given to well-devised
schemes, especially those

which provide mainly semi-
or unskilled manual work’,
Back to rock-breaking and
oakum-picking, perhaps?

Victims

In fact, the MSC bureau-
crats like to see themselves
as both providing a social
service and exercising some
degree of control over the
labour market. The same Re-
view talks about the possib-
ility of re-directing the prog-
ramme in a preventive way
by schemes for victims of

but even the make-work schemes, are for the axe

major redundancies = and
‘those likely to become long
term unemployed’.

But the authors conclude
that this is unviable and that
the programme' must be
addressed to the ‘long term
unemployed in general’.

After cuts have halved the
programme (from £42 million
down to £24 million), inflat-
ion and cash limits mean a
further cut to reduce occup-
ancy levels from 14000 to
8000 unless a further £5 mil-
lion gross is forthcoming.

Furthermore, the prog-

ramme has been cut back to
Special Development Areas,
Development Areas, and the
inner urban areas; and these
SDAs and DAs are themsel-
ves being reduced from 44%
of the country to 25% over
the next two and a half
years, by order of Keith
Joseph at the Department of
Industry.

This is only the beginning.
If Special Programmes —
‘funny jobs’ — are too ex-
pensive for those suffering
from major redundancies,
then re-training is also a
luxury the government can-
not afford.

In December, Prior cut a
further £150 million from the
MSC’s 1980/81 budget, with
the promise of a further
£30m a year to come off as
well for the next three years.
This leaves them with £670m
a year at 1979 prices.

The cuts will mean:

B The closure of 20 Skill
Centres

B 10,000 places cut from
the TOPS re-training prog-
ramme.

B The Occupational Guid-
ance Scheme for adults will
be wound up.

B Disablement Resettle-
ment work will be severely
curtailed

B 3,400 MSC staff jobs will

go.
Defend

It looks like the Labour
Government's grandiose
attempts to control the lab-
our market will end up with
more redundant civil sery-
ants. The cuts in training will
hit particularly hard at black
youth attempting to break
out of the unskilled, low paid
ghetto, at women trying to
move into non-traditional
areas and at those made re-
dundant in plant closures.

With just such mass red-
undancies looming in steel,
the motor industry and else-
where, with Treasury fore-
casts of 1.65 million on the
dole by the end of 1980 and
2 million by the end of 1981,
and 300,000 extra on the job
market each year, even the
pathetic and dubious att-
empts of the MSC to provide
work experience, training
and employment services are
looking like something to
defend.

But defending the MSC's
schemes is clearly not
enough. Trade union inter-
vention in and ultimately
control over training pro-
grammes must be fought for.
In a climate where old skills
are rapidly being replaced by
new technology and a re-
structuring of the work pro-
cess, training must be made
an issue and the demand for
the right to socially useful
and rewarding work should
be raised alongside the call
for the reduction of hours
with no loss of pay.

GEOFF BENDER

What's On

SUNDAY MARCH 2ND:
'‘Labour and the Cuts’'. SCLV
fringe meeting at the London
Labour Party Conference.
12.30 Committee Room 2,
Camden Town Hall. Speakers:
Bill Bowring (Lambeth Coun-
cil), Stephen Corbishley
(CPSA NE& rsonal caBacit.y)
SUNDAY MARCH 2ND:Stop
the National Front from
marching in South London.
Counter demonstration 10.00
at London College of Printing
by Elephant and Castle tube.
Called by Southwark Camp-
aign against Racism and
fascism.

FRIDAY MARCH 7TTH: NUS
Demonstration against the
cuts. lpm, ULU, Malet St,
London WC1.

SATURDAY MARCH S8TH:
Day School on Ireland spon-
sored by Leicester South CLP.
Includes sessions on the hist-
orical background and the

media and Irelsnd and debates |

on Troops Out now and the

British government and North-
ern Ireland. 10.30am to 5pm
at Highfields Community
Centre, Melbourne Road.
Creche %Vided. Further
details: ish Day School,

c/o 1 Florence St, Leicester.
SUNDAY MARCH 9TH: TUC
Demonstration against Tory
anti-union laws and the cuts.
1lam, Speakers Corner, Hyde
Park, London.
MONDAY MARCH 17TH:
'‘Debate of the decade — the
crisis and the future of the
left'’. Speakers: Tony Benn,
Tarig Ali, Paul Foot, Stuart
Holland, Hilary Wainwright,
Audrey Wise. Central Hall
Westminster. 7pm. Tickets £1
from LCC, 9 Poland St London
W1 (Send SAE).

SATURDAY MARCH 22ND:

Labour Movement Fightback
for Women's Rights Confer-
ence, Conway Hall, London
WC1. Participants include:
NAC, LARC, Gingerbread,
nus nursery Campaign, JCWI,
National Council for One
Parent Families, CPAG...
Details from 41 Ellington St,
London N7.

SATURDAY MARCH 22ND:
National anti-cuts conference,
called by Liverpool Trades
Council and District Labour
Party. 11am, St George's Hall,
Liverpool. Credentials: 5
from T.Harrison/A.Dodswell,
70 Victoria St, Liverpool 1.
SATURDAY 22ND MARCH:
Labour Coordinating Comm-
ittee conference on the Alter-
native Economic Strategy.
Digbeth Hall, Birmingham.
Followed on Sunday 23rd by a
conference on the future
direction of the LCC for LCC
members. Details from LCC,
9Poland St, London W1.
SATURDAY MARCH 29TH:
Labour Committee on Ireland
conference. North Islington
Library, Manor Gardens,
London N7. 2-5pm.
SATURDAY 5th-Monday 7th
APRIL:Labour Party Young
Socialists Annual Conference
in Llandudno, vistors also
welcome. Details of accomod-
ation, fringe meetings etc from
"‘Barricade’’, 16 Glen St,
Edinburgh.

Published by Socialist Org-
aniser, 5 Stamford Hill,
London N16, and printed by
Anvil Press (TU].




WORKING CONFERENCE

AS THE decisive votes come
up on the Corrie Bill, the wo-
men's movement has been
campaigning actively,
marching, and lobbying Parl-
iament. But nothing is heard
from the TUC.

Last October 28th the TUC
orgamsed a huge demonstra-
tion against Corrie. But with
that the TUC leaders
obviously felt they had done
their bit. Any further trade
union action against Corrie
has been left to a few indivi-
dual unions.

As they stand, relations
between the women's move-
ment and the labour move-
ment present a dilemma. In
the fight for women's libera-
tion, the power of the labour
movement could be central.
The TUC’s turnout against
Corrie, ‘and the importance
of the labour movement.in
fighting the cuts and the
threat they pose to women,
show that.

Yet at the same time the
Jabour movement remains
half-hearted in its support for
women's rights — and the
movement itself, in its in-
ternal structures, is heavily
male-dominated.

The women's movement
has had a big effect on the
labour movement. The in-
creased confidence which the
movement has given women
to fight for their rights is a
big factor in the 60% rise in
female trade union rem-
bership over the last dec’ de.
The TUC's demonstration
agamst Corrie, the TUC Wo-
men’'s Charter, and the sup-
portgiven by many unions to

the  Working Women's
Charter, all reflect the
impact of the women's
movement.

But all this often remains
on paper, or as the labour
movement making gestures
towards doing something
far womern, rather than help-
ing women to organise them-

selves to fight. I'he October
TUC demonstration was a
big boost for the fight ag-
ainst Corrie; it also showed
the TUC's sense of prior-
ities,with the TUC bureau-
crats marchmg at the front
and the women's contingents
at the back.

The same attitudes run
throughout the movement.
Union meetings are rarely
organised in work rime or

with creches to enable wo-
men to attend. Branch offic-
ers and even shop stewards
are often male even when the
majority of the membership
are women. In some unions,
women who even attend
branch meeétings will find
themselves regarded as
oddities.

Widespread prejudice is
the immediate cause of this.
But at rank and file level the

prejudices can be and often
are rapidly overturned. The
steelworkers’ union had al-
ways been exceptionally con-
servative. But after a few
weeks on strike, many steel-
men are coming to recognise

.and value the 'militancy of

women joining the picket
lines. 4

The key problem is the
bureaucracy. It nurtures pre-
judice. It restricts or sells out
the struggles that could
smash the prejudices. And it
systematically leans on the
more conservative sections of
the working class to keep the
movement under control:
more prosperous, older,
skilled, white, male workers.

The bureaucratised struct-
ure works not only against
women, but against young
workers, black workers, and
all the most oppressed and
exploited sections of the
working class. When Marie
Patterson of the TGWU was
first elected to the General
Council of the TUC, she was
the only woman and the
youngest member on the
Council. Sixreen years later,
she is still the only women
and still the vyoungest
member!

Thus the fight to gear the
labour movement different-
Iy so that it really fights for
women's liberation is part of
a wider fight to bring the lab-
our movement under the con-
trol of the rank and file — to
take the leadership from the
well-heeled bureaucrats and
those workers closest to them
in attitudes, conditions, and
life-style, and to put it in the
hands of militants from the
most exploited and angry
sections of the membership.

It is a fight for regular
accountability and demo-
cracy throughout the move-
ment, from the Labour front-
bench in Parliament and the
TUC leadership down to shop
steward level; for control of

all disputes through mass
meetings and elected strike
committees; for women's
caucuses and strong rank
and file movements in in-
dustries and unions... And
hand in hand with it goes a
fight for the policies that can
meet the needs of the rank
and file, which can only be
policies for socialism and wo-
men'’s liberation.

This general fight to trans-
form the labour movement,
and women's specific role
within it, will be at the centre
of the discussions at the
Fightback conference. We do
not see this work in the lab-
our movement as counter-
posed to other campaigns
and special groups — co-
operation is vital — but we
do see it as the best way that
we, as socialists, can make a
contribution and help draw
some threads together.

Through a fight to change
the labour movement, atti-
tudes and prejudices will be
changed. And militant wo-
men will be able to make
sure that the labour move-
ment is their movement to
fight for their rights, not just
a male-dominated move-
ment that may give some
help to their cause.

Without a concerted battle
to renovate the labour move-
ment, militant women will
remain trapped in a dilem-
ma: either turning away from
the labour movement in ex-
asperation, and so cutting
themselves off from the most
powerful forces that can be
brought into action against
attacks on women's rights
(and from thousands of wo-
men who are already active
in the labour movement);
or coming to an accommoda-
tion with the labour move-
ment as it exists, bureau-
cratic and reformist.

CLARE RUSSELL

CALLAGHAN BACKS

by
MARTIN THOMAS

NO GOVERNMENT has giv-
en firmer support to the US
cold war drive following the
Russian invasion of Afghan-
istan than Britain’s Tory
Government. And no-one
has supperted the Tory Gov-
ernment | more faithfully
than the Labour front bench.

When some Tory MPs
claimed to find Labour lead-

er James Callaghan's
support for Thatcher not
keen enocugh,

THE COLD WAR

plicit. ''The shadow of the
Soviet Union hangs over
many countries in that long
arc stretching from Turkey
to Pakistan. This uncertainty
and doubt will prompt those
countries to strengthen their
armed forces and no-one can
blame them... it is inevitable

and essential...

““We must welcome the
intention of President Cart-
er to set up a task force of
100,000 men which could
Dosmon [in

MOV e L.!*kn. into

echoed by the
r fro nt bench, naturally
othing to do with the in-
sts or wishes of the
-*e;ple of Afghanistan. Lord
Carrmgton put it like this 1n

his Parliamentary state-
ment (24 January): ‘“‘The

Soviet action is a breach of
all the conventions which
have governed East-West re-
lations for the last decade. It
is a vivid demonstration of
the Soviet drive to gain wider
influence whenever possible,
by propaganda, by sub-
version, and, where necess-
ary, by force’’

A popular revolution which
allies with the USSR, like
China's, Cuba’s, or Viet-
nam's, would be seen by the
Tories in just the same light:

S s the right of
powers to
of the world,
or agreed to be
Kremlin bureaucracy'’s
phere of influence.

Peter Shore reflected the
same attitude even when he
mildly chided the Tories for
not sufficiently stressing
moves to get some reforms in
the Third World. ‘‘Where
conditions of real injustice,
poverty and exploitation
exist, there is bound to be
political instability... it is
precisely those conditions

that provide the opportunity
for revolutionary movements
of all sorts — whether Com-
munist, as they often are, or
non-Communist’’. And for
Shore it went without say-
ing that such revolutionary
movements are the worst
evil.

Against revolution, and
against the USSR, the
Labour front bench is at one
with the Tories in supporting
anew arms build-up, nuclear
weapons, NATO, and more
arms for the repressive right
wing regimes in Turkey and
Pakistan.

Differ

Within that framework,
some Tories differ. Edward
Heath, for example, opposes
the boycott of the Olympics
Callaghan and Shore did nor
even go that far.

When Carrington made his
statement on Afghanistan in
the House of Lords, it was 3
former Labour Minister,
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‘ORGANISING for the Fight-
back conference has really
been easy since we've had
the broadsheet’, Socialist
Organiser supporters from
around the country have told

s,
The idea of the broadsheet

was as an introduction to the
conference and Its 18 or so

participating groups and
campaigns.
Three pages omn legal

rights cover benefits, taxat-
fon, DHSS snoops, and the
raclst and sexist immigration
laws. An article contributed
by Rights of Women cuts
through all the complicated
technicalities to explain
simply the common link bet-
ween the varlous ways
women are cheated out of
money.

Three pages on the labour
movement have a guide to
the maternity leave clauses
in the Employment Bill and
articles on organising a
trades - council women's
caucus and the changing
ideas about LP women’s
sections; an account of some
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Lord Wigg, who demanded
registration for conscription
be brought in. When that
proposal was debated in the
Commons, a Tribune MP,
Russell Kerr, got up to sup-
port conscription but sug-
gest that conscripts be given
the choice of the armed forc-
es or community service.
Explaining his idea, he
said, '*As a member of the
wartime Air Force, I found...
we all came out... very much
bigger and better people
than we were when we went
into the Service... Having
gone in as boys, youngsters
emerged later as men in the

US tanks practise desert operations for the Gulf

true sense’’. Though many
emerged maimed, crippled,
or in coffins..

Other Labour MPs arguecl
— like the Tory front-bench
— that more recruitment to
the professional army and to
the Territorial Army reserv-
es would be better than con-
scription. Even Eric Heffer,
who spoke against conscript-
ion, said he was not against
recruitment. Don Concann-
on, a junior minister in the
last Government, added a
warm recommendation, ‘1
remember the call-up of se-
lective people for the Suez
campaign, and how quickly

and how well that]

The same day
ton's statement
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weapons for 15
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‘conservative...

Every Labour vote
should be a vote
against Corrie

THE Labour
Abortion Rights
Campaign has
called on Labour
activists to keep up
the campaign for
women'’s right

to choose.

Whatever the outcome
of .the Corrie anti-
abortion Bill, the great
strength. of the labour
movement in favour of a
woman’s right to choose
has become obvious during
the anti-Corrie campaign.
Even the early Commons
votes showed a strong turn-
out of Labour MPs, with
most of them sticking to
Labour Party policy, which
advocates free abortion on
demand with uniform pro-
vision through the NHS.
And the wider rank and file
movement — as shown by
the October 1979 demon-
stration organised by the
TUC — has been active too.

Many CLPs and trade
union branches have passed
resolutions condemning
those Labour MPs who last
July supported the early
Commons stages of the
Corrie Bill. And over a dozen
Labour MPs have now
changed their minds and are
opposing Corrie, in response
to the tremendous pressure
which has been exerted. .

But, with the slight
tactical advantage of having
prevented the 20 week time
limit from being intro-
duced, we should not feel
the battle is won. We must
ensure that those Labour

MPs who didn’t bother to-

turn up to the votes on
Corrie, or who deliberately
went against Labour Party
policy, are reprimanded by
their local parties.

So it is up to Labour’s
rank and file to keep up
the pressure for a wom-
an's right to choose. ’

LARC is holding a confer-
ence on May 31st at Lambeth
Town Hall. Watch out for
details.

and clubs
ipalgns; as
 the TUC
uality for

inlons, and

government indifference or
houtility.

Three other pages concen-
trate on Women's Ald, a
scheme for young women in

- details of speskers, conference
yments and agenda, etc., from:
BACK FOR WOMEN'S RIGHTS,

gton St., London N.7. (01-607-5268)
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North London, and the fight
against the Corrle Bill and
the use of Depo Provera.
And the broadsheet carries a
provisional agenda for the
conference and tear-out
registration form at the back.

We wondered, when we
began to organise for the
conference, if it wasn’t a bit
presumptuous to talk of dial-
ogue, of bringing people to-
gether, and so on. But al-
ready we've had a number of
inquiries such as ‘is there

any national link-up of nur-
sery campaigns?’ and, alse
on nursery campalgns,
whether there is any group in
the Labour Party coordinat-
ing this, as LARC does on
abortion?

Quite a number of women
have written in who are act-
ive both In the Labour Party
and In women’s groups; in
Somerset, 1 was told, it was
LP activists who set ap the
local Women’s Ald refuge.
Inquiries and registrations
are so far evenly divided be-
tween Lsbour Parties (and
LPYS) and women’s groups
and centres. One whole
women’s group Is coming!
And North London chauvin-
ists will be amazed by the Im-
mense response from south
of the Thames!

The next few weeks will be

very busy. Apart from in-
vitations to speak about the

10p

OUT NOW:
I6-page
breadsheet
for Fightback's
conference

BULK RATES

20 copies for £1 plus
40 p postage;
Orders over 100
coples, pos! Iree,
but phone lo

arrsngs delivery.
Fram: Fighsback tor
Wamen's Rights, 41
Ellington St, Lon-
don N7 (607 5288).

conference, we will be organ-
Ising our own fringe meeting
during the women's TUC at

Brighton (Royal Albion Hotel
Oid Steine, at 5.30 on Thars-
day 13th) and will be taking &
banner and placards on the
TUC march on the 9th.

Soclalist Organiser sup-
porters going on that march
are urged to lend a hand sell-
Ing the broadsheet and talk-
Iing to women about the con-
ference. And anyone willing
to help out before or during
the conference will he wel-
comed very enthuslastically.

Once again — please don’t
leave your reglstration or
paper till the last minute. We
need to know roughly how
many to expect for many of
the arrangements, especially
the creche.

RACHEL
LEVER (secretary,
Fightback).

e
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Jo Richardson

JO RICHARDSON
MP talked to
Socialist Organiser
about the chances
of defeating the
Corrie Bill.

The amendment putting

the time limit at 24
weeks got  passed,
instead - of 20 weeks as

proposed by Corrie. Our next
big day is February 29th,
when the Corrie Bill will be
debated again. Then (here is
the possibility of two more
Fridays after that, though
that  depends on  whether
another Bill is out of Comm-
ittee by then.

We'll be discussing the
criteria - for legal abortion
on the 29th. We, the oppon-
ents of the Bill, have tabled
an enormous number
amendments, so it's not all
over by any means.

Swing

What worries me a little
is that, having got rid of
the 20 week upper limit,
a lot of MPs are thinking
that the Bill is now okay and
won’t bother to turn up to
vote against the Bill.

What a lot of people don’t

STOP
RRIE!

| the time limit, if these crit-

realise is that the new
criteria for ending a preg-
nancy proposed by Corrie
are one of the most danger-
ous clauses in the whole
Bill — even if you're under

eria go thorough, you still
won't have the chance of a
termination. [The Corrie Bill
allows legal abortion only if
continuing the pregnancy
would mean a ‘‘substantial-
ly'" greater risk of ‘‘serious’’
injury, or death].

There has been a swing in
attitudes towards a pro-
choice position both in the
House and in the country
at large, and a stiffening
of resolve on our side by
people who feel they are
being hounded by SPUC.
One MP told me he'd re-
ceived 8,000 letters from
them in the last 4 weeks,
and he was going to write
back to all of them saying
why he would vote against
Corrie.

The voting last week on
the time limits was an index
‘of that change in attitudes.
I put forward an amend-
ment to lower the time limit
to 27 weeks. I didn't have
any hope of succeeding
but it was interesting the
amount of support I got.

120 MPs voted for an am-
endment which was virtu-
ally saying there should be
no change in the existing
law — that is larger than the
number who voted against

of

Corrie at the 2nd Reading.
So we are actually gaining
support in Parliament.

On the chancés of the,
Bill falling or running out
of time: 1 think the odds are
against us. If it came to the
final vote on the 3rd Reading
I think it would get through.
But we have got an awful
lot of amendments and lots
of arguing still to do.

The thing that should be
stressed is that it's not all
over yet. Organise for
the 29th. Keep up the ’
pressure.

ent’’. firmed that 150 NATQ Cruise
s Carring- missiles will be based in Bri-
p Afghani- tain.

first Parl- The high point of the re-

on nuclear sponse from Labour front-

vears. bench defence spokesman

William Rodgers was when

he established; ‘‘in practice,

| the Government will be

spending £115 million less

Francis [on defence] in the coming

t the Tor- year than the previous Gov-

a £1,000 ernment had intended to
etly start- spend'’.

Govern- Labour Party policy is ag-

Polaris, ainst any successor to Polar-

to spend is and against the Cruise

gllior: on a missiles. But there was none

. He con- of that in Rodgers’ speech.

On replacing Polaris, he
said, ‘‘To me, that remains
an open question... I have a
nagging feeling that it would
be a wise insurance policy
for the next century’’.

Frank Allaun proposed a
motion reasserting Labour
Party policy: ‘‘This House
strongly opposes the Govern-
ment's proposals to deploy,
on British soil, Cruise and
Pershing 2 missiles, which
incidentally would not be
controlled by Great Britain,
and equally strongly opposes
plans to replace Polaris..."

Warning

While Barney Hayhoe, for
the Tories, welcomed the
“‘support for the NATO deci-
sion from the Opposition
front bench', only 54 MPs
backed Allaun’'s motion. The
two front-bench Labour MPs
who supported Party policy,
Neil Kinnock and Les Huck-
field, got a warning a few
days later from Callaghan
that they would be sacked if
they did the same again.
(Kinnock soon learned his
lesson: within days he was
proclaiming he would give
no promises about a new
Labour government restoring
the Tory cuts!)

Labour Left MPs did diff-
erentiate themselves from
the front bench, in speeches
as well as Allaun’s motion.
The Tribune group put out a
statement (28 January) con-
demning the Russian invas-

ion of Afghanistan but also
saying, ''In the light of... for
example, Vietnam and Suez,
it is the height of hypocrisy
for the Governments of the
USA and the UK to claim to
defend the principle of terri-
torial integrity,

‘“We condemn their att-
empts to use the Afghan cris-
is to intensify East-West con-
frontation and in particular
their commitment to' rearm
the brutal and repressive re-
gime of President Zia in
Pakistan’’.

And the Labour Party Nat-

ional Executive has come out §

against a boycott of the Mos-
cow Olympics.

Some Labour MPs justi- |

fied, or half-justified, the
Russian invasion. James La-
mond echoed the Kremlin's
line: *‘I believe that Amin's
regime [THE Afghan govern-
ment before the invasion)

was fast proceeding along |
the same lines as that of Pol §
Ernie §

Pot [in Cambodial”’.
Ross and Tam Dalyell half-
supported him, with Dalyell
arguing that the invasion,
while not to be approved,
was the natural response of
a big power to unrest on its
borders: the USSR had got
dragged in “'like Britain in
Northern Ireland™.

No-one said anything bear-
ing any resemblance to the
Marxist argument that soc-
ialists should defend the nat-
ionalised and planned econ-
omy in the USSR against cap-
italist world power. in spite
of and against the crimes of

the Kremlin bureaucracy,
though plenty of left MPs
had enough Marxist educat-
ion in their youth to know the
argument. No-oné said the
workers of the USSR, not
Carter's nuclear missiles,
should settle accounts with
Stalinism. No-one, in fact,
tried to argue a policy from
the point of view of the world
working class, rather than

E rr' ffer

from the point of view of
the interests of the British
state. No-one challenged the
basically Tory idea that there
is a ‘national interest’ that
overrides all class struggles.
Lamond, Ross, and Dal-
yell argued only that the lor-
ies overestimated the Russ-
ian threat. Allaun said, “My
own position is «Jear: Neither
Moscow nor Washington,
but peace... We [i.e.... the
British state] must negot-
iate with Russia to stop the

arms race’’.

The same outlook was ex-
pressed by Eric Heffer, al-
though he was the only MP
to denounce conscription
for its possible use against
strikes and workers’ strugg-
les. He put his view by quot-
ing the Observer: '‘The caut-
ion shown by President Gis-
card [of France] and Chan-
cellor Schmidt [of West Ger-
many] about writing off de-
tente is not just a sign of anti-
Americanism... It reflects a
realistic appreciation that for *
Europe there is no altern-
ative to detente...”

**1 think that that editorial
was excellent'’, said Heffer.
“It completely sums up my
own view about how we must
approach this matter’’.

argument was then made up
of sugary illusions about how
much international arms con-
trol talks can achieve, and
the virtues and possibilities
of neutrality.

No-one argued for with-

. drawal from NATO. No-one
said
hypocrisy
Russian troops in Afghani-
stan while British troops are
in Ireland and Zimbabwe. No
one used Parliament as a
platform to speak, not to the

the
of condemning

anything about

‘honourable Gentlemen and

Ladies'’ on the Tory bench-
es, but to the working class,
denouncing the cold war
drive and- saying that the
best
workers can make to peace is
to overthrow our own war-

contribution  British

mongering ruling class.

Buffer

No-one could bring out the

simple idea, '‘Workers of the

world, unite’”, against the

On the grounds that '‘we
cannot allow ourselves, as a
country, to take sides and
help the war atmosphere’’,
he argued for ‘‘an extended
buffer between the Soviet
Union on the one side and
the US on the other. That
buffer should comprise more
and more countries that hold
a neutralist position"’.

With this argument, Heff-
er and other left MPs were
on very weak ground. They
accepted the Tories' basic
framework: how to deal with
the Russian thrcat from the
point of view of the British
state. They added only that
the US is also a threat. Their

fight t:
pro cold war right wing from

world-devouring drive of the
big capitalist powers and the
nationalist, self-seeking poli-
cies of the Moscow bureau-
crats. No-one said: The main
enemy is at home — our own
ruling class.

And so the official Left
helps prop up.the ideas of
national interest which
hamstring the working class

even in everyday struggle,

and threaten to deliver us
bound hand and foot to a
nuclear holocaust. It's time

we had a different policy for

Labour's left. and a real
kick out the openly

Labour's leadership.
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Socialist Organiser §

Mike Davis and Geoff Bender outline
some criticisms, based on a

document recently putito the
SCLV Steering Committee

by themselves, Jeremy
Corbyn, Mark Douglas,
Keith Veness and

Pete Rowlands.

The founding conference
of the SCLV over 20 months
ago brought together over
200 Labour activists who saw
the need to organise in the
face of the low profile of the
‘official left” in the move-
ment to provide a united
socialist alternative to the
unpalatable choice of
Callaghan or Thatcher. Our
aim' was to group together,
on a flexible non-sectarian
basis, all the forces inside
(and out, in some cases) of
the Labour Party prepared to
fight for a Labour victory on a
clear anti-capitalist and class
struggle basis. Labour lost
the election. But the need to
develop, clarify and above all
unify the growing and re-
vitalised forces on the Labour
left is now imperative if we
are to defeat both the Tories
and the forces of the right in
the Labour Party itself. To
do this successfully we
believe the SCLV needs a
relatively open structure
capable of forging the widest
class unity in action and
providing a forum for tend-
encies and individuals on the
left to come together for
debate and action.

We believe the conference
vote to amend the Hackney
resolution which argued for
an open alliance, and to
reject the West London
motion which made the call
for the SCLY to be open to
those in the Party ready to
break with the- social-demo-
cratic leadership and go
forward to the
reconstruction
means that the SCLV hasnow

socialist,
of society, .

detached itself from the con-
ception which originally
created the campaign and
motivated it up until the
Local Government Confer-
ence in London in June 1979.
The conception of the SCLV
as a broad alliance of tend-
encies and individuals, as a
campaign rather than a
revolutionary sect with an
outward-looking approach to
involving new people in the
paper and campaign activity
and with the platform as a
guide rather than as a
catechism has now been
rejected.

This conception which
enabled us to organise the
successful local government
conference attended by 230
activists from the London
region with representation
from 30 CLPs etc, interven-
tions at the Party and TUC
conferences, gain wider
sponsorship and created a
credible  image for the
campaign with a potential for
growth has now been junked
in favour of a more tightly-
knit organisation, with a
hard-line intransigent face.

The problem is one of con-
fusing a campaign for defin-
ite aims — the defeat of the
right wing in the Labour
Party and the creation of a
broad socialist alliance —
with the functions of a
Marxist tendency which has
a wider mandate based on
programmatic and strategic
considerations for achieving
socialism. A campaign is
by definition an alliance, and
whilst it requires guidelines
for its activity, should not be

policy was not only in the

N original platform of the SCLV

UP UNTIL very recently,
Mike Davis and his co-think-
ers were citing the Fightback
campaign as example no.1 of
the SCLV’s sectarian turn.
Now they recognise its
success in attracting broad
interest. But the Joss of
their prime piece of evidence
doesn’t disturb their theory!

What about the secondary
evidence for the “'sectarian
turn’’? Campaigns against
the Tories and against the
witchhunt in the Labour
Party have been agreed
unanimously by the SCLV
Steering Committee in recent
months, Equally unanim-
ously, the SCLV has set
about preparing a submiss-
ion for the Inquiry on Labour
Party organisation and supp-
orted the Labour Committee
on Ireland.

In fact, nearly all the
SCLV’s recent decisions on
campaigning have been
unanimous. Not much sign of
a sectarian carve-up there.

Mike Davis and his co-
thinkers disagree with the
SCLV's policy against rate
rises (and that gave rise to
the only recent divided vote
on SCLYV activity, where two
comrades — against 18 —
opposed an SCLV appeal for
labour movement support for
no cuts and no rate rises this
spring). But the majority

but also endorsed after

democratic debate at the

SCLV Conference last
November.
That’s democracy, not

sectarianism. Moreover, the
minority favouring rate
rises have had, and still have
full freedom to argue their
views, including in the
columns of Socialist Organ-
iser.

There's no evidence here
that the SCLV is no longer a
‘‘broad alliance'’. Not only
on rate rises, but also on
other issues, critics of SCLV
policy have been able to air
their views repeatedly in
Socialist Organiser... Indeed
writing fanciful polemics
against supposed sectarian
turns now seems to be some
comrades’ main contribution
to the SCLV!I

The complaints about
conference organisation
stand up no better than the
rest. How is it sectarian to
say that SCLV policy should
be decided by people and
organisations which support
SCLYV at least to the migimal
extent of taking out a supp-
orter’s card or sponsoring
the campaign, rather than by
anyone who happens to turn
up on the day? In any case,
the conference arrangements
were — after long discuss-
ions — agreed unanimously
by the old Steering Comm-
ittee, including Mike Davis
and Geoff Bender!

Did the conference decis-
ions show the majority was
junking the original idea of

organised or directed by the

tighter ‘higher-level-of-
agreement’ prescriptions
that bind together a revolu-
tionary tendency.

Many leading SCLV activ-
ists seem to be motivated by
the view that we're not so
much a campaign, more a
finished revolutionary
grouping imbued with the
idea that it has all the polit-
ical answers while the rest of
the left wanders about clue-
less, waiting for us to rope
them in.

We believe that in adopt-
ing such a conception,
the SCLV is unlikely to,

attract the many unaligned"

socialists in the party or out-
side or involve in the
campaign the activists in the
Institute - for  Workers’
Control, Independent Labour

Publications, the Labour
Co-ordinating Committee
and Tribune supporters,

Campaign for Labour Party
Democracy workers and the
like.

Well before the recall
conference it was evident
that supporters of Workers'
Action were working to
change the SCLYV into a much
harder; tighter, more exclu-
sive set-up. The organisation
of the recall conference along
aarrower lines, for example,
the refusal to agree to send
open delegate invitations to
CLPs and other organis-
ations not sponsoring SCLV,
the issuing of Supporters’
Cards before a conference
decision (we are not opposed
to the idea in principle), the
creation of 'Socialist

the SCLV? We reaffirmed
the SCLV's original platform
(with updating  amend-
ments), against a move to
replace it by an unstated
alternative (i.e. something
that was not made available
by its advocates for confer-
ence decision one way or the
other). And we rejected a
resolftion from West London
which would have effectively
scrapped the platform alto-
gether.

Julian Wells from West
London was very clear when
he moved the resolution
whose defeat Mike Davis
and Geoff Bender so much
regret. The SCLV should be
an open organisation for
debate, he said. ‘“We want
a formulation which would
include all the disparate
elements who voted for the
resolution on party democ-
racy.

**The line should be drawn
between us and people like
Shirley Williams and Roy
Hattersley'’. Within that
broad left spectrum, ‘‘the
LCC has a more coherent and
sharply defined view — one
that we in West London
would agree with fairly
closely."

The main issue here is the
class struggle, international-
ist politics on which the
SCLV was founded, versus
the parliamentarian, nation-
alist politics of the LCC. And
to the extent that it is an org-

anisational issue, it is an
issueof campaign versus
discussion forum, rather

than broad alliance versus
sécts

Mike Davis and Geoff
Bender don’t actually agree
with most ot the political
ideas put by Julian Wells.
Yet they make themselves
spokesmen for them in their
letter. The reason for that is
that they are indulging —

Organiser’ groups even
where other similar and usu-
ally broader forums existed
(e.g. Islington) and so on.
W hilst motivated by a desire
to cement existing support-
ers, it had the effect of clos-
ing doors to potential suppor-
ters. The most damaging de-
cision was the conference re-
jection of the Hackney pro-
posal that no tendency
should have a majority on the
Steering Committee, both de
jure and de facto; thus marg-
inalising the vital tension and
premium on winning others
to particular views that gave
the campaign strength in its
early days. At the very time
that the campaign should be
proving itself as a genuiney
non-dogmatic alliance of ten-
dencies and individuals and
creating a democratic clim-
ate capable of attracting Lab-
our Party militants trying to
tackle the right, a single —
though important — tenden-
cy in the SCLV sees fit to
assert its own politics.

The conference refused
to accept the need (proposed
by the Overseas Telephones
S0 group) for a reworking of
the platform along less
declamatory lines, making it
less of a shopping list of
slogans and demands and
actually explaining out the

Q\

and not very fastidiously —
in a dead-end factionalism
that refuses to disarm even
when events like the devel-
opment of the Fightback
show their factionalism to be
unfounded. It is the dead-
end factionalists who are
guilty of ‘‘sectarian arro-
gance'', not the SCLY

No: Mike Davis' theory
about the SCLV’s organis-
ational sectarianism does not
stand up. What the dispute
is actually about is politics.
Since the general election,
many Labour politicians who
were quite tame during the
period of Labour government
have suddenly been talking
left. Left-wing  activity
focused on wheeling and
dealing around official posit-
ions in the labour movement
has been given a boost.

There is a tension in the
SCLV between that focus and
a broader class-struggle
perspective, centred on
campaigning in the factor-
ies and on the streets.
The rate rises issue sums it
up very well: do we look for
alternatives for  Labour
councillors trying to manage
the system or for policies to
mobilise anti-Tory mass
action? ‘

When Lambeth Council
leader Ted Knight makes
rousing speeches against the
cuts (last June), and then a
few weeks later gives a lead
for every right-wing and fake
left council by proposing
cuts, do we draw any conclu-
sions? Do we learn any
lessons about the real value
of the policy of ‘‘rate rises
instead of cuts to gain time
for a fight'’, which Lambeth
was supposed to be the
model for? Do we draw
conclusions now when Ted
Knight follows up a battle to
get the Lambeth Labour
movement to agree to rate
rises by also pushing through
rent rises and cuts in
growth?

Do we learathe lesson of
the need for an independent
campaigning policy? Or do
we go on fluttering like
moths around the illusory

aims of the campaign (as
the founding statement did)
and we have a sectarian,
‘holier than thou’ attitude
emerging. The left must be
built *‘around our platform
and politics™.

On the fight against cuts
the Campaign seems to be
accepting the view expressed
by a speaker that the main
divide in the movement js not
between those prepared or
not to fight the cuts but
between those who believed
local councils should follow
a policy of bankruptcy by
refusing to raise rates and
those who raised rates to
maintain and expand jobs
and services.

On women’s oppression,
the successful amendment
to the perspectives document
blandly called for _the
‘‘restructuring and re-orient-
ation of sections of the exist-
ing women's movement.”
Fortunately such patron-
ising arrogance has not at
present marred the work of
the Fightback campaign
though a political rethink

\8\

light of the ‘‘power’” and
*‘broad labour movement
influence'" of Lambeth
Labour group?

The SCLV conference gave
a majority to the broader
class-struggle perspect-
ive — against those who
wanted to veer away from the
SCLV's original politics. It
also established a flexible,
open structure in which
comrades with 4 different
emphasis and different
priorities can work.

Mike Davis and his co-
thinkers have not actually
been deprived of any wvalid
minority rights.

All their objections come
down to the fact that they are
not the dominant majority!

There is a curious para-
lle] — with all the necessary
qualifications granted —
with the protests of the right
wing in the Labour Party
against the left's majority on
the National  Executive
Committee and the Inquiry...
the same protests about the
need for a ‘broad church’,
the same assumed concern
for anonymous unaffiliated
individuals who are going to
be put off by the left's
extremism, the same wrapp-
ing up of political disputes
in organisational protests.

The right wing in the
Labour Party is trying to
appeal over the heads of the
Labour conference, of the
elected NEC, and of Labour
activists, to “‘public opinion"’
and to confused and passive
Labour voters. They use
popular anti-socialist preju-
dices. Mike Davis and his
co-thinkers are — certainly in
effect, if not intentionally —
trying to appeal to the
general, more or less
confused and more or less
passive broad left. They use
popular - anti-revolutionary
prejudices, which harm the
SCLV as a whole.

In fact, though, they will
damage themselves more
than the SCLV. These com-
rades are spokesmen for a
tendency which is moving

strongly to the right and g

away from glib formulas of
‘““for a working class
women's movement’ s
surely necessary.

For a campaign like the
SCLV to have any value it
must set it sights on the fight
against the right wing within
our movement and seek to
organise on the left in a
patient and non-sectarian
manner. Already a number
of individual supporters have
withdrawn to direct their
abilities elsewhere. Can the
SCLV return to its original
conceptions and recoup the
ground that has been lost?
Some of us hope so, but the
onus is on those conference
elected to reassess their
direction before it is too late.

which is governed by a
strong impulse to divest
itself of its one-time revo-
lutionary politics and® to
accommodate to the ‘Left’
establishment and the
“‘powerful”’ individuals like
Ted Knight.

It is pot coincidental that
they are trying to scandalise
the SCLV over their imagin-
ary grievances and in so
doing present themselves to
the broad non-Marxist left as
a “‘good SCLV". Their polit-
ical trajectory is not only
away from the positive work
that the SCLV is doing —
on their own admission, even
where they opposed the.
initiative, as with the Fight-
back campaign. It is away
from serious left-wing polit-
ics altogether  towards
reformism.

In Britain in 1980 a refurb-
ished reformism is the last
thing that the working class
needs or can afford to waste
time on. It needs a serious,
hard left, Marxist move-
ment, rooted in the broad
labour movement, including
the Labour Party. That is
what the SCLV conference
decided to try and build in
the working class struggles
that are now opening up.

Martin Thomas

and John O’Mahony

reply.




London Labour challenges education cuts

by KEN
LIVINGSTONE
GLC member for
Hackney North

THE DECISION of the
Labour-controlled Inner
London Education Authority
to give in to government
pressure and make a £21
million (4.2%) cut in next
year’s budget will be de-
bated at the Greater London
Labour Party conference on
2nd March.

The Regional Executive
committee is taking the
unprecedented position of
asking the conference to
reject the annual report of
the ILEA Labour Group
on the grounds that the
report justifies the cuts,
libels those Labour members
who stood by Labour Party
policy, and makes several
anti-trade union comments,
even going so far as to blame
the unions' for the advent

of the Thatcher government.

In actual fact, relations
between the Labour Group
at County Hall and the
Greater London Labour
Party now make the NEC/
PLP struggle look positively
comradely.

Things started to go wrong
when the Labour leadership
prepared a full list of cuts
totalling £26 million (5%)
back in September 1979.
These were rejected in the
ILEA meeting by a back-
bench revolt, and immediate-
ly members came under
pressure from their GMCs
and the Regional Executive
when they saw the publicity
which accompanied. the rej-
ection of the cuts.

Contempt

Pressure built up, with
many members ‘being in-
structed to vote against
the cuts and the Regional
Executive asked the Labour

Group to listen to a depu-
tation. Although this request
was granted, many councill-
ors treated the delegation
with open contempt, spoke
throughout their present-
ation, and then instructed
them to leave before the
Group took its decision.

Threat

In the end, the Labour
leadership accepted a small
reduction in the package of
cuts, and forced them
through by the threat of
resignation if the cuts were
rejected. They also stated
that they would not support
any alternative Labour ad-
ministration which did not
make cuts.

Thus the Labour leader-
ship which had justified the
cuts on the basis that other-
wise the ‘‘government will
abolish the ILEA"’' ended up
threatening to terminate
Labour control themselves.

The final package of cuts
make their impact by adding
to the dole queues — over
1000 jobs go in under 12
months, and to make the
situation worse, student
grants are cut, which will
also mean more unemploy-
ment. Almost every section
of the education service
gets some level of cut,
higher education in partic-
ular.

The scale of the -cuts
forced one third of the
Labour Group to vote against
them or to abstain, but with
the Tories voting solidly with

the Labour front bench
they went through by
49 to 8.

Record

Make sure you raise the
voting record of your ILEA
member at the next GMC,
and if s/he voted for cuts,
don't forget reselection for
the  GLC elections starts
in May!

Lambeth's yvearends in a

by
BILL BOWRING

1979 WAS the year of Lambeth
Council. There was a bad
start in May; but readers may
recall Ted Knight's remark
[SO supplement]: “We made
the cuts to show what they will
mean’’. So from July onwards,
the Lambeth Labour coun-
cillors made a stand.

The full programme would
be carried out — though not
without a little gentle pressure
from the Labour Parties and
the Unions. There would be
a deficit at the end of the
year, but that would be a
small price to pay for leading
the fight against Heseltine's
axe., And on November T7th,
20,000 demonstrated through
Lambeth to show their solid-
arity.

In the past few months,
- the Labour Parties have been
deciding the strategy for 1980.
As in the pages of Socialist
Organiser, the debate has
centred around the question of
whether cuts should be avoid-
ed by raising the rates. In
Lambeth, we were told that a
56% rate increase would be
needed io carry out the pro-
gramme, without raising
rents.

Some of us who felt strongly
that such an increase would
amount to fighting the cuts by
cutting the living standards of
the working class, and thus
indirectly carrying out Tory

olicy believed that Labour
gouncillors should mobilise a
movement to challenge the
Government — on the princi-
pled platform of no cuts and
no rate increases.

On my own GMC [Nerwood
CLP] we lost — by 33 votes to
21. Ted Knight won a majority

to his proposal that ‘‘the
Lambeth Labour Group of
Councillors should refuse to
meake any cuts in services or
jobs, and should levy the
necessary rate’’ to carry out
such a policy. Streatham GMC
carried a proposal for cuts;
Lambeth Central supported
Ted Knight; Vauxhall couldn’t
make up its mind __ though
one ward mandated its coun-
cillors to a no cuis/no rates
position.

And so we expected a battle
royal in the Labour groups
between a largish groups of
right wingers in favour of
cuts; and Ted Knight and his
supporters for the 56%. A
few councillors would support
no cuts/ no rates.

On Saturday 16th February
the Labour Group met, and
debated for 5 hours. First,
there were several surprises.
There was no deficit! Some-
how Lambeth would end the
year £9,000 in the black,

Next, the Council officers
had warned that not fo in-
crease council house renis
would mean certain surcharge.
So Ted Knight told us that
there would be a free vote.
He would make no recomm-
endation. Members’ conscien-
ces would decide.

Finally, Ted Knight was
recommending  that rog-
rammed schemes for 1980-81
be ‘‘revised’’ to give a saving
of £2,130,000. Not a cut, of
course! Among other projects,
Environmental Imrovements,
a One O'Clock Club, Mainten-
ance Depot and Adventure
Pladyground. street lighting
and a Civic Amenity site
would be “revised", and two
leisure centres would be
trimmed down to swimming
pools only.

The rents debate came
first. Ted Knight voted for
a rent increase — of £1 per

week. Ten of us voted against
any rent increase. Finally,
by 22 votes to 18, an average
increase -of £1.50 per week
from April was chosen, saving

- £2,157,000.

Many right wingers, who
had been holding out for cuts
to achieve a rate increase of
less than 46% , were appeased.
After disappearing outside the
council chamber, calculator in
hand, with some of them, Ted
Knight won a substantial
majority for a rate increase of
49.4%.

Some questions arise. Will
a ‘‘wall"’ of inner city councils,
united by high rate increases
[and some cuts], be able to
defy Heseltine and force him
to withdraw his penalties in
November? Will such a united
front be able to mobilise a
real mass movement against
the Tories? Will such a mass
movement include Lambeth
tenants, faced with increases
in April of £3 to £4 per week?
And what will Lambeth coun-
cillors do next time a surcharge
is threatened? 2

There are some lessons to
be learned. For decades, the
Labour movement sought
to carry out reforms within
capitalism, and to pay for such
reforms by raising taxes,
Taxes, including rates, have
been seen as redistributive and
therefore acceptable, It has
been axiomatic that Labour
should, whenever -possible,
hang on to power, locally and
nationally, so as at least to
mitigate the effects of the
attacks of the class enemy on
what has been gained,

So with, the last Labour
Government in the face of
the IMF demands; so now with
Lambeth Council. And, as
in Lambeth, it is likely that

* “independence”  of

sell-out

the Unions will support such
a strategy, rather than risk
an immediate threat to jobs
and conditions.

Unfortunately for some in
the Labour Party, what is now
posed is the question of
power. The crisis of capitalism
worldwide, intensified in
Britain by the corruption and
decadence of the native
capitalists and their desperate
policies of repression and
mass unemployment, of
making the working class pay
for the crisis, means that for
Labour it is no longer a matter
of defending a corner and
hopin for better times
[in 19847]. The Government
must be challenged politically.

Councillors [and union lead-
ers] must not be party to
implementing Tory policies.

For one or more Councils
to break the law in the present
crisis would have qualitatively

reater consequences than

%lay Cross or Poplar. If
politics can now be brought
into the Labour movement
locally and nationally [21 votes
is a start], then there is
some prospect of ending
Toryism once and for all.

The most pernicious doct-
rine is that being peddled by
Roy Hattersley and his agents:
that what is at stake is the
local
authorities — their right to
raise rates, or to delay the sale
of council houses. He expects
to win some allies from Tory
urban councils, But if a future
Labour government is faced
with another Tameside [or,
heaven forbid, a Tory Lambeth
with a Tory Ted Knight],
wouldn't we expect some
firmness, some decisive act-
ion? The liberals should join
the Liberal Party

An appeal

Stand up fo
the Tories

AN appeal for a real fight against the cuts by local author-
ities issued initially by Labour councillors in Lothian,
Hackney and Lambeth is now gaining wider support.
Socialist Organiser’s last Editorial Board decided to issue
the appeal as a leaflet and it will be ready soon. However,
signatures are still needed to help show the widespread feel-
ing that Labour councils should start standing up to the
Tories and stop acting as their agents.

IN February local authorities will have to prepare &
budget for the coming year. They will draw up their
budgets under the threat of the Tory axe.

The Tories are trying to force the councils to implem-
ent the cuts. They are pushing a bill through Parliament
which will mean that councils that put up rates in order tc
offset the cuts will be punished by deductions from the
Rate Support Grant. ‘

Rate rises are not a way round the cuts. They hit work-
ers in council housing with the same effect as an increase
in rents. They hit workers and middle class people with
their own homes, who are already hit by the massive
increase in the cost of mortgages.

And to offset the cuts, rate rises would have to be im-
possibly large. So it is not a question of rate rises or cuts,
but rate rises and cuts.

And a fight with the Tories over the right of councils to
put up the rates would be a fight on territory not of our
own choosing. It is difficult to mobilise people to support
your right to cut their living standards|

We believe Labour councils should stand up now to the
Tory attacks. They should refuse to implement the cuts,
and they should refuse to put up the rates.

That means a fight against the Tories. |t means not
thinking that Labour councils can dodge round the Tory
attacks, but mobilising the organised labour movement
to stop the Tories in their tracks. We need to build sup-
port in the trade unions for councils who take a stand
against the cuts, and pledges of action in the event of the
Tories moving against them.

We ask you to put the following resolution to your
trade union/Labour Party branch to be sent to Labour
regional and District parties: “We call on Labour council-
lors to refuse to implament the Tory cuts, and to refuse to
put up rates to offset the effect of the cuts. We pledge
our support to the council in taking this stand, and
pledge our full support in the event of the Tories trying to
take punitive action against councillors.’

Jimmy Burnett, John Mulvey, Neil Lindsay(Lothian
Regional Council), Ron Brown (MP for Leith), Des
Loughney (Secretary, Edinburgh Trades Council),
Alex Wood (Labour Party Scottish Executive),
Eleanor McLoughlin (Edinburgh District Council),
Patrick Kodikara, ] ohn Sweeney (Hackney Council)
Jenny Morris (Islington Council), James Ryan
(Convenor, Islington Campaign against the Cuts),
Derek Robinson (Convenor, BL Longbridge),
Dave Emery (Birmingham City Council), Jack
Gould (Secretary, Coventry Trades Council)
Allen Torrance, Bob Davies, Carolyn Taylor, Paul
Snell, Sandra Tully (Stewards, Coventry NALGO),
Pete McLaren (Vice Chair, Coventry NE CLP)
Dave Nellist (Chairman, Coventry SE CLP an
APEX B59 branch secretary), Ann Coffey (Chair,
TGWU (Club One) branch, Coventry), Richard
Paine (APEX Rep, GEC Telecomms Weekly
Branch), Rob McGonigle (ASTMS Rep, GEC
Telecomms and Sec. Coventry NE LPYS), Eddie
McCluskey (Senior Shop Steward, TGWU, Talbot,
Stoke), Roger Kline (Vice-President, Coventry
Trades Council), Mohammed Igbal (Sec. Coventry
SE CLP), Malcolm Marshall (Basingstoke Borough
Council), Alistair Jamieson (Secretary, Basingstoke
Trades Council), Margaret Cleeson (Secretary,
Basingstoke LPYS), Stephen Corbishley (CPSA
NEC). (All in personal capacity).

b
JOHN SWEENEY

LIKE COMRADES in other
arties, the left in Hackney
Eas been divided as to the
best method of resisting the
cuts in public expenditure,
The main decision, as in
many other parties, is between
those who advocate massive
rate increases to safeguard
jubs and services, and those
who feel that rate rises, in
these circumstances, are cuts,
and so should not be imp-

lemented.

But what is agreed by
both sides is the need for a
council-led campaign against
the policies of central govern-
menf, involving  workers,
council tenants and residents
of the Borough.

Cynical

It 1s readily
understood by all sections of
the left that any real resis-
tance to the capitalist polic-
ies of central government
must have the support of the
council workers and residents

of the Borough.

So far, the leadership of
Hackney Council has delib-
erately avoided mountin
such a campaign, and instea
has retreated behind the
closed doors of the Town
Hall, only emerging to tell
the Labour Group what cuts
“‘had to be implemented’'.
The result of this ‘managing
the cuts’ has been the cynical
abandonment of the pledges
contained in the Manifesto on
which the present Hackney
Council was elevated

In this manifesto, we prom-
ised no rent increases cFuring
periods of low wages — now
the intention is to increase

rents by 25% despite evid-
ence that shows Hackney to
have the lowest income per
family in the whole of London.
We also promised a housing
programme to meet people's
needs —instead the proposal
is to cut back on an already

inadequate programme.
Sponsor
The same o under-

fives provision, where again
we promised expansion and
are now cutting back to the
extent of kee i.ugjl closed
three newly built day nurs-

eries.

have been formulated without
any consultation with the
workers and people of the
Borough,

Labour parties t.o sponsor and

All these proposals for cuts  help convene, along with the

local Trades Council, a special
conference to organise a
co-ordinated fightback against

who are the ones  thecuts.

maost arffected by the cuts,

In response to this ‘siege
meatality' of Hackney Coun-
cil’s’ leadership, the Broad
Left councillors called a special
meeting to which all members
of the Labour Party who were
willing to defend the council
manifesto and to help organise
a fightback against the Tories
were invited.

A resolution was passed
calling upon the three Hackney

We felt that this conference
should draw together the
grass  rools  organisations
within the Borough, such as
community groups and ten-
ants’ associations, along with
the various strands of the
labour movement, to put
pressure on the council leader-
ship to see itself as account-
able to the people of the Bor-
ouﬁ-}‘\, and not just managers
of the local state.




by MICK WOODS

WHEN we entered the
ISTC Division No3 HQ in
Doncaster Road last Wed-
nesday morning, we found
the front garden covered in
copies of a publication called
Hadfield News. Who's been
littering Rotherham, we
thought? Examining the
publication (whose heading
looks suspiciously like NF
News' typeface) we found it
was a collection of articles
from the more rabid end of
the bosses’ press about
Anarchy on the streets, a
few pictures of mass pickets
and a cartoon of Arthur
Scargill dressed to kill in
jackboots and brown shirt.
0Odd to relate, it had no
printers’ address on it —
theieby rendering it illegal.
That, plus littering, which
carries a hefty fine in South
Yorkshire! Prosecution is
considered unlikely.

Upset

Entering Edgecumbe
House, we were quickly
guided to a room holding a
colour telly and 12 to 15
strikers who were watching
the local news report of the
Hadfield secretaries who'd
been sent up to Barnsley in
two coaches (source of funds
for coaches not specified)
to picket Arthur Scargill
who'd cunningly turned up
early, and came out and
invited them in for a cup of
coffee and a chat. Confused,
and obviously rather upset,
they went in, and shot out
two minutes later even more
confused. The strikers in the
TV room made appropriate
comments about scabs and
idiots. After this upset, the
ladies had then returned
via Doncaster’ Road and
scattered their little litho-
printed broadsheets

over _

STEEL STRKE

Political
from

dayone

the garden.
After the news, which had
included film of police

beating up pickets at Sheer-
ness, and the AUEW in
Longbridge stabbing Robbo
in the back — ‘'silly bas-
tards’' — we got talking to
the strikers.

It is a bit quiet today.
Mind you, we've sent 830
down to Sheerness from
South Yorkshire. Nothing's
happening around here since
we shut down Hadfields'',
said a worker wearing a
sticker saying ‘The Hadfields
Massacre, 14.2.80 We were
there'.

On the wall were posters
brought over from French
and German unions. One
picket wore an [.G.Metall
(German Steelworkers'
Union) badge produced
during their historic strike
for 35 hours a year ago.
Pictures of this strike mixed
with photos from the picket

at Hadfields. Posters from
Longwy — ‘the Lorraine
steelworks which fought

Giscard's closure plans with
mass demeonstrations and
occupations. Last week there
iwas a girl photographer at
Hadfields recording the
steel strike for the Dutch
Steelworkers’ Union.

They talk about subsidies
given to stecel on the contin-
ent. and the effects of US

import controls. on exports.
In the UK, steel is subsidised
by £5 per tonne. In France

it is £32 per tonne; Italy
£20: Germany £22. ‘li's
daft — they're trying to
ciarve  up our industry,
destroy it, — it's not even

moemic,  it's  political.
Ihat’s why we've been

political from day one"".

Papers

I'his is shown by the piles
of left wing papers on the
tables:  Socialist Worker.
Workers' Action, Newsline.
Socialist Organiser, leaflets,
copies of Yorkshire Miner,
Real Steel News, Claimants’
Union. ''We read the lot —
I don't say we understand
half of it but we read it...”"

Going downstairs for a
cup of coffee with a lad, we
talked about the idea of a
General Strike. ‘‘Good idea

. it was on the cards after
the Denning judgement but
it's gone off the boil a bit
now. Situation could change.
The trouble is that the
TUC and the ISTC leadership
are scared shitless of upping
the ante. We've had to put
'em on the straight and
narrow a couple of times

already with this Hadfields
business. when they gave
them the dispensation.’’
Leaving Edgecumbe
House, loaded with leaflets
and other information we
headed back to Sheffield.
Along Sheffield Road there
were about 15 picket lines,
most of which were quite
willing to talk once they dis-

covered we weren't WRP
members, who have the
habit of descending on

picket lines and giving, lec-
tures to pickets about the
police, getting on people’s
nerves.

There wasn't a lot happen-
ing on most of the picket
lines, but at Thomas Wards,
trucks with their names
blacked out had been driving
through the picket lines with-
out stopping. The manage-
ment laid off their own driv-
ers a fortnight ago and since
then they've been calling in
cowbaoys to move supplies for
them.

The Wards' drivers’ shop
steward (URTU) is trying to
get the loaders pulled out on
strike by local officials.

The day before, a big low-
loader with a boiler on it had
been stopped at the picket
line. The driver refused to
cross, though he told the

THE DENNING INJUNCTION

Geoff and Tommy, William too
We're going to lock you up —

It's off to jail with you

If vou don't do what Denning says —
Kow-tow, kiss-me-clutch
And always answer — "Yes'."

We’'ll put you in a nasty jail —
And all the other Union men

Will weep and wail.,

And when those men are scared enough,
We'll tighten up our stranglehold —

And call your bluff.

That's what they tell us, one and all,
But what they do not know is:

We will have a ball,

We'll let them know their place in life
And then we all shall see show much
They like strife,

In Scargill’s footsteps, Paine and Wilkes,
We'll make the whole Judiciary

To stuff their ‘Silks’,

And when their power is truly rent,
We're going to pay them off —

Mind — only 2 per cent!

pickeis, ‘I'll be looking for
another job tomorrow’. A
cowboy was sent all the way
from Leeds to cross the pic-
ket line.

The firm in that case was

Kelsalls of Leeds. Local
firms such as Yendors,
Wilson's of Tinsley, RDB
Freight lines, have been

breaking picket lines, but
probably none more deter-
minedly than the companies
owned by Sid and Wilf
Harrison. A driver from
the first got his name taken
after almost putting a copper
inte a brazier while charging
out of Hadfields No4 Gate.

Numbers

A lot of firms are covering
their names, but pickets are
taking registration numbers
and will refuse to handle any
of their goods in future.

The strike in South York-
shire is solid and morale is
high, despite the local
papers’ daily headlines about
“revolts’’ in Firth Brown’s
and other firms. The indicat-
jon of the mood of the

strikers is summed up by
this poem on the wall at
Edgecumbe House.

i,
Lord Denning

It's jobs as
well as pay

*“THIS STRIKE isn't just ab-
out pay for me and all the oth-
ers at Whiteheads [in New-
port]. It’s about our jobs'.

A steel picket from South
Wales explained to Socialist
Organiser that BSC's cuts
would mean 50,000 jobs go-
ing in steel and other indust-
ries in South Wales alone. He
went on: “‘I've worked in steel
for the last 12 years. What else
do I know?

‘“We've got to win on jobs
too, or I'll be out of a job in
August. If the steel milles are
closed in South Wales, there'll
be. nothing  left but ghost
towns. Sirs must declare -him-
self for jobs too”’.

The strike committees at
Llanwern and Port Talbot and
the South Wales district com-
mittee of the NUB have an-
nounced that they now consid-
er the steel strike to be for jobs
as well as pay. If the pay ~laim
is won, they will stay out until
the closures have been revers-

ed too.

If the unions nationally do
not take up the issue of jobs
now, then there is the danger
that the unity forged during
the present stru%‘g]e will be
lost. For vears, the fight ag-
ainst steel closures has been
fragmented and consequently
weakened. The demands were
‘Save Corby', or ‘Save Shot-
ton’, and steel workers were
competing with each other
over which plant was the most
‘viable’.

That splintering of the fight
has been overcome by the pre-
sent strike. Steelworkers have
been drawn together on the
pay claim, and must use that
unity to nail the Tories and the
BSC bosses on jobs too.

If they let them off the hook
now, when they have the
ower of mass mobilisation,

ow will they ever beat the
bosses on jobs later?

.The risk is that a deal on pay
alone could split the steel-

SYEr

% SHEERNE?_

workers region by region.
Teesside and South York-
shire do not face big job cuts
immediately, In Shotton and
Corby, it seems, many work-
ers feel the fight for their jobs
is already lost (a lot of them
are due not to restart work at
all after the strike), and they
are fi%ht'mg for a big rise for.
those left in the industry as a
way of getting their own back
on the BSC bosses — as their
last ‘go’ at BSC.

In Consett, some workers,
though not all, think they can
fight for their jobs best as a
‘special case’, not as part of a
national struggle;

=

But thw swcwi sirike can win
on jobs, too. The massive re-
sponse from the Welsh lab-
our movement for the January
28 strike and demonstration;
the calls for a general strike
from the Wales TUC; and the
support the steel strikers have
had on the picket lines from
the miners, engineers and
other workers, show that
the will to fight is there.

The steel union leaders must
insist on saving the jobs as
well as winning the pay rise.
And the TUC must organise
for a general strike to stop the
Tory job cuts.

JO THWAITES

HOW COVENTRY BACKED
THE STEEL STRIKE

WONDERING what we could
do in Coventry — with no steel

| works near, and no flying pick-

ets in the area — to help the
steel strike, we organised a
meeting with a steelworker at
short notice. Too short notice
— it was not well attended.

. But we did get an address of
pickets from Corby, and start-
ed looking for labour move-
ment meetings to get them
along to.

Through the Labour Party,
we heard that the Talbot Stoke
plant shop stewards’ com-
mittee were getting an ISTC
full-timer along to speak at a
meeting on new technology.
We invited some pickets to
come too.

It was the first meeting they
had come to, and since it was
over 120 strong, they were
quite taken aback. £60-odd
from the meeting, plus £100
from shop stewards’ com-
mittee funds, made it a use-
ful trip for the pickets.

Perhaps more useful was
that the pickets, who were
already learning how to fight,
were introducing to the much
more experienced Coventry

labour movement. Where are
your collection sheets? lett-
ers to union branches? and,
more often: Will you come
back to speak to my branch?
They have been back several

times Bince, collecting £50
plus expenses from ASTMS
GEC, £100 from Massey Fer-
guson, and similar amounts
from other'branches.

A danger with donations is
that the money often does not
get to the strikers. The ISTC
nationally is sitting on a vast
nest-egg and some cheques
are }ying out of reach in union
offices inside the steel plants
themselves.

That’s bad enough, and in
Corby there is also a problem
of ISTC and NUB Lumty
ISTC money is restricted to
ISTC members. The NUB,
who feed anyone on a picket
line or any family in hardship,
were the ones who came to

Coventry.
Send money to the NUB:
Steve Crooks [secretary],

2 Boon Walk, Corby, North
amptonshire.

ROB McGONIGLE

TUCS

by GEOFF
WILLIAMS

THE LACK OF a real lead
from either the British or the
Welsh TUC resulted at the end
of February in a massive vote
by South Wales miners against
striking for jobs. At pit-head
meetings miners voted by
22,000 to 4,000 to reject the
South Wales executive's call
for an all-out strike from Mon-
day 25th February agsinst the
steel closures. Ouly eight lodz-

es [branches] had a majority
in favour of strike action.

As the results of the meet-
ings came in last week, there
were reports by NUM officials
of widespread interference by
Coal Board officials and man-
agers. In more than a few pits,
rumours and false reports
were spread, claiming that
neighbouring pits had voted
against strike action before
any votes had taken place.

But lack of leadership by the
TUC was undoubtedly~ the
crucial factor behind the
voting. Many miners voted
against going it alone — they

ES WALES GE

wanted joint action with other
unions in South Wales and
other NUM areas.

January 2lst was originally
set to be the start of an all-out
strike in Wales. The Welsh
TUC, under pressure from Len
Murray, backed down and call-
ed a ‘day of action’ on January
28th instead. All-out action
was postponed to March 10th.

Now George Wright, secr-
etary of the Wales TUC, has
been busy sabotaging the
strike movement by trying to
postpone it yet again, in re-
sponse to new pressure from

Liao imuriny, A Welsh TUC
conference planoed iur Fcb-
ruary 27 has been put off.
This cowardice sapped the
confidence of the South Wales
miners, who eventually found
themselves faced with the pro-
spect of starting a general
strike on their own, with no
support from the TUC.

As soon as they heard of the
miners’ decision, Newport
dockers decided, in protest at
the vote, to begin unloading
20,000 tons of US coking coal
from the Jezera, blacked since
before Chrisimas.

Although solidarity with the

ERAL STRIKE

steelworkers has suftered a
setback with this vote, the
steelworkers themselves are
determined to stay out ag-
ainst the closures as well as
for pay. Strike committees at
Port Talbot and Llanwern will
be meeting to decide whether
to picket the pits.

And South Wales trade un-
ionists must keep up . their
demands on the Wales TUC.
A general strike must be not
only declared but ORGANIS-
ED FOR,

The Welsh TUC must call a
conference of delegates from
union branches and shop

stewards' commitiees to dis-
cuss how best to explain the
issues and mobilise the mem-
bership. Instead of giving in
to Len Murray’s pressure, it
should send out delegations to
win support from British trade |
unionists at rank and file level.

And we cannot afford to wait
for the Welsh TUC to act. Lab-
our Parties and Trades Coun-
cils can start work now on
organising local conferences to
discuss the perspective of a
general strike, and plan for all-
out action on May 14th and im-
mediate solidarity with the
steelworkers.
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by PAUL
LOWENBERG

THE LABOUR movement and
local activists are beginning to

recognised the fundsmental
threat sed by the Tories’
Local Government Planning

and Land Bill. What is at stake
is a principle which the
working class has continuall
fought to defend and extend:
the provision of services
based on need rather than on
principles of profit or ability

ay.

Rlost of the political debate
and opposition has focused on
the new rate support grant
system and controls of capital
spending; the repeal of the
Community Land Act and
powers to force the sale of
public land; and the setting up
of Urban Development Corpor-
ations.

However, Part III of the Bill

‘will impose fundamental
changes in the organisation of
Direct Labour departments,

and in its financial and acc-
ounting procedures. Because
the ory proposals take

a highly technical form, and
becanse of the contradictory
policies of the last Labour
Government towards DLOs,
there is confusion about the
impact and threat of the
new requirements and con-
trols, Indeed, the Tories
have been able to declare that
“they are confident that theﬁ
are on common ground wit
the previous administration’’
in this DLO legislation.

In part this is true: the
assumptions which underlie
both the previous Labour Party

proposals, as expressed in
‘Building  Britain’s future’
and the DoE Working Party
‘Report on Direct Labour
Organisations’, and the Tory
Bill, are broadly similar —
tendering, profit-making and
‘‘competition’’ are accepted as
the mark of ‘‘efficiency'’ and
“‘value for money’’.

The objects of the two
parties however were funda-
mentally different — the
Labour Party was committed
to an expansion of direct
labour, but the method
proposed was misguided and
inconsistent. The Tories, on
the other hand, seek to curtail
and eventually to close down
DLOs. The Bill opens the door
still further for private con-
tractors to dictate the terms of
local authority building and

to set up DLOs to lose.

There are four key points
in the Tory Bill. DLOs must:

B win wvirtually all of their
work (new building, modern-
isation of repair and main-
tenance) by tender against at
least 3 private contractors;

B keep separate trading ace-
ounts ﬁhat is, accounts which
are designed to show financial
?rofits or loss on operations)
or four different types of
local authority building work;
B produce these accounts as
ipublic documents, to serve as
their mechanism of account-
ability ;

B therefore, 'show that they
are making profits to prove
their worth."

If any of these requirements
are not met, or if the Environ-
ment Secretary, for any other
reason (which need not be

Tory building bosses
Joseph and Rippon —
Joseph is head of Bovis
and Gilbert Ash;
Rippon is one of Cubitt’s
bosses.

publicly stated) is dissatisfied
with the record or performance
of a DLO, s/he has the power
to close down the DLO in part
or in whole.

The contracting system |has
shown itself to be exceedingly
wasteful. Not only does it
require unnecessary adminis-
tration ‘to operate, but, far
from assuring high quality
building work at a fair price, it
reproduces all the worst
elements in the construction
industry —  price-rigging,
skimping on work, sub-con-
tracting and the use of the
lump, dangerous work con-
ditions, casualisation of
the workforce, and massive

rofits for some amidst

ankruptcy for others.

Yet it is the contracting
system which provides private
santpactoss Sahth LG Swer!

and tendering strategies which
largely dictate their profit-
ability. Profits are no more a
measure of building ‘‘effic-
iency’’ than ‘“‘fair competit-
ion’’ and tendering are evid-
ence of lower building” costs.
To maintain that account-
ability is achieved and perfor-
mance measured in DLOs by
tendering and profitability is to
transform the whole principle
upon which DLOs were init-
lally created and still function
— building for need and to the
requirements of local authority
spending committees would be

replace bty contractors’
principles of bpilding for
profit.

As socialists, this is a

.crucial strugfle for us: direct

labour has demonstrated the
practical alternative to the

contracting system, The
building industry need not be
based on contracting and
profit-making.

Direct labour can meet the
local authority building
requirements  within  the

context of public account-
ability. Actual costs can be
examined in the context of:

U a planned building pro-
e

the phasing of
programme;

O the actual time required
to complete specific types of
work;

O the quality of work and of
working conditions;

] what tenants want, and
whether they like what is done
and how it is done.

For this reason, the Tories
are out to break direct labour
and to hand virtually all
local authority building’ work
to contractors.

Direct labour is a test case
for the running down of local
authority services, for forcing
higher " costs and private

rovision of what is left, and
or contracting out virtually
every sphere of local authority
work,

Not only are hundreds of
thousands of council workers’
jobs at stake, as are the
services they provide, but so
is the future of a building
service for council tenants.
Building workers and their
unions, tenants, the labour
movement as a whole, are
under attack by the Tory direct
labour proposals.

A concentrated fightback is
the key to the future of local
authority building, and of
council housing.

such a

ON Wednesday
February 20
workers at BL’s
Longbridge voted
by a big majority
against the call

by the AUEW

to strike for the
reinstatement of
convenor Derek
Robinson, sacked
last November

19. The Toiies
rejoiced, claiming
the tide had turned
against trade union
militancy. But BL
bosses and the
Tories have not
heard the last
from the Long-
bridge workers.
Soclalist Organiser
discussed the
situation with

four socialists
working at Long-
bridge.

AUEW  steward Pete
Leyden said, '‘It was a major
setback.

‘‘My first reaction was that
the shop floor don't deserve
to have a union at all at
Longbridge! But the reason
they voted that way was

Executive.”’

Adrian Chadwick (TGWU)
said: ‘‘The response was:
‘His own union has sold him
out, so why should we fight
now?' . And Angus
McDougall (TGWU) comm-
ented, ‘‘They said, ‘We lost
money going out before
Christmas over him, and it
was the AUEW who sent us
back. Now they're telling
us to come out again..." ',

““The AUEW Executive's
role has been disgusting’’,
said Pete Leyden. “‘They
sabotaged the strike last
November, had an’ inquiry
into whether Derek Robin-
son was sacked' unfairly,

mainly the role of the AUEW

The Longbridge vote on Derek Robinson

and took three months to
find that he was innocent.

““Then Terry Duffy and
Ken Cure said they would
not discipline anyone who
crossed an official picket
line — which is against the
rules of our union.

Strong

*“The back-stabbing
AUEW Executive lost us our
convenor, and they have put
the organisation in Long-
bridge back 30 years. The
shop floor will come to
realise that in the coming
months"’.

Has this setback sunk
the prospects of action over
pay, against the BL bosses’
“‘offer’” of 5% and 92 pages
of strings?

TGWU steward Jim Den-
ham said: “'It hasn’t helped,
but the press and the govern-
ment have been reading too
much into it, saying there's
no militancy. Even at the
mass 'meeting there were
people shouting that they
wanted to come out on
wages, but not over Robin-
son,
‘““We had expected that
and raised -the demand
that the two issues should be
linked.

*‘The prospects for action
over wages are still pretty
good although a certain
amount of - demoralisation
has set in, mainly among the
militants. Among the mass
of the workers there is still
a very, very strong feeling
on wages.’'

So a lot of the workers
don’t see any contradiction
between being against a
strike over Robinson and in

favour of a strike over

wages?

"That’s  right”’,  said
Angus McDougall. ‘“The
militants see the contra-
diction. But [Grenville]
Hawley [the T&G official]
and the JNC [negotiating
committee] are much bigger
problems as far as the wages

are concerned than the
Robinson affair’’,
*“Though the' Robinson

affair’’, said Jim Denham,
‘‘has given Hawley and
the JNC an excuse to sell
out"’,

““The future does not look
good”, said Pete Leyden,
“but with the coming

struggle over wages we may
be able to build a strong

In December BL workers marched u..

isation across the whole of
BL and make the union
leadership accountable to
the shop floor”’.

Will BL follow up the
Robinson sacking with a
bigger purge of militants?

Jim Denham replied:
*“Not immediately, | think.
But in the long run it has
opened the way for militants
to be weeded out’’.

What about the theory
that the Longbridge vote
showed a gap developing
between the stewards and
the membership?

“T wouldn't put it like
that’’, said Jim Denham.
*‘Probably, had they not
been stewards, a lot of the

:ugh Birmingham in

support of Derek Robinson — the AUEW executive helped

sabotage that support.

organisation in Longbridge
again,

““Edwardes has been
shown the green light with
the Longbridge vote, so even
with a six-to-four majority
against the 5% plus strings
package he will try to impose

it.

“We'll have to fight over
wages, conditions, and
jobs. We need to build a
strong rank and file organ-

stewar. it have veted
with the majority them-
selves. There is a consider-
able loyalty to the major-
ity of the /shop stewards’
committee, which in this
case kept most of the stew-
ards inline.

*“] don't think the vote
reflects a big gap between
the stewards and the mem-
bership. It reflects that fact
that the stewards were put

Not the last word

in an impossible position by
the AUEW Executive.

‘‘But the vote has been a
shock for the Communist
Party [which has had the
leading political influence on
the Longbridge stewards’
committee]. I can remember
a CP steward saying to me:
‘We don’t want the members
too well informed. We want
them to come out when we
say out, and not when we
say not.’

‘“Well, that idea is pretty
well finished now.
CPers are saying, ‘We were
wrong, we've got to get back
on the shop floor and start
building from the rank and
file’. Jack Adams, who is
tipped as Robinson's succ-
essor, is saying, 'Participat-
ion was the greatest mistake
we ever made’.

"“Whether or not they’re
capable of reorienting and
going back to the rank and
file, Idon’t know.

““The main villain of the
piece is the AUEW Execut-
ive. But a secondary factor
that made it easier for them
and the management to do
what they did was the fact
that Robinsom was mot in
touch with the shop floor.

“Even during the cam-
paign for his reinstatement,
that showed. Robinson was
going round the country,
trying to get support from
people like Leslie Huck-
field [a local Labour MP] —
noi. - .k with that, but
it was at the expense of
doing anything in Long-
bridge.

‘‘And the CP opposed the
Engineers’ Charter cam-
paign to unseat the AUEW
Executive  because they
didn't want to alienate the
Executive. = They  wcre

Even -

desperate to mnrake friends
in high places, at the ex-
pense of trying to build up
support on the shop floor.”’

Pete Leyden added:
‘‘When they supported the
participation set-up and the
Ryder plan, the CP was able
to argue a policy of expan-
sion and more investment —
but in return the shop floor
had to accept speed-up and
job loss!

Market

*‘The result was that thou-
sands of | jobs 'were lost,
the participation set-up took
all the best stewards away
from the shop floor, and the
organisation was weakened.

“Then the first Edwardes
plan was supported by
Robinson and the CP. In
fact, at the senior stewards’
meeting, they gave Edwar-
des a standing ovation.

‘‘When Edwardes brought
out his second plan, Robin-
son saw that he was doing
a hatchet job. But the CP
was still arguing the same
sort of line: expansion to
save jobs. They called for
import controls, in other
words exporting our unem-
ployment to other coun-
tries, which in turn would
only mean more job losses
in this country.

“'The latest forecast is
that there will be over
a quarter of a million less
cars sold in 1980, and with
BL having only 15% of the
market, there will be more
job cuts.

‘““We should be fighting
for work-sharing with no
loss of pay, and control of
the job."




by JO THWAITES

"“ANARCHY has won'",
screeched the Daily Express
when Hadfields private steel-
works was shut down after
the successful picket in Shef-
field on February 14.

With the support of the
South Yorkshire miners and
other local workers, the steel
pickets won. The workers at
Hadfields voted to come out
and that's what the press
was so angry about: the pick-
et was successful.

At Sheerness, another
major  private steelworks
where there was scabbing,
the bosses and the police
did not even try to move steel
in past the 1,000 strong pick-
et on February 20, as they
knew no lorry could get
through.

But the Government and
the press, aided by the
feebleness of the steel union
leadership, have continued
to campaign against the ef-
fective picketing which could
be the key to winning the
strike, shrieking about the
‘violence and intimidation’
omn the picket lines.

" Violence and intimidation
there certainly have been —
from police and scabs. A
picket arrested in Scotland
told Socialist Organiser,
"“There’s no doubt in any-
one’s mind that the police
took to heart the statements
on picketing made by Tory
ministers and the Attorney
General. The police have de-
finitely got tougher in their
interpretation of the law"’.

Strathclyde Regional pol-
ice had arrested five pickets
at a steel stockholders in
Bellshill as they tried to stop
a loaded lorry leaving, and
another 25 from a picket of
300 at another hranch of the

Steel pickets can
beat the Tories

same stockholders in
Wishaw, where the police
charged the picket line to
make way for a convoy of
four lorries.

Pickets said the police had
obviously got the heavies in.
“'They were punching and
kicking their way in'", an-
other picket said. ‘‘If you
sneezed the wrong way, you
got lifted"’.

The fact that the police
were arresting senior branch

officials also suggests that

the police were making a
concerted attempt to smash
the picket lines.

Wives

The Tories have also been
making as much mileage as
they possibly can out of the
wives' ‘pots and pans' pro-
test at Sheerness, without
mentioning a word about the
support that the vast major-
ity of steelmen’s wives have
given the strikers in the rest
of the country, or the women
steelworkers and wives who
have been out on the picket

lines themselves.

On February 19 in Birm-
ingham, police barged into
the Labour Club, where fly-
ing pickets from all over the
country are coordinating
their activity in the West
Midlands. With vans and
dogs waiting outside in the
street, they ransacked the
offices used by the steel-
workers.

Taking up the attack from
another angle, the Tories
have threatened to withdraw
the meagre social security
payments to strikers' fami-
lies {an average of about £4
or £4.50 a week). And Tory
backbenchers like John
Wheeler (a former assistant
prison governor) have come
out with demands that *pick-
et offenders’ should be bann-
ed from public meetings and
demonstrations.

All the fury comes from
the fact that effective mass
pickets have been the key to
every major success of the
steel strikers so far, when the
rank and file have taken
matters into their own hands.

The Tories and the BSC

bosses underestimated the
years of resentment and
frustration that had built
up among the rank and file.
They counted on the moder-
ate Bill Sirs and the ISTC
bureaucrats to head off any
militancy that there was. But
the attitude of the rank and
file is summed up in a poster
issued by the South York-
shire divisional strike com-
mittee: ‘‘Treated with con-
tempt — not ever again!"’

Preside

The South Yorkshire strik-
ers have learned quickly,
shaking off past years of in-
activity in a matter of a few
days. At the ISTC offices in
Doncaster Rd, Rotherham,
strike HQ unti] it was fire-
bombed, probably by fasc-
ists, the rank and file have

taken over where bureau-
crats used to preside.

At a recent meeting, Bill
Sirs was heard to say that he
would settle accounts with
the Rotherham Red Army

closed shop. *
traditional de!

or have still not come out, the
picket lines are still crucial.

Support the steel pickets!

® Take collections. The
steel strikers get no strike
pay and the Tories are
threatening to cut off their
already minimal benefits.
In steel communities where
whole families are on strike,
money is very short. -

* Defend the picket lines
against police attacks. Give
support on the picket lines.

® Black all steel. Report
any movement of steel to the
nearest strike committee HQ
or Trades Council.

® Refuse to cross picket
lines. National T&GWU poli-
cy is not to touch any steel.

® Organise Labour Party

when the strike was over,

Within a few days, pickets
appeared proudly wearing a
new badge: ‘‘Rotherham
Red Army”’! ;

The strike is now in its
hinth week. Although the
BSC bosses have moved from
their initial 2% insult, the
offer is still a long way off
20% with no strings. Since

public meeting in support of
the steel workers in every
area, and hand over Party
facilities (rooms, telephones,

duplicators, etc.) to the
strikers.
®* Demand that Labour-

controlled local authorities
make council facilities avail-
able to the strikers (as some

| ; hop. For 8 ion
of 100% closengr to rank and file dlBC\ISSO

ih 18 :
mocratic Bt ever locations necessery G L " ohserved.
L

councils did for the miners

many private steel firms are
in 1972).

threatening to return to work

ISTC ROTHERHAM AREA HARDSHIP FUND

Friends, -

With the steel strike entering its eighth week
may we aﬁpeal for your support in cash or food for
our hardship fund.

We are attempting to help cases of severe hard-
ship who, in some cases, can no longer
afford to eat properly.

‘Please contact us with donations or for us to
organise collections on your premises,

Phone us on Rotherham 61541 and contact any
of the following: Owen Lewis, Frank Davies, Joan
Thompson.

Yours Fraternally, Dick Lake (Strike Committee,
Edgecumbe House, Doncaster Road. Rotherham.
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