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An alliance
for what?

Socialist Action’s ‘Alliance
for Socialism’ weekend event
on 16-17 November marked a
new phase in their degenera-
tion towards Stalinism.

Socialists, they told us
repeatedly, are defined by
whether or not you are ‘with
people in struggle, with the
Sandinistas against imperial-
ism; with the people of
Ireland; with the ANC against
apartheid . . .’

Socialist politics is thus
dissolved into middle class
populism. Of course, social-
ists are ‘with’ all these strug-
gles. But so too are many
radical liberals — so, too,
certainly, are many people
who are not revolutionary
socialists. Socialist Action, in
fact, are not merely ‘with’
the struggles: they are ‘with’
the present leaderships of
those struggles.

This leads them not only
to their characteristic apolit-
ical fawning towards those
leaderships. It also leads them
to tell lies about the world
and to wutterly miseducate
their own comrades.

The big rally on Sunday
moming included a speaker
from the ANC — reasonable
enough in itself. Yet this
ANC representative was per-
mitted to speak without bare-
ly mentioning the existence,
never mind the struggles of
South African workers with
complete political endorse-
ment from Socialist Action.

In the debate on South
Africa, John Ross (editor of
Socialist Action) and Brian
Grogan (leader of the ultra-
Castroist minority in SA) de-
nounced the very idea of an
independent workers’ party.

The ANC is the force lead-
ing the struggle, said Ross;

the ANC’s Freedom Charter

defines the issues; and so
trade unions should affiliate
to the UDF.

A workers’ party might
sound like a good idea, said
Grogan. But look at Ireland!
There a workers’ party was
advocated by those who
oppose Sinn Fein.

Noticeable also in discus-
sions with individual Socialist
Action comrades was the way
that Ireland has been used as
a training ground for class
collaboration. People are first
educated in the notion that
a working-class political alter-
mative to Sinn Fein is un-
thinkable, because Sinn Fein
represents reyolutionary nat-
ionalism, and that is what the
struggle is about. They then
find easy to swallow align-
ment with the ANC, the
Sandinistas, etc.

Yes, a workers’ party will
be needed eventually, said
Grogan when I talked to him
afterwards. But it will come
out of the ANC. ‘In Ireland
the forces for a workers’
party will come out of Sinn
Fein, and anyone who does
not understand that will be

smashed — including our own
comrades...’

This concept of politics —
lining up uncritically behind
whatever big battalions are in
the field, and seeing a work-
ers’ party as something to
emerge at a future stage —
must have its effect on Social-
ist Action’s concept of social-
ism itself. Many if not all SA
supporters see Cuba — with
no free trade unions, no
right to form workers’ part-
ies or publish papers, no free
political debate, etc. — as a
model of socialism.

Its political results for
Socialist Action, and in
particular what is left of their
youth, are catastrophic.

The concept of ‘critical
support’ for liberation
struggles — a concept absol-
utely basic to independent,
working class socialism — is
utterly alien to them. For
socialists, support for middle
class nationalists has to be
combined with a fight for the
-political independence of the
working class.

Socialist Organiser were
condemned as ‘“an echo of
the Washington Post” for
criticising the Sandinistas’
banning of strikes! Echoing
the Stalinist ‘Friends of the
Soviet Union’ in the 1930s,
they lectured us pompously:
“we support real leaders of a
real revolution. You people
just criticise from the side-

lines. The question is, are
you with the Sandinistas?
etcetb ele

Slogan

In British politics SA’s
current slogan is ‘An Alliance
for Socialism’. This means
drawing specially oppressed
groups into the labour move-
ment and defending their

rights. So far, so good. Only -

the ‘socialism’ that the
‘alliance’ is for is so vaguely
defined — Ross gave 101%
endorsement to  Andrew
Glyn’s recent pamphlet, ‘A
Million Jobs a Year’, which
defines socialism basically as
a series of government
controls over prices, trade,
investment, etc. — that the
‘alliance for socialism’ be-
comes little more than a
quirky version of Jesse Jack-
son’s ‘rainbow coalition’.

Ross went so far as to call
Glyn’s pamphlet “a fantastic
document . . . I say again a
fantastic document . . .’

The idea that socialism in
the first instance is about the
working class seizure of
power and control by the
working class over society is
complete lost from Socialist
Action’s politics.

Despite a lot of big-name
speakers on the programme —
Tony Benn, Peter Heathfield
— only some 200-300 people
attended the event, fewer
than the number of hard-core
supporters SA was claiming
only recently.
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Get propaganda

UNFORTUNATELY we have
been forced into a position
where we have got no option
but to go to court and bow
and scrape in order to pget
the NUM’s money back.

It was unfortunate, but
something that had to be
done. Of course the papers
tried to personalise it and
say that it was Scargill this
and Scargill that, but the fact
that the entire executive was
present shows some unity. [
was pleased to see that.

Lack of money is a hell of
a problem for us in Notts.
Everything we’re doing, we're
doing on a shoestring. We
really can’t carry out an
effective campaign without
some more cash.

The lads have been absol-
utely great, but the lack of
finance is a handicap.

We're still managing to get
some propaganda out. We're
trying to concentrate now on
the political fund ballot on 4
December. That’s something
we're hoping to use to get
dishing membership cards out
and organising the ballot.

The Coal Board is being as
obstructive as possible. They
still haven’t recognised the
NUM in Notts despite what
the Coal Industry National
Reference Tribunal said last
Tuesday, 12th.

The tribunal ruled that:

1. The NCB must recog-
nise and negotiate only with
the NUM in respect of
miners,

2. At local level only the
NUM is to be recognised by
the NCB.

3. The NCB must recogn-
nise area unions such as those
in Notts and Derbyshire
appointed by the national un-
ion to represent its members.

We put this ruling round
the pits and it gave the lads
one hell of a lift. But then
Lynk sent a letter out saying
that was all nonsense and the
National Reference Tribunal
said nothing of the kind.

Attem

THE administration of Man-
chester University has attem-
pted to blackmail the Stud-
ents’ Union after the visit of
Tory minister David Wadding-
ton on Friday 8 November.

After a large and vocifer-
ous demonstration Wadding-
ton, the minister for immigra-
tion, was drowned out when
he tried to address a packed
meeting of students.

The university. administra-
tion has reacted by threaten-
ing to withdraw £25,000 of
Manchester University Stud-
ent Union’s block grant, and
is demanding a full inquiry
into the events surrounding
Waddington’s visit which will
name all students involved
and a letter of apology to
Waddington.

The Student Union has al-
ready reaffirmed that it will
not under any circumstances
identify students protesting
against Waddington and the
racist immigration policies he
adimnisiers -
issue a |
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Organise the minonty prepared to fight. Photo: John Harris.

What Lynk has done is
taken one sentence out of the
preamble, totally misquoted
it, and said that the tribunal
doesn’t see the issue as in
their jurisdiction.

But that was the Board’s
claim. The National Refer-
ence Tribunal has ruled that
the NCB must recognise only
us.

Wavering

People are wavering. Al-
though some are still coming
over and signing up with us,
others are wavering and say-
ing ‘how can you represent
us: you've got no facilities
and the Coal Board has not
recognised you’.

So it’s important to the

ted blackmail

By Paul Gamble (External
Affairs, Manchester University
Student Union)

what actually happened at
the Waddington meeting and
to counter the press lies.

The issues raises some
interesting questions. It is
quite apparent that the uni-

Socialist Students in NOLS
AGM

Sunday 24 November,
10.30am, University of Man-
chester Institute of Science
and Technology, Barnes
Wallis building, Sackville

St, Manchester.

Saturday 23 November,
11am, UMIST: conference
for all student activists
involved in anti-cuts fights.

All welcome both days.

Paul

Whetton's diary

lads to see that we are
recognised.

I’ve no doubt that there
will be certain pits and
certain individuals outside
Notts trying to scramble onto
Lynk’s bandwagon, and it’s
to be expected in the early
stages. But it will peter out if
the Area leaders pull their
finger out and start doing
some campaigning,

If they sit back and allow
the breakaways to make the
running, then it is going to
be more difficult.

I went to Stoke-on-Trent
on Sunday. There are some
good comrades there and I
was quite pleased by their
attitude at rank and file level.
They laid plans for taking the

ly in my view, did not say
it would give no platform to
Waddington, although we
firmly believe that the immi-
gration policies he adminis-
ters are racist. However, in
giving him a platform, we did
not guarantee that our mem-
bers would quietly listen to
the man responsible for
destroying the families and
lives of hundreds of people
every week. He was quite
clearly shown the strength of
opposition both to himself
and to the immigration laws
he supports.

The Student Union raust
now build a campaign to
defend our autonomy from
the dictates of the University
officialdom. When the report
is published we should picket
the meeting of University
Council that decides what the
University should do to the
t Union
are already using our
s with the campus
especially the

against
- % 3 on of our
I e 15t increase
»=s= bnks and also involve
Manchester City -Council,

who have representatives on
University Council, to defend
our members.

fight to the membership,
getting the women involved
and using them to do leaflet-
ing where lads have been
threatened with the sack —
they’ve got it pretty well
understood.

But again I need to stress
the point that Area officials
have got to get involved,
They have got to get out and
take the campaign to the
members — not sit back and
allow the UDM to make the
running,

At Bevercotes we should
have a NUM pit bulletin out
this week with a bit of luck,
There’s also a special copy of
The Miner coming out, I
believe, and we shall be put-
ting that around too.

London W1.

POL
occupied

By Jane Silvester

STUDENTS are occupying two
sites of the Polytechnic of
Central London (PCL) demand-
ing that management abandon
their plans for self-imposed
cuts and stick to the previously
agreed budget for this year.

Although the Poly has at
least £250,000, and possibly
twice as much, in reserve, they
are trying to cut from the course
budgets and student services
like the canteens and libraries.

The occupation is strong and
we are now getting support
from other colleges. Queen
Mary College, London, and
Manchester University, have
sent people down with mes-
sages of support.

It is likely that the eccupa-
tion will spread to at least one
more site this week — the Poly
administration is on a number
of sites.

We are also looking for other
forms of action, like another
lobby to tie together the
demands of the occupation with
the trade unionists who work
at the Poly, whose conditions are
“also under threat.

Send messages of suppert to
PCL Student Union, Bolsover St,
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EDITORIAL

‘... BRITAIN has sold out the
Unionists because they could not
defeat the IRA. Britain has
given the Republic -effective
joint authority in the North in
return for cooperation in defeat-
ing the Provisionals..."”

That was John McMichael, a
representative of the powerful
Protestant paramilitary organis-
ation, the UDA, He speaks from
a viewpoint which is not ours,
but what he says about the
reasons for the deal is essential-
ly true.

To undermine and suppress
the Republican movement is the
immediate goal of the Anglo-
Irish agreement. If there are any
gains for the constitutional nat-
ionalists in the deal those gains
are a by-product of the Provis-
ionals’ war against Britain.

To say that, and to say that as
against the British army we
solidarise with the Provisionals,
is not necessarily to say that it
makes any sort of sense from a
Republican or socialist point of
view to continue that military
campaign. But it is to give the
Anglo-Irish deal its proper
parentage.

Back in 1882, around the time
that the Fenian faction known as
the Invincibles were conducting
a small-scale terrorist campaign
in Britain, Frederick Engels
wrote: *‘... All that is left to the
Irish is the constitutional way of
gradually conquering one posi-
tion after the other; and here the
mysterious background of a Fen-
ian armed  conspiracy can
remain a very effective ele-
ment...”” (Letter to Eduard
Bernstein, June 1882).

Ireland

Who gains from the Anglo-
Irish deal? The -constitutional
Irish nationalists — though that
does not tell us whether social-
ists should support it or not.
Under the deal, which will be a
treaty registered at the UN:

® An Intergovernmental Con-
ference of Ministers will be set
up, modelled on the EEC Coun-
cil of Ministers. Britain will re-
tain sovereignty in Northern Ire-
land but formally binds itself
to involve the Irish government
in a consultative capacity and to
seek an agreed common position
where different opinions exist.

The southern Irish govern-
ment is thus given immense
authority in the affairs of
Northern Ireland.

® The Conference of Ministers
will meet regularly to discuss
matters of policy and ‘security’
together with judicial matters.

The Intergovernmental Con-
ference will have its own secre-
tariat, based in Belfast.

® [t will deal with all matters
concerning the Six Counties now
dealt with by British direct rule,
until such time as responsibility
is devolved to a future power-
sharing Six County government.
If the Unionists continue to
refuse to work such a power-
sharing government, they there-
by leave control of the province
in the hands of the British and
26 County governments.

® Both governments declare
that the constitutional position
of the Six Counties will remain
as it is so long as the majority
there want it to. Britain form-
ally commits itself to Irish unity
if the majority wants that.

®*The two governments
pledge themselves to support

i

For a united

Ireland!

the setting up of an Angloe
Irish interparliamentary body to
debate British/Irish affairs, in-
cluding the Six Counties.

¢ Immediately the Intergoy-
ernmental Conference will con-
cern itself with ‘security’ —
that is with coordinating political
and military activity against the
IRA. High on the agenda will be
a review of the British Army reg-
iment, the Ulster Defence Regi-
ment, a 97 per cent Protestant
force with an evil reputation for
anti-Catholic sectarianism.

Efforts will be made to
‘improve relations between the
security forces and the Catholic

community” as a means of
undercutting the Provisional
IRA.

Opponents of the Anglo-

Irish deal range from the Provi-
sional IRA through to the die-
hard Orangeists. =

Nationalists and Republicans
say that the agreement means
Southern recognition of parti-
tion and explicit agreement that
no united Ireland is possible
unless a majority in Northern
Ireland want it. Yes, it does do
that. But it isn 't new.

That has been the de facto
position of all the main southern
parties, including Fianna Fail,
for many decades. None of
them, and least of all Fianna
Fail which has ruled the 26
Counties for most of the last 50
years has any serious proposal
for uniting Ireland.

British commitment to a unit-
ed Ireland if the majority in
N.Ireland wants it is not new
either, though a formal and
solemn declaration about it is. It
has been Britain's position for
decades: the strategic import-
ance of keeping Northern Ire-
land British disappeared long
ago. It has been said
repeatedly in the last 15 years,
most notably when a Northern
Ireland referendum was held on
the question in 1973.

However painful it may be to
Irish nationalists and those on
the left who reflect their views
to admit it, it is nevertheless
true that the central obstacle
to a united Ireland is not British
opposition but the opposition of
one million Irish people.

What is new in the Anglo-
Irish agreement is that the 26
County government is being giv-
en a direct supervisory role over
Northern Ireland, as Britain’s
partner. The ‘consultative’ role
is less than the equal partner-
ship with Britain by way of a

No SO next week

Socialist Organiser will
not be appearing next
week. Our staff will be
working on the first stage
of our move to our new
premises. As a result,
since this issue is design-
ed for a life of two weeks
it is slightly heavier than

usual.

The production of the
paper will be seriously
disrupted between now
and the New Year be-
cause of the move. But
after that we’ll be back
with a regular and, we
hope, better paper.

condominium suggested as one
option by the New Ireland
Forum 18 months ago. But,
with Britain legally obligating it-
self by solemn treaty to
consult the 26 County govern-
ment through a permanent
structure on everything to do
with Northern Ireland, it is the
nearest thing to condominium
— lacking only formal British
surrender of half-sovereignty.
From their own point of view
the Unionists have a very great
deal more to object to than

Haughey has.
The new arrangement
amounts to an attempt to

circumvent the Unionist road-
block on progress in Northern
Ireland by substituting power-
sharing between the British and
Irish governments for the Cath-
olic-Protestant  power-sharing
within Northern Ireland that
they have found it impossible to
set up since the Orange general
strike smashed the Sunningdale
agreement in 1974,

Support?

If the Unionists can be per-
suaded to share power with the
SDLP, much of the power
being shared by Dublin will
devolve to a Belfast home rule
government. But that may not
happen, or not for a long time
yet.

Does it follow that Neil
Kinnock is right to give a caut-
ious ‘constructive’ welcome to
the Anglo-Irish agreement? No
it does not!

In the first place, the deal’s
main intended immediate mean-
ing will be increased military-
police repression of a big sec-
tion of the Catholic minority in
the Six Counties. In the second
place the deal is merely tinker-
ing with the problem of North-
ern Ireland.

Ireland has a large minor-
ity Protestant/Unionist com-
munity. That problem could
have been resolved rationally
and democratically by way of

No democratic solution is possible within the Six County unit

recognition of the rights of the
Protestant minority to regional
autonomy and democratic con-
trol over a wide range of its
own affairs in a united federal
Ireland.

Explicit

But after the 1880s each Irish
community was allied to one of
the two mdin parties in Britain,
when the British ruling class
divided on whether or not to give
home rule to Ireland — the
Catholic-nationalists with the
Liberals and the Protestant-Un-
ionists with the Tories.

Instead of a democratic solu-
tion the country was torn apart.
Ireland was partitioned —
roughly along the line of cleav-
age of the two communities, but
within the Six County state, built
to accommodate and express the
will of the Protestants, a 35 per
cent Catholic minority was
imprisoned against its will.

This was a bigger minority as
a proportion of the Six County
population that would all the
Protestants of Ireland have been
as a minority within a united
Ireland.

The original problem of rela-
tions between the Irish minority
and majority was transformed
into a much more complex and
intractable set of problems:
relations between the Catholics
and Protestants in the Six Coun-
ties; relations between the two
parts of Ireland; relations be-
tween Britain and Ireland.

Partition has poisoned every-
thing in Ireland, including the
labour movement. It is not true,
as Irish nationalists assert, that
partition was the first tause of
the communal conflicts. Parti-
tion was itself a result of the
divisions history had created
among the Irish people, and
the exploitation of those divi-
sions by Britain.

But partition did in turn itself
become a cause of much evil in
Ireland: it froze the anta-

gonisms, it intensified the hosti-
lities within the artificial Six
County state, where the Protest-
ants feared that their big minor-
ity, allied to the 26 County state,
would replace their Protestant

ascendancy with a Catholic
ascendancy.

In 1969 the Six County state
broke down into incipient civil
war. The British army took con-
trol of the streets. In 1972 Prot-
estant home rule was abolished.
Since then, except for a few
months in 1974, Britain has
operated through direct rule.

Britain has firmly refused
Orange demands for ‘democra-
tic government’ in Northern Ire-
land because that would be
sectarian Protestant govern-
ment; the Protestants have
treated Britain’s demands for
power-sharing with the Cathol-
ics with strong hostility.

Nothing shows up the inher-
ent untenability of the Six
County unit as much as this.
On the one hand Britain defends
the Six County entity as the
proper, legitimate, and only
possible expression of Protest-
ant democratic rights. On the
other hand Britain refuses to
allow the Protestant majority
within the Six Counties to exer-
cise its democracy in majority
Protestant self-government —
because that would be a restor-
ation of the Protestant ascend-
ancy which ended its 50 year
life in bloody chaos in 1969.

Hostility

It is absurd. lan Paisley and
John Molyneaux have reason,
justice and democratic principle
on their side when they demand
majority rule (and, now, a refer-
endum) if the Six
County  entity has  any
democratic validiry.

The Six County entity does not
express or embody the democra-
tic rights of the Six County
majority because the British
government dare not let them
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exercise those rights within .

So at best democracy reduces
itself to two vetos maintaining
the status quo: the Protestants
have a right to veto political
progress or any move they thank
may tend towards a unmed
Ireland; within Northern Ireland
the Catholics (the SDLP) have a
veto on ‘progress’ to majormy
self-government. In both cases
the veto is backed up by viclemcs
(the IRA’s for the SDLP) or the
threat of it.

Tinkering with the Six County
system is no use. That is why &
is wrong for Neil Kinmock
endorse the Anglo-Irish agree-
ment. We cannot have any confi-
dence in Thatcher. And the Lab-
our leaders’ endorsement of
Thatcher is a commitment thar
the next Labour government will
also work the Anglo-Irish agree-
ment, and continue to repress
the Catholics who fight against
being an artificial, oppressed
minority in the artificial state.

Wishes

The Anglo-Irish agreement
merely tinkers with the sectarian
bearpit Britain made out of the
six north-east counties of Ireland
when it partitioned the country
against the wishes of a big maj-
ority of its people, 65 years ago.
What needs to be done is to end
the partition of Ireland.

The Six County entity must be
replaced by a united Ireland
within which the mainly Prot-
estant areas can have autonomy;
and Ireland as a whole can then
negotiate or establish with Brit-
ain whatever relations its gov-
ernment and people think best
serve the age-old goals of Irish
freedom fighters: freedom from
foreign oppression and freedom
for Ireland to develop in its own
way and according to its own
lights.

It may be that once Ireland
has solved its ‘British ques-
tion’ the Irish people will choose
to establish close relations with
Britain, relations which express
and continue the close ties that,
for ill and good, that bound and
mixed the peoples of the two
islands for nearly a thousand
years.

It may be that an Ireland
which had finally solved its Brit-
ish question would choose to
adopt Karl Marx’s programme
for Ireland, which he expressed
thus in 1869:

*l have become more and
more convinced. .. that [ the Brit-
ish labour movement] can never
do anything decisive here in
England until it separates its
policy with regard to Ireland
most definitely from the policy
of the ruling classes, until it not
only makes common cause with
the Irish but actually takes the
initiative in dissolving the Union
established in 1801 and replac-
ing it by a free federal rela-
tionship...”" (Marx to Ludwig
Kugelman, 29 November 1869).

Right now, however, as for
centuries past, everything is
snarled up by Britain’s rule in
Ireland — the rule of the brutal
power which partitioned the
country and created the artificial
Six County statelet within which
nearly 40% of the citizens suf-
fered as an oppressed minority
for 50 years before they
revolted.

No real progress is possible
except by undoing the partition
of Ireland and removing British
troops. The only framework for a
solution, the only democratic
programme that the British and
Irish labour movements can
fight for, is a united Ireland with
regional autonomy for the
mainly Protestant areas.
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Jeremy
Corbyn MP

The

Accord
must

be
opposed

THE much-heralded ‘accord’
between Thatcher and Fitz-
gerald is in reality an agree-
ment by the coalition govern-
ment of Ireland to respect the
border between the Six Coun-
ties and the 26 Counties.

It is the first time this has
ever happened.

My view is that the accord
should be opposed for those
reasons. Certainly the Parlia-
mentary Labour Party mem-
bers who are concerned about
Northern Ireland are meeting
to discuss our position.

It is important that the
Labour Party as a whole does
not become confused by the
accord. In fact it does not
lead to a reunification of Ire-
land, it leads to a more per-
manent division of Ireland in
a treaty which could even be
ratified at the United
Nations.

Predictable

The reaction of the Union-
ist politicians is very predict-
able. Their opposition is on
the grounds that the govern-

ment of- the Republic is
theoretically involved to a
very limited degree in the

government of Northern Ire-
land. They see that as a step
towards the reunification of
Ireland, as indeed does John
Hume. But I think it is more
the opposite.

There is enormous pressure
being put on Liverpool City
Council to cave in on its
attitude towards central gov-
ernment.

I feel that the most impor-
tant thing is to unite the
anger against the government
rather than the labour move-
ment turning in on itself.

I’'m totally opposed to
any witch-hunt in the party,
and indeed the attacks on
Militant are, I think, a pre-
cursor series of expulsions
from the party. The continual
interference in the running of
certain constituency parties,
and the hounding of Militant,
are appalling.

We shouldn‘t be expelling
people, we should be trying
to recruit people to the battle
against this Tory government.

More
from

SOon
Ireland

‘Forum’'no.2, setting out
Socialist Organiser’s analysis
and ideas on Ireland, has
now been reprinted and is
available at 50p plus post-
age from 214 Sickert Court,

London NI 2SY.

_

S R S R PR ST N R s
The Thatcher-Fitzgerald deal is, or at least may

Ireland: 1974 and now:

Reforming the

be, the most substantial British government
effort to tackle Northern Ireland since the
abortive Sunningdale agreement of 19734.
John O‘Mahony looks at the Orange resistance
which shattered that deal, and the anatomy of
the Northern Ireland conflict.

FOR OVER 50 years there was
democratic majority rule in the
Six Counties — but in practice
this meant Protestant sectarian
rule.

The big Catholic minority —
something more than one in
three of the population — were
treated as second-class citizens
because they were seen as a
mortal threat to the artificial
Protestant state into which they
had been incorporated against
their will.

For decades the convention
prevailed that Westminster did
not interfere in Northern Ire-
land’s internal affairs, though it
retained overall responsibility.

Until the Labour government
after 1964 began to put pres-
sure for reform on Belfast, the
Unionists were left to get on
with it in Britain's sectarian
backyard state.

Then the Catholics revolted,
demanding ‘civil rights’ —
equality in jobs and housing,
and equal votes in local govern-
ment elections. They modelled
their movement in part on the
black civil rights movement in
the USA.

The IRA scarcely existed, and
almost nobody raised the de-
mand for a united Ireland. The
Catholic demands were very
much in line with what the
British government — concern-
ed to improve relations with the
26 Counties — was pressing
for. It seemed that the Catholic
revolt could be satisfied and
contained.

But the Catholic reform move-
ment triggered a big Protestant
backlash, which made the situa-
tion very explosive, culminating
in serious attempts at anti-
Catholic pogroms in Belfast and
Derry in August 1969.

The British government was
forced to take direct physical
control, putting the army on the
streets. The Unionists were still
left in political control of North-
ern Ireland.

The attempted pogroms and
the arrival of the British army
revived and brought to the fore
the issue of the basic civil right
the Catholics lacked: self-deter-
mination. The Republican move-
ment split in December 1969
and January 1970, and the Pro-
visional IRA was born.

It grew into a mass movement
at astonishing speed, and by
1971 had mounted a powerful
armed offensive against the
British army and the Six County
state personnel.

Internment without charge or
trial was brought in in August
1971, but it roused rather than
quelled the Catholic community.

By March 1972 the British
Tory government felt it had no
alternative but to abolish Six
County home rule and rule
Northern  Ireland  directly.
Thousands of Protestant work-
ers struck in protest.

There now followed a period
of energetic attempts at reform
from above and the first attempt
to substitute institutionalised
Protestant-Catholic power-shar-
ing in the Six Counties for maj-

ority — that is,
sectarian —rule.

Britain, backed by the Dublin
government, attempted to draw
the Catholic middle class into
the administration of the North-
ern Ireland state. The ‘Sunning-
dale agreement’ was signed
at the end of 1973 between Brit-
ish and Irish governments.

Su.'ningdale decreed that an
assembly would be elected in
the Six Counties but that any
government formed must be
based on the sharing of power
between representatives of the
Catholic and Protestant com-
munities. Provision was also
made for a Council of Ireland
to link the Six and 26 Counties,
in an attempt to satisfy the
nationalist concerns of the Six
County Catholics by recognising
the ‘Irish dimension’ of the
Northern Ireland conflict.

Britain's problem now was to
find people in Ireland who would
make this ‘half-way’ system
work. But between August 1969
when the British troops took
over the streets, and March 1972
when Britain took over the gov-
ernment, the Protestant back-
lash had grown to immense
proportions.

For decades the Protestant
workers had followed the middle
class and pseudo-aristocratic
leaders of the dominant Union-
ist Party, linked to the Tory
party in Britain. Now many of
them broke out of their old alleg-
iances to follow the radical-talk-
ing Orange-Unionist bigot and
demagogue Dr lan Paisley.

Beginning in 1971 the para-
military Ulster Defence Associa-
tion grew to have 50,000 mem-
bers by mid-"72, out of one mil-
lion Protestants — and it was
an almost entirely working-
class movement.

Protestant-

‘Not an inch’

Their slogan was ‘Not An
Inch’. They would make no con-
cessions to Britain's demand for

power-sharing, and pledged
themselves to fight rather than
accept anything that

smelt of a united Ireland or
threatened a future united Ire-
land.

So who would Britain get to
work the new power-sharing
system? Britain tried to base
itself heavily on the Catholic
community and the new consti-
tutional nationalist party, the
SDLP.

In January 1974 a power-shar-
ing executive was set up, sup-
ported by a coalition of the SDLP
and a sizeable Unionist minority
splinter led by Brian Faulkner,
who now became prime minis-
ter. The stable core of this
government was the SDLP,
which had the overwhelming
majority of Catholic votes (Sinn
Fein was illegal). Not only were
the Faulknerites a minority of
the Unionist camp; they reneged
on the promises that got them
elected when they formed the
power-sharing executive.

Still, the prospects for Brit-
ain’s strategy did not seem

Loyalists go mad

entirely bleak at the beginning
of 1974. The IRA seemed to
be in decline. The SDLP and
the Faulknerite Unionists had a
majority in the Assembly. The
Paisleyites and similar die-hard
Orange supremacists were bott-
led up as a minority in the
Assembly and reduced to
seemingly impotent demonstra-
tions and threats.

Britain would put in money to
nurture, sustain and ultimately
give autonomous life to its crea-
tion. Jobs and patronage at
the disposal of the executive
would help it build up
support. In four or five years,
before the next election, things
would change.

The transplanted political org-
ans would take and hold in the
Six County body politic. The
sectarian state would be trans-
formed into its opposite. Inter-
communal democracy would be
substituted for the drum-beating
Orange supremacist democracy
of the Northern Ireland state’s
first 50 years (‘the Protestant
majority rules — OK').

But it was like transplanting
the heart and brain of a man
into the body of a dog.

The Six Counties was design-
ed for sectarian majority rule so
long as the Protestants wanted it
— and no other democratic sys-
tem was possible there.

In the event the British min-
ers’ strike smashed all Britain’s
hopes of a new start a mere
matter of weeks after the power-
sharing executive was set up.
Trying to browbeat the miners,
prime minister Edward Heath
decided to go to the electorate
with the question ‘who rules, the
government or the miners?’

The Tories lost the election in
Britain, but that didn't matter
ioo much to the ruling class be-

cause it was Harold Wilson who

won it, a reliable person to
pull the ruling class’s chestnuts
out of the fire and demobilise
the working class.

But for the British and Irish

ruling classes’ policy in North-
ern Ireland the February 1974
election brought catastrophe.
The Orange die-hards were no
longer bottled up as a minority
in the Northern Ireland Assem-
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WHAT THEY SAY

Sinn
Fein

ACCORDING to Sinn Fein,
by agreeing to a Loyalist veto
on a united Ireland and by
formally recognising the
Northern Ireland state,
Garrett Fitzgerald's govern-
ment “has torn up Articles

2 and 3 of its constitution”’.

The “cast-iron guarantees”’
given to Loyalists showed
that Fitzgerald had “capitula-
ted”’ to Mrs Thatcher’s rejec-
tion last year of the Forum
report.

Sinn Fein's statement con-
tinued: “Mrs Thatcher’s inter-
est is to stabilise the Six
County state and to neutral-
ise Irish nationalist aspira-
tions through a mixture of
appeasement and ongoing re-
pression to which Garrett
Fitzgerald has committed the
Dublin government.

“The reaction of outrage
from Loyalists is as predict-
able as it is stupid given That-
cher’s assurances and Fitzger-

ald’s agreement that their
veto remains and is to be
copper-fasteried in a ‘treaty’

“The reaction of outrage
from Loyalists is as predict-
able as it is stupid given That-
cher’s assurances and Fitzger-
ald’s agreement that their
veto remains and is to be
copper-fastened in a ‘treaty’
at the United Nations.

“Sinn Fein believes that
the claims of progress made
by the Dublin government,
and which will undoubtedly
be heralded by the leadership
of the SDLP, are hollow
claims. The formal recogni-
tion of the partition of lIre-
land is a disaster for the nat-
ionalist cause and far out-
weighs the powerless consult-
ative role given to Dublin,

“Garrett Fitzgerald insults
the long-suffering nationalist
people of the Six Counties
when he tells us in Gaelige
that we can now raise our
heads. It is because we have
raised our heads and made
sacrifices for our civil and
national rights that the run-
ning sore of British involve-
ment in Ireland has been




bly. The election ailowed them
te conduct what was in effect a
referendum on power-sharing.
And they won 11 out of the 12
Six County Westminster seats.

A shattering blow was thergby
struck at the executive, and the
die-hards  were mmensely
encouraged. The situation inevi-
tably become more and more
explosive as Faulkner and the
SDLP tried to press on with the
Sunningdale programme.

The spark that blew the new
structure apart was struck in
May 1974 when the Assembly
majority voted to activate the
Council of Ireland provision in
the Sunningdale agreement.
A general strike was called by
the UDA and the ‘Lovalist Ass-
ociation of Wdrkers’, an unoffi-
cial trade union body which had
much support in. the Belfast
shipyards and other Northern
Ireland industries.

Due to anti-Catholic discrimi-
nation in employment, Protest-
ants dominated most of North-
ern Ireland industry. As early as
the beginning of 1971 workers
from the shipyards had marched
to demand internment, led by
Billy Hull, a one-time Northern
Ireland Labour Party candidate.

Now — perhaps learning from
events in Britain — the Orange-
ists were plaving the industrial
card, attempting to use one
of the most powerful weapons in
the arsenal of the working class
to bring down power-sharing
and the Council of Ireland and to
restore majority rule — that is,
Protestant Ascendancy.

At first response to the strike
was tepid. Intimidation by the
UDA and other militants was
necessary. But intimidation
alone could not. have produced
the tremendous strike move-
ment of Dbitter opposition to
power-sharing and the Council
of Ireland that now rolled across
much of Northern Ireland. The
British authorities responded

weakly, and soon the whole of

Northern Ireland was at a
standstill.
The reactionary Protestant

backlash had found its weapon:
the revolutionary general strike,
and used it for its own purposes.

Like Republicanism in Woife

fone’s time, the die-hard
Orange cause (00 was now redu-
ced to reliance on ‘the men oi
no property’. And the Prot-

estant men and women of no
property faced the Catholic men
and women of no property, glar-
ing at each other murderousiy,
guns and bombs in their hands,
across the sectarian
divide.

Caricatures

Everything in Northern Ire-
land politics is a nightmare
world of caricatures, ghastly
parodies and hopelessly scram-
bled identities: Loyalists who
organise rebellion against their
own government: reactionaries
who use the general strike; Re-
publicans on whom circumstan-
ces have stamped a mere Catho-
lic nationalist identity; and
now Official Unionists who
accuse Mrs Thatcher of running
a "colonial administration’ in the
Six Counties to the disadvantage

of the majority community
there!
Early in the 1974 general

strike the TUC attempted to
organise a march ‘back to work’
in Belfast. A few hundred
immensely  brave  workers
marched behind TUC general
secretary Len Murray. But the
TUC bad no weight or support.
And the government continued
to do next to nothing.

Some commentators have
talked of politically-motivated
refusal by sections of the British
Army to act against the Orange
strike. Others explain the
government’s passivity by its
inability to run the power stat-
ions with troops alone. Whatev-

ABOUT THE DEAL

addressed at all.

“Today's agreement
amounts to the total aban-
donment of SDLP, Fine Gael
and Fianna Fail assurances
that they would not accept
any internal Six County
arrangement.

**Sinn Fein’s position
remains clear. We will conti-
nue to give principled leader-
ship to the nationalist people.
We reject British involvement
in Irish affairs and we
reaffirm that real peace can
only be achieved through
British disengagement and
the Loyalists coming to terms
with the rest of the Irish
people”.

(Source: Irish Times)

SDLP

JOHN HUME, leader of the
Social Democratic and Lab-
our Party (SDLP), the consti-
tutional nationalist party in
the Six Counties, is consider-
ed the originator of the
process which last Friday pro-
duced the Anglo-irish agree-

ment.

The Anglo-Irish agreement
could therefore be expected

to find favour with the SDLP.
In fact it looked for a while
as if a serious rift had appear-
ed in the SDLP over the
terms of the agreement.
Deputy leader Seamus

Mallon was reported to be in .

step with Charles Haughey's
criticisms of the deal. In

fact Mallon as well as Hume
welcomed the deal, saying
that it gave some hope to
Northern nationalists that “at
last the closed and shuttered
doors of Northern Ireland
have been slightly prised
open.

“The statement in the
agreement that the British
government would bring for-
ward legislation to establish
Irish unity if and when a maj-
ority in Northern Ireland so
wished goes further than any
previous statement by the
British government on this
issue’’,

Mallon added that Fitz-
gerald had indicated that the

Dublin government would
not ratify the European
Convention on Terrorism
until changes had been made
in the administration of
justice in Northern ireland.

er the reasons. the Labour gov-
ernment did not try to break the
strike.

After two weeks of paralysis
the Faulkner Unionists resigned
and the Labour government cap-
itulated. The Faulknerites were
to blame the inactivity of the
Labour government for their
inability to carry or and for their
own subsequent political des-
truction.

The attempt to graft power-
sharing  ‘pluralist’  political
structures onto the Six County
entity which had been deliber-
ately carved out, weighted,
balanced and designed to be run
by an entrenched Protest-
ant majority had failed. North-
ern Ireland society had rejected
the alien structures. It was back
to direct rule.

The Labour government had
run away from the Orange chal-
lenge. But it chose to spend
the subsequent 18 months
pretending it hadn’t allowed all
hopes of power-sharing to be
smashed in May 1974,

Sunningdale had been a deal
between - political parties and
governments. Labour announ-
ced that there would be a new
approach. A  constitutional
assembly would be elected
which would meet for as long as
it liked and thrash out agreed

proposals for Northern Ire-
land’s political and
constitutional future.

Britain insisted that any

new political structures would
have to be according to the
principle of power-sharing. But
it was a foregone conclusion
that any such assembly repre-
senting the people of the Six
Counties could not come up with
proposals that would meet Brit-
ain’s minimum conditions. The
venture was a dangerous exer-
cise in helpless procrastination.

The constituent assembly sat
through 1975 and into early
1976, and finally produced a
majority report which called
for majority rule.There were ser-
ious fears in 1975 that the consti-
tuent assembly majority would
declare itself a provisional
government.

Early in 1976 Britain dissolved
the assembly and settled into a
long period of direct rule. It was
stalemate and stasis. The consti-
tutional nationalists in the Six
Counties (backed implicitly by
the IRA) had now got a veto on
change within the Six Counties
to parallel the Orange veto on
change in the relations of the Six
and 26 Counties.

From 1972 to this day a
‘temporary’ ‘Act of Union’ has
been restored between Britain
and Northern Ireland. Thus the
British government registered,
without admitting it, that North-
ern Ireland on its own is a non-
viable political entity, on any
basis other than sectarian major-
ity rule.

The long period of direct rule
was to see the Labour govern-
ment take back concessions
made by the Heath government
to the political prisoners and set
in motion the chain of tragic
events that led Republicans,
refusing to comply with new
prison regulations designed to
emphasise their status as
common criminals, to spend
years in filthy cells wrapped
only in blankets. This culmin-
ated finally in the deaths
of ten hunger-strikers in 1981.

The next attempt to graft alien

power-sharing political structur-
es onto the sectarian bearpit
state came in the wake of thost

El't‘f]’du_v life in Irelund. Photo: Camerawork.

hunger strikes, in 1982.

An assembly was elected and
told it could be a powerless talk-
ing shop or cumulatively acquire
control of government depart-
ments according as it could
agree to power-sharing in any of
them. This was called ‘rolling
devolution’. g

The assembly his existed for
three years now, sitting in the
old government building at Stor-
mont. Both the .revolutionary
nationalists, Sinn Fein, and the
constitutional nationalists,
SDLP, boycott it, and it is no
more than a Protestant talking
shop. The UDA recently made
the demand that it should set up
a provisional government, but
the assembly counts for nothing.

Depend

The Anglo-Irish agreement is
a much bigger structure into
which the assembly may even-
tually fit as a subordinate part.

The “essential feature of the
Anglo-Irish deal, compared with
the approach tried at Sunning-
dale, is that it does not
depend on agreement between
the MNorthern Ireland com-
munities, nor on any agree-
ment between a representative
elected body in Northern Ireland
and the Dublin government. The
big two in Dublin and London
have dealt directly with each
other, acting ‘in loco parentis’
for the two Northern Ireland
communities.

Power-sharing has now be-
come power-sharing between
Dublin and London. If it is even-
tually paralleled by power-shar-
ing ‘on the ground’, well and
good. But it does not need to
be, for now. The deal does not
depend on it. It will not collapse
without it. Anglo-irish power-
sharing can survive without Pro-

testant-Catholic power-sharing.

If the Protestant and Cathol-
ic leaders in Northern Ireland
want it to, the existing assem-
bly can take on most of the fun-
ctions now in the hands of
London — with Dublin admitted
in a consultative capacity. The
exception is ‘security’, included
in the agreement for Dublin
consultation, but not open
to be taken over by the
assembly.

But the deal does not depend
on the assembly doing anything.
Even should the Orangeists
manage to achieve some-
thing like the 1974 gener-
al - strike, there is  no
obvious target they can hit, no

locally-based , vulnerable key- -

stone to the whole edifice like
the assembly-based power-shar-
ing executive was in 1974,

Decisive action against this
system will be very difficult.
The main weakness of the struc-
tures now being set up will
probably lie in the South:
Charles Haughey's opposition is
more likely to smash it than
Protestant direct action is —
though Haughey’'s opposition
may be less hard if he
comes to form a government in
1987.

Flexible

I'he parallel is with the Prior-
Tebbit anti-union laws, which
were drafted to be far more flex-
ible and to offer fewer targets
for direct action than the Carr-
Heath anti-union law of the
early 1970s.

The decline in working-class
militancy stopped the Prior and
Tebbit laws from being put up
against the sort of working-class
direct action that smashed the
Carr-Heath law. Militant opposi-

tion to the Anglo-Irish deal may

well be much fiercer than oppos-
ition to Prior-Tebbit. The odds
are heavily against them at
present, but the Six County
Unionists may make Northern
Ireland ungovernable.

And then what?

What the Anglo-Irish . deal
shows above all and yet again is
that the Six County entity is a
nonsense. After 13- years of
(rightly) refusing to let the Six
County majority whose demo-
cratic rights the Six County
statelet is supposed to express
and protect, exercise those polit-
ical rights to self-government
there, Britain got together with
the Irish government
and decided on a

- version of power-sharing which

dispenses with the consent of
the majority of the Six County
population! Their formula is
Inter-state power-sharing over
the heads of the people and
against their wishes. They are
not too far from Bertold Brecht's
fable of the government which
‘elected’ a new people when the
existing one displeased it.

* ¥k

Geoff Bell, author of
‘The Protestants of
Ulster’ and other books
on Ireland, who was
Hackney North constitu-
ency delegate to Labour
Party conference, has
written a reply to John
O’Mahony’s article
assessing the debare on
Ireland. This will appear
in the next issue of
Socialist Organiser.
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__Reports from South Africa

DETAINEES SPEAK

This report taken from FOSATU
Workers News tells of several work-
ers and trade union militants arrest-
ed by the South African security
forces. :

The fact that the paper covers
such issues shows that FOSATU
does not limit itself to campaigning
and fighting on simple bread and
butter issues.

The Helicopter: The victim's hands are
handcuffed beneath his knees and he is
suspended somehow on a stick
between two tables. He is kicked so
that he spins on the stick. While he is
spinning on. the stick, the victim is
beaten with sjamboks.

This-is how Siyolo Mashigana, a
worker at Pilkington who was detained
on July 25, describes a common form of
torture allegedly used in interro-
gation at the Louis Le Grange police
station in Port Elizabeth.

Tales

His is just one of the many tales of
police assaulting detainees. Brother
Mashigana’s affidavit along with
others was used in support of a Sup-
reme Court application brought against
the Minister of Law and Order and
several high ranking Eastern Cape
police officers on September 25.

In another affadavit, Vusumzi
Geotge describes how on July 21 at
about 2.30 a.m. the police woke him up
by throwing stones on the roof of his
house and hammering on all the win-
dows and doors.

‘Eventually the police gained entry
by breaking and climing through the
window’,

‘Two plainclothes policemen entered
my bedroom where my wife and I were
sleeping. My wife was nine months
pregnant but the police nevertheless
beat her and myself with quirts’.

‘Shortly after the arrest but before I
was placed in the back of the land-
rover, 1 was assaulted by being
dragged violently across a wooden
fence pole and having my foot heavily
stamped upon’.

Vusumzi George was taken to St.
Albans prison where he was placed in a
cell with 10 to 15 other detainees.

One week after he had arrived in
prison, he says, he was taken to Louis
Le Grange ?olice station for interro-
gation.

‘While questioning me...they made
me sit on the floor with my hands hand-
cuffed behind my back and forced my
legs open by beating the insides of my
thighs with sjamboks. They then

WORKERS'
LIBERTY

Breaking
the chains

Black workers and the strugg
for liberation in South Africa |

out
NOW

FROM S

75p plus
postage
from 214
Sickert
Court,
London
N1 2SY

R e

%

Soweto 1976

attempted repeatedly to kick me in my
private parts’.

‘They then asked me if 1 had seen
Dennis Neer. I said | had and that he
had a bruised face. They then said that
if I did not tell the truth 1 would end up
like Dennis.’

‘They then beat me with a sjambok
on my back and chest and smashed my
toes and head with a short wooden
stick. They then took me to another
room and four black policemen forced
me to do physical exercises until 1 was
exhausted.’

‘They then made me hold a chair
above the heads of the other detainees,
while 1 was forced to crouch in an
uncomfortable position. During this no
questions were asked.

“Then Tungata, another security
policeman, came in and erdered me to
stand as if 1 was embracing a metal
filing cabinet. He then began punching
me in the kidneys from behind and
hammering me on my shoulders with
two fisted blows. He repeated this type
of assulat a number of times and then
beat my ears with open hands. He then
threw me onto the floor while kicking
me and asked me questions.

‘Two other policemen entered the
room and assisted with the general
assault which lasted about half-an-
hour.

‘Tungata and two other police-
men who had. recently entered the
roomn, took me to the next door room
and beat me with their fists and their
open hands until I began screaming.
Two or three white policemen then
came into the room and one of the
three brought a wet towel which was
placed tightly around my face and
head. While the towel was suffocating
me they beat me. They then removed
the towel from my face and throttled
me,” said Vusumzi George in his affa-
davit.

Steward
A National Automobile and Allied
Workers Union shop steward at

General Motors, James Tamboer, was
detained at 3.30 a.m. on July 22.

He writes in his affadavit that during
interrogation two policemen instructed
him to sit on the floor.

‘The white policeman held my hands
behind my back while the other walked
on my ankles. It was very painful...

He then put his hand against my fore-
head and banged the back of my head
hafd against the wall twice. He said
*Sit daar jou striker’'. I still have head-
aches from these blows.'

Other detainees in their affadavits
speak of how fellow detainees would
arrive back from interrogation with
gashes, bruises, swollen faces and
some were hardly able to walk.

Sivolo Mashigana describes how
Dennis Neer, general secretary of the
Motor Assembly and Components
Workers Union of South Africa, left the
cell one morning ‘well and able to
move normally’ but when he came back
in the evening ‘he moved very slowly
as if in great pain’,

‘His right cheek was bruised and
swollen and he cradled one forearm
with the other. When he removed his
jacket 1 saw the arm was swollen from
wrist to elbow. He also had swollen
marks on his back near the kidneys'.

Sivolo Mashigana in his affadavit
says that Dennis Neer was eventually
taken to Livingstone Hospital on
July 25. He returned to his cell on
August 30 with his arm bandaged in a
sling.

INDEPENDENT UNIONS:
PREPARING FOR UNITY

Plans to unite the majority of
South Africa’s independent non-
racial trade unions into one major
federation are far advanced.

This report from the October
issue of FOSATU Workers News
(paper of the largest federation at
the moment) describes the prepara-
tions.

There are less than 30 days to go
before the launch of the largest pro-
gressive trade union federation this
country has ever seen.

Thirty-six trade unions, with a total
signed up membership of close on halt-
a-million members, are moving swiftly
towards the Inaugural Congress which
will be held in Durban over the week-
end of November 30-December 1.

On the Sunday, December 1, a mass

rally will be held in Dugban to celebrate
the federation’s launch. Tens of thous-
ands of workers will be bused in from
all areas of South Africa.

For the first time in South Africa’s
labour history, there will be a federa-
tion which will really cover all areas of
this country.

Judging from an assessment of
where the membership of the unions is
located, there could be as many as ten
regions although the federation is
likely to initially start off with less than
that.

The major goal of the federation will
be to form one giant union in each of
this country’s industrial sectors.

And in order to achicve this as
speedily as possible, the credentials
commitice has drawn up a list of indus-
trial scctors and meetings have been

held between the unions in particular
industries to discuss the possibility of
mergers.

At the Inaugural Congress each
union will be represented on the basis
of one delegate for every 500 mem-
bers up to 20,000 and then there-
after one delegate per 1,000 mem-
bers. At future congresses this will
revert back to one per 500 members.

The major function of the congress
will be to accept the draft constitution,
elect the office bearers (all of whom
will be workers) and general secretary,
and then debate the various resolutions
submitted by the unions.

The congress will also have to decide
on a name for the federation (at the
moment the firm favourite is ‘Con-
gress of South African Trade Unions’)
and sclect the symbol.

The experience of
the miners’ strike
and recent events in
Handsworth,
Brixton, Tottenham
and elsewhere have
shown that the
police are a force
out of control.
LOUISE
CHRISTIAN

looks at the new
powers for the
police promised by
the Tories in the
Public Order Bill
and what this means
for us.

The lack of any coherent Labour Party
policy on policing and the state was
again evident when the main
announcement in the Queen’s Speech
was made of a forthcoming new Public
Order Bill.

The Labour Party's response to the
moral panics surrounding riots, foot-
ball hooliganism and *‘troublemaking”’
is so confused that its rather tentative
opposition to the Bill can barely have
registered in the public mind. The
Tories shot up the opinion polls again.

Plot

Meanwhile a species of judicial plot
ensured that a football hooligan was
sentenced to life imprisonment for riot
in the same week. The person in ques-
tion had carried out a particularly
vicious attack for which he was rightly
convicted of grievous bodily harm.

He could have been sentenced to life
imprisonment for this (whether it
would have been right to do so is
another question). Instead he was
given the life sentence for the super-
fluous additional conviction of riot.
And the right wing press said this
proves there should be life imprison-
ment for riot.

The point of the plot is that the new
Public Order Bill is to create a new
statutory offence of riot (which it is
hoped will make it easier to secure con-
victions from juries — an especially
urgent need since the failure to do the
miners for riot) but at present the pro-
posed potential sentence is ‘‘only”
ten years imprisonment.

The new Public Order Bill will be a
“‘Mark 2", an addition, 50 years on, to
the existing Act of 1936 which was sup-
posedly brought in for use against
fascists but was first used against strik-
ing miners and has been used against
the labour movement and anti-fascist
protesters ever since.

The White Paper on Public Order
Law published in the summer paved
the way for the proposals in the Bill.
Despite its bland civil servant language
it is a hysterical and paranoid docu-
ment. Its basic premise is that peaceful
demonstrations can be distinguished
from those where the demonstrators’
“real aim in demonstrating is not to
persuade others of their point of view,
but to prevent them by force from
doing what they have a lawful right to '




Police occupy Broadwater Farm estate, Tottenham. Photo: Andrew Moore.

0, or simply to foment disorder.”

It starts by an emotive comparison of
hese sorts of demonstrations with
hose by fascists in the 1930s. By the
nd of its proposals it is however clear
hat all of the following would certainly
e included by the government in the
‘coercive’”’ category: animal rights
yrotests, the Stop the City demonstra-
ions, and mass picketing at Grun-
vicks, Warrington and (inevitably) in
he miners’ strike.

There is also mention of the 1979 .
southall demonstration, Greenham
“ommon demonstrations and demon-
trations by the ‘‘anti-nuclear’’ (or
)eace?) movement generally. The sole
riteria adopted is “‘public order” so
narches by the National Front and
ootball hooliganism are lumped in too.

The paranoia is traceable to that

A new campaign against the Public
Order Bill has been set up and
welcomes new members and group
affiliations. Contact the Campaign for
the Right of Assembly and Dissent
(CROWD), 35 Mount Pleasant, London
WC1V 0AP, tel 01-833 2701. Affiliation
fees are: Groups, £7; Individuals,
£2; Unwaged, £1.

speech of Thatcher’s when she said
that democracy was being threatened
by pressure groups and people who
disagreed with the government; and
displays the same sort of logic.

Apart from new statutory offences of
riot and affray, the Bill will create a
pumber of additional offences. The
new offence of ‘‘violent disorder’’ is to
become *‘the normal charge for serious
outbreaks of public disorder’’. But the
White Paper adds that: *...it will be
capable of being applied over a wide
spectrum of situations ranging from
major public disorder to minor group
disturbances involving some viol-
ence’ =

Offence

The new offence will cover three or
more persons using or threatening
unlawful violence against persons or
property, and will carry a huge poten-
tial prison sentence of five years. It will
cover Greenham Women cutting down
fences; animal rights pretesters free-
ing animals gnd almost any occasion
when three or more people come into
conflict with the police in one incident,
whether on the streets of Brixton or in
a demonstration.

it is quite clear that the intention is
to start sending people arrested in
these circumstances to prison in much
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greater numbers.

Another entirely new offence which
is to be created is that of ‘‘disorderly
conduct’’ punishable by a fine of £100
and aimed at ‘“hooliganism on housing
estates’’ or *‘turning out the lights in a
crowded dance hall” or, perhaps, hav-
ing a haircut the police don’t like. The
new offence is so vague that the White
Paper admits that it will be difficult to
define!

Its effect will be to criminalise work-
ing class youth out on the streets. It
will result in them being arrested for
precisely the sort of incidents which
the police should (in the name of com-
munity policing) be being made to deal
with without playing at ‘Starsky and
Hutch’.

It is a measure of the Labour Party’s
total lack of courage or understanding
on the issue of policing that Gerald
Kaufman has actually welcomed the
creation of this new offence. This
means that there is no opposition in
Parliament to it.

There is an urgent need for someone
to point ‘out that the new Bill is not
just about *‘football hooligans® or
“‘demonstrators’’, it is about giving
increased powers to the police in
general.

The unbalanced nature of the White
paper is even clearer in its treatment of

picketing. During the miners’ strike
the police were widely criticised for
reviving an ancient criminal offence of
“‘watching or besetting’’ under an 1875
law (s7 Conspiracy and Protection of
Property Act 1875). The phrase
“watching and besetting’’ appears to
mean no more or less than picketing.

Despite the Paper’s frank admission
that it was used in the strike against
pickets as well as those demonstrating
outside private houses, it simply claims
that: *‘the circumstances of the miners’
dispute have shown how important it is
to have an offence penalising conduct
of this kind."

Arrest

Important, one may well ask, to
whom? Clearly it is important to the
government since they propose to
make it arrestable and to increase the
maximum penalty from three months
imprisonment or a fine of £100 to six
months or a fine of £2,000.

If this seems like a knee jerk reaction
to the experience of the miners’ strike,

‘it is as nothing compared to the new

powers proposed to be given to the
police to impose any condition on
pickets and static demonstrations as
well as marches, as to numbers, loca-
tion and duration.

At long last the police are to be given

the power they wanted so much in the
miners’ strike, to restrict the pickets to
six in number and disperse the rest.
The ‘‘voluntary’” Code of Guidance on
picketing under the 1980 Employment
Act is to be voluntary no more. Anyone
who knowingly fails to comply with
conditions imposed by the police will
be subject to a maximum fine of £400
but organisers and ‘incitors’” of mass
pickets which break conditions will be
subject to a maximum penalty of three
months imprisonment or a fine of
£1000.

1t is not too far off what the unpleas-
ant Tory MPs baying for Scargill’s
blood wanted. It means that organisers
of community protests will have to go
“underground” and disguise their
identity.

Picketing

The tests for the imposing of condi-
tions on marches and pickets will be
firstly serious public disorder (includ-
ing damage to property), secondly *‘to
prevent serious disruption of the
normal life of the community’” and
thirdly ‘‘to prevent the coercion of
individuals”’. In relation to picketing
the third test is crucial.

During the miners’ strike the courts
decisively rejected the idea that any
mass picket, however peaceful, could
be non-intimidatory. In his judgement
in Thomas and Others v NUM (South
Wales Area) and Others (a case which
created a new civil wrong of mass
picketing) Mr Justice Scott stated that:
*‘sheer weight of sufficient numbers on
the picket line would be sufficient by
itself to be intimidatory'’. He rejected
the submission by Counsel for the
South Wales NUM that: ‘“‘a large
number of sullen men lining the
entrance to a colliery saying nothing
but simply standing and glowering™
would not be intimidatory.

He also presumably rejected a simil-
ar submission made at the same time
(to which he did not refer in his judge-
ment) that the non-violent resistance
movement led by Gandhi in India could
not have been intimidatory. His judge-
ment means that there is no such thing
as peaceful mass picketing recognised
by the courts.

The claim in the White Paper that
the police will have to be reasonable in
imposing conditions on pickets because
their decisions can be challenged in the
courts is therefore meaningless. The
new power is no less than a blanket
licence to the police to stop a large
number of people exercising their right
to demonstrate or picket.

Forcible dispersals of demonstrators
— such as have recently been seen out-
side the South African embassy — will
be wholly legitimised.

Finally, march organisers will have
to give seven days notice to the police
or again face being arrested. This will
criminalise spontaneous community
protests and give the police enormous
pl(;wer and control over protests gener-
ally.

The similarities between S.Africa
and this country are no longer just in
in the pictures we see on our television
screens; they are beginning to be.
reflected in the laws themselves as well
as in the practices of the law enforcers.
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‘Nicaragua must survive: a
history of US destabilisation’
provides a short, useful intro-
duction to the Nicaraguan revo-
lution and the US campaign to
overthrow  the Sandinista
regime.

Produced by the Nicaragua
Solidarity Campaign with assis-
tance from War On Want, i
catalogues the Reagan Adminis-
tration’s attempt to  strangle
the Nicaraguan economy, begin-
ning in February 1981, one
month after Reagan’s inaugur-
ation as president, when he
blocked the remaining $15
million of the $75 million aid and
credit package promised by
Carter

The US has, since 1981, used
its influence to delav or block
Nicaraguan applications to
financial institutions such as the
Inter-American = Development
Bank, the World Bank and the
International Monetary Fund.

In May of this year the US
imposed a complete import-
export ban with Nicaragua. The
estimated cost of this embargo
in lost trade is $57 million.

Campaign

=

Still worse is the military cam-
paign which includes the train-
ing of Contras in Florida and
southern California; regular
exercises off the coast of Nicar-
agua and in neighbouring
Honduras; mining Nicaraguan
ports; and according to South
magazine in June 1984, the use
of US helicopters to fly supplies
o the Contras inside Nicaragua.

US policy towards the Sandin-
istas is fully supported by the
British government. British aid
o Nicaragua is now far less than
& was before the revolution in

79, And aid w0 newghbouning
Somduras — with an appailing
mood of governmest and
miitxry cxTeptos — = far
e

The results of contra activity: a cooperative destroyed in 1984

NICARAGUA

Tim Anderson reviews ‘Nicaragua Must Survive'

And now Britain has a secret
embargo on Nicaragua. The
pamphlet cites an internal
government memo, quoted in
*The Observer’ (12 May 1985):

“There is no need to amend
our voting policy towards Nicar-
agua...The problem of explain-
ing it in public, however, will
persist and we shall need to stick
to our present line of claiming
that our opposition is based on
technical grounds.” An official
has noted in the margin: ““If we
can find them™',

Britain has also vetoed special
EEC aid programmes for Nicar-
agua.

Meanwhile, the US is doing
everything short of actual milit-
ary invasion to undermine the
Sandinistas. In addition to creat-
-ing the mercenary, anti-Sandin-
ista army of counter-revolution-
aries, or ‘contras’, the US had
itself played a significant milit-
ary role,

Contras have been trained in
the US with Reagan’s blessing.

In July 1983, the US sent 19
warships, with 140 warplanes
and over 16,000 troops, to the
Nicaraguan coast, to bully the
Sandinistas. Simultaneously,
S000 US troops were carrying
out joint mancewwres in Hono-
Guras.

Iz Februmary 1984, US Nawy
and (JA adwisers took part n
mmiTE Naczraguan ports.

2 1984 siome 1305 US spy

planes flew reconnaissance
missions over Nicaragua. And in
the first two weeks of this year,
35 air and naval incursions into
Nicaraguan territory were repor-
ted by the Nicaraguan defence
ministry.

The pamphlet , details the
build-up of the contra war. By
1983, the contras were receiving
planes and boats from the CIA,
enabling them to attack Sandin-
ista positions; and by 1984 were
mining - Nicaraguan  ports.
Although an international outcry
put a stop to this, the US govern-
ment never repudiated the

actions,

In October” 1984, a CIA
manual was leaked, entitled
‘Psychological operations in
guerilla warfare”". The manual
proposes murder as a tactic to
subvert the Sandinistas. “'It is
possible to neutralise carefully
selected targets, such as court
judges, police and state security
officials’’.

The National Security
Council, a branch of the White
House, has continued to work
closely with the contras despite
a ban by Congress on such activ-

The US-backed conmtras use
he torture methods characteris-
tic of USbacked regimes m
Central Amenca on thewr
enemies. ‘Nicaragua Must Sar-

vive prowides some accounts of
these methods
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MUST SURVIVE

An American nun describes
an attack on a peasant family:

“‘The contras came during the
night and machine-gunned the
house. One bullet killed the four
vear old in his bed. Another
buller pierced the leg of the
father and eight year old.
Another wounded the mother in
the head. Then the contras
entered the house and took the
father and uncle outside...They
fired four shots, the first of
which killed the uncle: The
father was only wounded, and
they slit his throat.. The mother
was still alive. Three days later,
other members of the family
Sfound bodies in the river. The
contrus had.. stripped all the
skin off the mother's face. "'

Contra

A contra is quoted from the
US magazine ‘Newsweek’:
“‘Come the counter-revolution,
there will be a massacre in
Nicaragua. We have a lot of
scores to settle. There will be
bodies from the border to
Managua.”™

And vet Reagan has this o
say about them: ““They are our
brothers. these freedom
fighters. They are the moral
equivalent of owur Founding
Fathers, and the brave men and
women of the French resis-
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the MNicaraguan revolution.
Actrvists should use it to help
spread knowledge of these facts.
The Nicaraguan revolution is
under threat; and the labowr
movement internationally needs
to be alerted to what Reagan is
doing. We have a responsibility
to come to the aid of the Nicar-
aguan people.

Nicaragua Must Survive: A
History of US Destabilisation,
published by Nicaragua Solidar-
ity Campaign, with assistance
Sfrom War On Want, 50p.
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Socialism is not just a vague and
remote ideal, but the necessary
working-class answer to the prob-
lems posed by capitalism now,
argues Eric Heffer in this article,
taken from a speech delivered in
Cambridge on 2 November.
T T

Is a Broad Left strategy pos-
sible? ‘I believe it i$, but the
first question surely musi be,
what is meant bv a Broad
Left?

There are those who argue
that socialism is not at
present on the agenda, that it
must be postponed until we
have a Labour government,
possibly in alliance with other
Parties, in order to defeat
Thatcher. It is a view I do not
hold. To me, the struggle
against Thatcherism is also
the struggle for socialism,.
Like the struggle for demo-
cracy, they are indivisible.

The discussion is similar to
that which took place in the
late 1930s due to the rise of
Fascism, when in the labour
movement there were fierce
arguments about the need for
a Popular Front. The Com-
munist Party had renounced
its previous *‘class against
class”” policy, the so-called
Third Period) and developed
its Popular Front strategy.

This was never accepted
by some in the labour move-
ment, who argued that what
was required was not a ‘Pop-
ular Front’, which could
include Liberals and other
bourgeois parties and groups,
but a United Workers’ Front
— a view in Britain held by
the Independent Labour
Party (ILP), together with the
various miniscule Trotskyist
groups, and given form in
Fenner Brockway’s book the
“Workers’ Front™. It was this
fundamentally different view
of things which led to the
Barcelona uprising in Spain,
during the Civil War there,
the POUM being the Spanish
equivalent of the ILP.

The Labour Party leaders,

together with the trade union

leaders, rejected both the
Popular Front and the
Workers Front ideas. They
settled for a Labour Party
and TUC which was totally
reformist in character, keep-
ing its “purity” from both
the Communists and their
allies, on the one hand and
the Liberal/bourgeois (so-
called democratic forces) on
the other.

Clearly the situation is not
exactly the same oaa‘. as it

position
on legisla-
of unem-
he terrible set-
miners’ defeat. I
ners” defeat because if
enious, we should not
otherwise. That is
not to attack the miners’
leaders, or the miners, who
fought a magnificent series of
battles. :
Politically, we have seen
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‘the Labour Party become par-

tially divided with the right
wing breakaway to create the
SDP. We have

seen. the -

Communist Party divide, with
the Morning Star no longer
under Party control, and wiath

number of leading Com-
munist Party members like
Ken Gill expelled.

The problems are easy
enough to talk about and
diagnose: the answers, how-
ever, are much more difficult
to work out.

We must begin, [ would

suggest, with a perspective
that it is essential, in fact
vital, to pget rid of this

Thatcher government, and get
a Labour government elected,
even if it is not Left-orien-
tated and totally reformist in
character. The Tories must be
defeated at the next General
Election to save our people,
especially the working class,
from even greater suffering.
Any broad left strategy must
have that as its objective.

The questions then surely
are, do we need to water
down our socialist objectives
to get rid of Thatcherism?'
How far does the Broad Left
stretch? Does it stretch far
enough to argue that we

should be advocating an
agreement, and (possibly a
coalition government)
between the Labour Party
and the Liberal/SDP.
Alliance?

There is also the associated
question, one of great impor-

. tance. Is the working class a

diminishing force, greatly
changed in character, and
therefore, not as important
politically as it used to be in
the past? Should the coalition
of the workers (at present
through the TUC and the

Labour Party) be superseded .

R R A A
“The class
struggle
involves

all those

who are

discriminated
against.”

PEE cERe SRR RN
7 other types of coalition
include the Women’s
Movement, the Blacks, etc.,,
and other groups such as
Gays and Lesbians? These are
all important questions which
need serious answers, and
which cannot be swept aside.’
Let me first say something:
about the strength of the
working class. It must be
clearly understood that the:
working class as a whole
never fully supported the
Labour Party, or any other
Socialist Group or Party. Cer-
tainly the organised workers,
through their trade unions
and especially those affiliated
to the Party have supported
Labour (they were the real
force which created the
Labour Party and kept it
going) but always some sec-
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tions and groups of workers,
supported either the Tories or
others, and in places like

Liverpool defended  the
Tories on the basis of Orange
Protestantism.

There have also been splits
in unions before, such as the
Notts  Miners’ (Spencer)
Union in the 1930s, but in
those days they did not have
the SDP bolt hole to look

towards.
Because of the decline of
older industries, like the

docks, shipbuilding. and ship
repair, shipping, engineeripg
steel, textiles, mining, the
railways etc., the numbers; of
union members in - those
industries has declined and
with it the organised trade
union support of the Labour
Party. They were after all
rather tightly-knit working
class groups, living mainly in
tightly-knit communities.

It would, however, be
wrong to draw the conclusion
that because of such a decline
the working class is no longer
there. It is, but to some
extent it is a different work-
ing class.

It is either unemployed, or
has gone into local authority
or service industries of one
kind or another. To that
extent, its class consciousness
is slightly affected. That,
however, can be restored and
developed, providing the
movement realises what has
happened to the class and
does something about raising
its consciousness. The impor-
tant thing also is for trade
unionists to ensure that ser-
vice industry workers are
properly organised.

I believe we must not
accept a coalition with the
SDP/Liberal Alliance. They
are the other side of the Tory
coin, On most political issues
like the trade unions, they are
just as reactionary as the
Tories, as they are on issues
such as defence and the pub-
licly-owned industries. The
Alliance may be slightly less
reactionary in certain areas,
but they are dedicated to the
maintenance of the capitalist
gystem which David Owen
calls the “Social Market”.

In any case to talk about a
coalition government before
an election is to suggest that
Labour cannot win, a propo-
sition 1 cannot accept. I do
not accept either the argu-
ment advanced for prcpor-
tional representation. I know
the Communist Party, Stan
Thorne MP and Arthur Scar-
gill do, but I believe under
British conditions they are
wrong.

I take the view that it is
only with socialist policies
with a majority Labour gov-
ernment advancing a socialist
programme, that can deal
with the crisis of British and
Western capitalism. That is
why public ownership, based
on Clause IV, of various
types (not just nationalisa-
tion), democratically control-
led, must be an essential part
of any “Broad Left
Strategy’’.

Unemployment is basically

Photo: John Harris

a product of the capitalist

system, and it cannot be
totally eliminated unless
capitalism is  destroyed.

Therefore, any Broad Left
Strategy must be based on
the struggle to eliminate, not
only Thatcherism, but also
the capitalist system.

That does not mean that
we should not seek allies fur-
ther afield than those who are
part of the labour movement.
Clearly, under Thatcherism,
small businesses have suffer-
ed. Those involved can be
recruited as allies. It is impor-
tant that small business
people are brought into
alliance with us against the
big business interests.

The struggle for women’s
rights has always been part
and parcel of the struggle for
the emancipation of the
working class. In the days of
the suffragette movement, it
was Keir Hardie and other
Labour and socialist stalwarts
who were involved in the
struggle for women’s rights.
‘That is especially true today.

Also, all groups who suffer

under the present system,
gays, lesbians, blacks and
Asian people, are natural

allies of those who are strugg-
ling to end capitalism. They
suffer because of capitalism.
They have special problems
which are there, but which
are exacerbated by the
capitalist system.

The class struggle involves
all those who are discrimin-

ated against in capitalist
society.

It is wrong, because one
accepts that the road to

socialism can be democratic,
parliamentary and hopefully
peaceful, to believe that the
class struggle is dead. It is
not, as long as class society
exists, so too will the class

struggle exist. It cannot be
wished away.

The Labour Party,
whether some like it or not,
is basically a class Party, so if
we are talking about a realign-
ment, we must talk about a
realignment of those who
basically accept the need for
class struggle in order to get
rid of the capitalist system.
I have glways taken the view,
we must be firm on principle,
but flexible in application.
The Broad Left must be a
Left who accept the need for
socialism, not -a coalition of
disparate groups, who accept

“I believe
we must
not
accept a
coalition
with the

Alliance.”
SEE T SRR

welfare capitalism, something
which in any case has no
future. The days of welfare
capitalism are numbered.

It is my view that we
should not accept any Stalin-
ist or narrow so-called ‘Demo-
cratic Centralist’ approach.
Elitism should -be a thing of
the past. We need a policy
which 1 would call ‘revolu-
tionary reformism’. That is,
we seek a revolutionary

socialist society by consent,
hopefully by Parliamentary
reformist means. At the same
time we must defend our
democracy, which has been
fought for over the genera-
tions, by every means, includ-
ing force, if we have to.

What I fear is that in order
to get Thatcher out, some in
our movement would
abandon their socialist con-
cepts. We expect the Right in
the movement to do so,
because they have mnever
really accepted socialism, but
if the so-called leftwingers do
so, then we are in serious
trouble and in the long run
we could not win.

The struggle for socialism
will be long and hard. There
cannot be any short cuts, and
neither can it be secured by
Sectarianism or right wing
concepts.

Clearly, in the movement
as a whole, a period of re-
appraisal as well as revision-
ism is taking place. It natur-
ally arises out of the Labour
defeat of 1983, the subse-
guent defeat of the miners,

and the retreat by most
Labour Councils from the
policy of non-compliance

with Tory legislation.
Revisionism should not be
dismissed out of hand. Most
revisionists are right on
something, if not on every-
thing. No-one should remain
in entrenched positions, cer-
tainly not, if the enemy has
either passed by or over
them. Looking back at his-
tory, everything that

Bernstein said was not incor-.
rect, everything that Kautsky.
- said was not incorrect, and in

the British Labour Party
everything that Crosland said
was not incorrect. But
enough was wrong not to
accept the bulk of their argu-

ments.

Sometimes modification is
acceptable. What is important
is to know what is a modific-
ation and what undermines
the basic principle.

I fear today that some of
the modifications proposed
are hitting at the basic prin-
ciple of socialism, as for
example some of the econom-
ic arguments and policies
being advocated by Roy
Hattersley, and the weaken-
ing of class concepts by some
if not all of the Euro-Com-
munists.

What sort of realignment
are we thinking about? There
are those who say, what is
required is a new realism.
That what is required is a
“Broad Left” front of the
CP Euro-Communists, and
the Tribunites in the Labour
Party. There are others who
say we need a realignment of
those connected with the
Morning Star, the Campaign
Group of Labour MPs and
others surrounding various
newspapers, but excluding
those around Militant, etc.

There are others who look
at “The Left” on a very wide
basis, a Left which would
include the Labour Party, the
Communist Party, CND and

various other groups, and
even the Liberals and the
SDP.

The fact that the “Left”
should look for alliances in
my view cannot be disputed.
It has always been necessary
for the Left to seek allies. But
if we are talking about a real
Broad Left, then it must have
a number of basic principles.
Such a Broad Left should
exclude no-one who accepts
and agrees with these prin-
ciples.

1 would say that means a
belief in democratic social-

ism, a belief in the clas
struggle, a belief in muciess
disarmament, and the endmg
of the NATO and Wassw
Bloc, a belief in and suppost
of those in Nicaragms aad
Chile, in fact in all counires
fighting for liberatiom
seeking to establish a2 demo-
cratic society free of US com-
trol, a belief in democTsin
free elections, in freedom of
speech, freedom of pubiics-
tion, thought, etc., 2 demo-
cracy going beyond bourgeoss
democracy.

That means being prepared
to criticise the Soviet Umom

etc., over human rights as

of human rights in right-=me
countries. The stroggie
against all imperialist policies
is essential for those who
believe in a new alignment on
the Left.

That of course creates
problems, because if we look
at the recent divisions in the
Communist Party, both sides
are right and both are wrong.
Those who are in favour of
almost uncritical support of
the Soviet Union are wrong,
‘but also are those who are
opposed to class politics.

hat is required are friendly,

omradely discussions, not
ame-calling.  There  are
onest opinions on all sides.
ut if one accepts certain
rinciples, then one must de-
cide where one stands on
those principles.

I repeat, I believe, a Broad
Left Strategy must include
the type of propositions I
have outlined, and that must
including accepting princip-
les, not individuals. The cult
of the individual is as unac-
ceptable in Britain in the
Labour Party and the Unions
as it is in the Soviet Union or
elsewhere.

“The struggle
against
Thatcherism
is also

the struggle
for

socialism’’
ST R

There is a danger at the
moment that because of the
defeat of the miners, because
of the right-wing position of
most of the Shadow Cabinet,
because of the drift towards
rightist concepts by those on
the NEC of the Labour Party,
that. others will find it neces-
sary to trim, to vacillate and
move increasingly to the
right. So I .urge all who are
genuinely seeking a Broad
Left Strategy to ensure that
the strategy is left wing and
socialist, not social democra-
tic. Also, that it is not sectar-
jan, Stalinist or so-called
‘democratic centralist”, but
that it accepts pluralist con-
cepts and at the same time it
accepts the class struggle
without ignoring the lack of
freedom that exists in the so-
called socialist countries.

Socialism and democracy
are synonymous, one without
the other is impossible.

Let us have a Broad Lefi
Strategy for the end of That
cherism, for socialism, a strat
egy which does not accep
the cult of the individual, ons
which believes in a critica
examination of all issues
based on socialist principles
not expediency or imag
building.

* Socialist Organiser'no.253 21 November 1985 Pa




—Review:

Edward Ellis reviews My -
Beautiful Laundrette’ (15),
a film by Stephen Frears.
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OMAR, the son of a Paki- -
stani immigrant who had been
an important writer and friend
of Pakistan'’s President

Bhutto, shares a stark future of .

long-term unemployment with
many contemporary British

, until taken under the
wing of sharp businessman
uncle Nasser.

Under Nasser’s guidance, and
with the more sinister assistance
of cousin Salim, Omar takes on
the job of managing a laund-
rette in Lewisham. Therein lie
the complications.

First, to finance the endeav-
our, Omar has to hijack the
import of a consignment of hard
drugs, intercepting the ill-gotten
gains of his cousin, who has
already beaten him up once.

Second, to do up and run the
laundrette Omar employs the
services of an old school friend,
Johnny, a white person. Johnny
is not only an ex-fascist and fol-
lowed about by a threatening
bunch of thugs who view his new
job as an unpatriotic betrayal; he
also becomes Omar's lover.

Omar, despite his bourgeois
family, is a casualty of That-
cher’s Britain. His escape route
is through family connections,
although his father would prefer
him to goto college. Yet entang-
lement in this web of connec-
tions threatens to tie him down
in family traditions, and in the
more modern fabric of the tough
man’s world of making money at
whatever risk. '

Johnny is a different sort of

Science

casualty, a lumpenproletarian
white youth whose lack of hope
has led him to flirt with fascism.
His escape route is tied up more
and more closely with Omar’s;
yet this threatens his relation-
ship with racist former friends.

They do escape, by transform-
ing their laundrette into a neon-
lit masterpiece with frescoed
walls and piped muzak. It is an
unreal palatial fantasy; yet real-
ity lurks below the surface.

And the reality is nasty. There
is no time off from the laund-
rette: it consumes their lives,
and must consume their lives if
they are to survive. It is a lowly
form of success; as Omar’s fath-
er reminds Johnny, ‘‘you are an
underpants cleaner’’. And the
racists waiting outside always
threaten to destroy it, physically
and violently.

Touching

‘My Beautiful Laundrette’
skilfully weaves together these
themes, and weaves them
around a touching love affair. It
is because this gay relationship
is at once the centre of the film
and yet so underplayed, so
underdramatised, that this is
such a fine film.

The gay love affair is not, in
itself, a source of conflict or
trauma, It is, indeed, far less
traumatic than the entirely
heterosexual if adulterous affair
of uncle Nasser with a white

‘woman.

Thus there is no suggestion of
personal angst, either on the
part of Johnny, despite his
macho associations, or of
Omar — known, in a reference
both to soap powder and to
sexual orientation, as Omo.
There is no heavy ‘coming out’
scene. There is not even any

verbal reference to homosexual-
ity as an issue. Omar and John-
ny merely love each other, as
naturally as a heterosexual
couple.

Conflicts between then. do not
arise as a result of their sexual-
ity. They derive from external
factors — the pressures on
Omar to marry, the pressures on
Johnny to rejoin the racists in
the street.

Uncle Nasser and his daugh-
ter, Omar's intended wife, have
suspicions. But-such suspicion is
the least of their problems. Real

Johnny [Daniel Day-Lewis] and Omar [Gordon W’amecke].

issues — Nasser's break-up with
his mistress, his daughter’s dis-
satisfaction with life — form the
substance of their personal
crises.

And so as a film about gay
men this is something of a
breakthrough. Until recently
images of gay men in movies
have been largely negative
(images of lesbians have been
fewer but equally unattractive).
Latterly, there have been more
positive presentations, though
self-conscious attempts at ‘posi-

Good clean fun

tive images’ like the American
film ‘Making Love' have suffer-
ed from a plot that would have
been rejected by Mills and
Boon.

Omar and Johnny neither suf-
fer psychologically for
their sexuality, nor — as is often
the case where ‘positive’ images
are attempted — is their sexual-
ity in fact hidden from us. The
picture does not respectfully
fade as soon as they kiss.

No doubt it could be objec-
ted that this is not plausible.
Omar’s and Johnny’s relation-

ship would be obvious to all,
and tolerated by none. Perhaps.
But this lack of credibility seems
to me to be a sacrifice worth
making if it results in such a

subtle treatment of the
issues.,
‘My Beautiful Laundrette’

deserves the critical acclaim it
has received. Hanif Kureishi's
script is witty and entertaining,
if a little stagey. There are some
excellent performances, espe-
cially from Saeed Jaffrey as
uncle Nasser. I suggest you see

ik

Beneaththevolcano

By Les Hearn

The eruption of the volcano at
a in Colombia may not
turn out to be the worst this
century — that was the eruption
of Mount Pelee which killed all
but two of the 30,000 inhabitants
of St. Pierre in Martinique in a
few minutes of 1902. Neverthe-
less, the eruption at Armera,
which melted the mountain’s
ice-cap and engulfed the villages
below in mud, has claimed
upwards of 22,000 lives.

It follows closely the earth-
quake which caused such devas-
tation in Mexico City, some 2500
kilometres north. Was this a
mere coincidence or is there
some connection between the
two — and with the Nicaraguan
eartbquake in the in "70s and the
eruptions of Mt. St. Helens in
the last few years?

A look at the map reveals a
string of volcanoes the length of
the West coast of the Americas.
This string marks out the path of
an earthquake zone whose activ-
ity has become proverbial
(“*small earthq e in Chile —
not many dead’’).

Other manifestations of this
zone include the 1906 San Fran-
cisco earthquake and the Alas-
kan earthquake of 1964. The
zone continues round the top of
the Pacific Ocean, down through
China (where the Tangshan
earthquake of the '70s claimed
over half a million lives); Japan,
with its sacred volcano Fujiyama
and its frequent earthquakes;

Indonesia, where most casual-
ties of volcanoes have lived and
where possible the worst erup-
tion in human history occurred
102 years ago at Krakatoa; and
most of the other groups of
islands bordering the Pacific.

This gives us the ‘‘Pacific Ring

of Fire™’.

Most other earthquake/vol-
canic zones are associated with
seas or oceans. The pattern in
the Atlantic Ocean is one of a
line of volcanoes down the
middle, joining Iceland, with its
geysers and its new island,
Surtsey, created over the last
twenty years by submarine
eruptions, to Tristan da Cunha,
where a volcanic eruption forced
the temporary evacuation of the
islanders in 1962.

So what is going on? The
answer has been provided by the
Theory of Plate Tectonics (or
“Continental  Drift’’). This
theory has  revolutionised
geology and, like all revolution-
ary theories, it was not easily
accepted, the Russian geolo-
gists holding out till quite
recently.

It has been known for some
time that the ground gets hotter
as you go deeper, the tempera-
ture rising some 30°C per kilo-
metre of depth. The crust of the
Earth (solid ground to us) is an
average 30 kilometres deep so at
the bottom it’s getting pretty
hot. ;

Below that is the mantle,
some 3000 kilometres thick and
made of rocks with a peculiar
property. The heat and pressure
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The world’s earthquake zones

make them behave like toffee. If
struck a sudden blow, they
shatter, but under a continuous
force they-can also flow very
slowly, like an incredibly viscous
liquid.

The temperature keeps
increasing with depth right
down to the core of the Earth,
some 6000 kilometres across and
made of molten iron and nickel.
The layers of mantle nearest to
the core are hotter and therefore
less viscous. Here the rock can
flow quite easily.

So the crust rests on a liquid
which is hotter at the bottom
than at the top. Just like a sauce-
pan of custard, -convection
currents carry hot mantle mater-
ial up and cooler material down
and these currents move the
segments of crust about like the
skin on the custard, piling up the
continents to form mountains,

splitting them and shifting them'

about the surface of the Earth.

This theory explained some
singular facts: firstly, that fossil
remains indicated that some
lands had had a drastically diff-
erent climate in the past;
secondly, that lands with no con-
nection had similar animal life;
thirdly, that the West coast of
Africa and Europe seemed to
match the East coast of the
Americas, with Greenland and
Antarctica filling in the gaps.

The continents had orginally
been part of one gigantic super-
continent hundreds of millions
of years ago. They have subse-
quently drifted apart (and pre-
sumably had previously drifted
together). The Atlantic Ocean is
still widening at about one centi-
metre per year.

Now, in order to do that, the

crust in the cenre of the Atlanfic , , , , The .amount, of strain, in. the .

would have to stretch and crack,
with new material pushing up
from the mantle to form the vol-
canic islands of the mid-Atlantic
ridge.

Conversely, the Pacific is
shrinking and its crust is being
destroyed by being pushed

-under the edges of the contin-

ents to be swallowed up by the
mantle. The strain fractures the
land above, causing earth-
quakes, while the heat of the
friction of sliding crust melts
rocks and sends them up as lava
and ash.

The Theory of Plate Tectonics
tells us that there will be earth-
quakes and volcanie eruptions as
long as there is enough heat in
the Earth's core to keep the
mantle molten. We are of course
more keen to know when and
where the quakes and eruptions
will be. The ‘‘where”’ is not so

-much of a problem as the

when' and we are unlikely
ever to be able to predict pre-
cisely or even approximately
when any eruption or earth-
quake will be.

There is a partial exception in
that the Chinese have achieved
some success in predicting
earthquakes. They have found
that odd behaviour by animals
can often denote a coming earth-
quake. It seems that animals can
detect the gases released by the
rocks as they come under
increasing strain. However,
even the Chinese were unable to
predict the massive Tangshan
earthquake.

rocks can also be measured.
This tells us, for instance, that a
quake is due along the San
Andreas fault on which San
Francisco lies but doesn’t get us
much closer to “when?’’ than
*‘soon’’!

Volcanoes can also be obser-
ved — Mt St Helens was seen to
bulge for quite a time before it
blew. The Armera volcano had
been dormant for about 400
years when it started to emit
steam and fumes last year, but
even so this eruption was still a
surprise. After it, we have no
idea if it is just going to make a
few more coughs and grunts or if
what we have seen is just the
prelude to a massive blast.

In an ideal world, perhaps
people would be immediately
evacuated if a volcano showed
any activity or would not live
near them in the .first place.
However, in present-day Col-
ombia and in other volcanic
areas, people are forced by
economic necessity to chance it
to cultivate the fertile volcanic
soils.

It is possible to reduce the toll
of earthquakes by using earth-
quake-resistant designs  for
buildings. Much of the destruc-
tion and death in Mexico City.

was a result of architects and’

builders ignoring established
guidelines to increase profits.

At the moment, the most that
can be done in volcanic areas is
to establish evacuation proce-
dures and develop methods of

.observing volcanoes to try to

detect warning signs.’



Industrial

IN ALAN Bleasdale’s “Boys
from = the Blackstuff® the

has to explain to his grand-
daughter what happens when
you die. After an embarrassed
silence the firmly non-relig-
ious activist explains that no-
one knows what will happen
next.

For activists in the Liver-
pool labour movement, deve-
lopments in the city’s budget
crisis are often as difficult to
fathom.

Unless Liverpool District
Labour Party agrees to a large
rate rise and/or cuts, the
city’s finances can only be
straightened out by a large
injection of «cash from
outside.

Up to now the Tory gov-
ernment has refused to budge
an inch towards returning
some of the central govern-
ment grant cut from Liver-
pool in recent years.

The so-called Blunkett ini-
tiative to raise up to £10
million from unused capital
resources of other councils
looked like a possible stop-
gap. It has now become quite
obvious that, under the influ-

| ence of the Kinnock/Cun-

ningham/Straw  school of

‘don’t rock the boat’ class
céollaboration, any meaning-
ful sum would have been
raised only at a price which
the Liverpool working class
could not afford.

Last week’s news that the
sum raised was only
£900,000 — a tiny amount on
the scale of councils’ budgets
— was a transparent move by
Kinnock and his associates,
with their allies in the trad.
union bureaucracy, to force
Liverpool council to adopt a
package based on a rate

Forgemasters
strike for
recognition

Statement by Forgemasters
shop stewards.

SEVEN hundred members at
the Atlas site of Sheffield
Forgemasters have been on all
out indefinite strike since
Wednesday 16 October 1985.

They are striking in de-
fence of trade union recogni-
tion, pay and conditions, for
the following reasons.

* PAY. Over the last five
years the members have not
had a pay increase anywhere
near the rate of inflation, and
in two of those years no
increase at all. This year, with
the Atlas site making a profit,
management offered a £4
‘across-the-board’ increase,
but then withdrew the offer.

The £4 was later reintro-
duced but with so many
strings it was made impossible
for anvone to accept.

* TRADE UNION RE-
COGNITION. Management
have made the full-time con-
venor redundant, and are
refusing to recognise the elec-
ted shop stewards. Their argu-
ment is that the Atlas site is
five separate companies with-
in Forgemasters plc, and so
there is no long a need for
such a wellstructured trade
union organisation.

At the same time manage-
ment are preserving their own
central negotiating/advisory
structure.

* CONDITIONS. Manage-
ment have so far without
prior consultation or negot‘ia-
tion given termination notice

By Kevin Feintuck

increase together with cuts.
Rather than pass a Tory-
inspired budget, Liverpool
t Labour Party has
that the council will

from
iTom

workers

allv anm :

The fact is that both in the
campaign up to the 1984 rate
settlement and certainly in
the last 18 months the work-
ing class has been used as a
stage army to be called onto
the streets as required.

Consultation has consisted
of policies evolved by a
central clique on the Execu-
tive of the District Labour
Party being passed down via
the more compliant local
authority trade union stew-
ards to the mass of the mem-
bers. Even the stage-managed
rallies with  hand-picked
speakers have faded away in
recent months.

The only point at which
this top-down political
approach appeared to hiccup
was in early June, when it
was widely believed that the
District Party leadership was
preparing a rate rise of
around 20% which would
have been trumpeted as a
grand victory. It is generally
accepted that only an inter-
vention by a group around
GMBU convenor Ian Lowes

on such items as enhanced
redundancy pay, joint works
health and safety, and short
time working arrangements.

The shop stewards are very
fearful that if this trend was
to continue next on the list
would be cuts in the com-
pany’s pension scheme and
even cuts in pay were not
ruled out.

For many of our members
the last straw was being told
who could and who couldn’t
represent them., Under the
circumstances the members
had no alternative but to take
the action they have taken.

For fuller information and
speakers please ring the
dispute centre at the AUEW
House, Furnival Gate, Shef-
field, 0742 79042.

By Rob Dawber

Sheffield Forgemasters mana-
ging director Peter Wright has
now claimed that all he
intends to do to the shop
stewards committee is ‘bring
it Up to date’ so that it may
‘play a more effective role’.

The shop stewards have
replied: [Mr Wright] “is very
anxious that we should not
have an old-fashioned central
organisation, one that is able
to represent all the Atlas
workforce.

“Instead he would much
prefer to have a divided org-
anisation, one where the right
hand does not know what the
left is doing.

“It’s very kind of Mr
Wright to be so concerned ab-
out our members’ welfare
but, if it’s all the same to
him, we’d much prefer the
members to elect their own
representatives,..”

The workers have now
been out for five weeks, and
are feeling the hardships —

within the inner circle pre-

vented this taking place.
The worst example of this

bureaucratic method was
when the council’s decision
to issue 90-day redundancy
notices to its workers was
ratified by the District Party.
The thinking behind this was
that the Public Works Loan
Board, who had imposed a
moratorium on lending to
Liverpool, would now be con-
vinced that the council inten-
ded to balance the books. It
has also been argued that the
redundancy notices were a
cunning device to help push
local authority workers into
strike action.

In the event, of course, the
Public Works Loan Board
proved that our class enemies
do have at least half a brain,
and the disastrous confusion
sown in the workforce has
been one of the main contri-
butory factors to the divi-

not least because the govern-
ment docks £16 assumed
strike pay from their social
security money.

At a demonstration held
to back the dispute on 16
November in Sheffield, little
was offered by the speakers
in the way of spreading the
action, even to the rest of
Forgemasters.

And nothing is being done
to involve wives and girl-
friends on the model of the
miners’ strike.

The labour movement is
suffering some depression in
the aftermath of the miners’
defeat. But we also have a
wealth of experience — in this
area especially — which can
be tapped to win this dispute.

Miners’
amnesty
month of
action

The National Union of Miners
has carried out the longest and
most militant strike in Britain
this century. The strike has been
defeated, and although the
NUM and its membership are
committed to a continued fight
to defend the coal industry and
the mining communities, the
unin faces a continuing brutal
onslaught on many fronts.
Miners’ families are in heavy
debt, the union’s local organisa-
tion has been shattered, and its
militants victimised, jailed and
sacked. The scab Union of
Democratic Miners is now clear-
ly established with a base
extending dangerously beyond
the Notis coalfield; it is the

sions in the city’s local auth-
ority unions at this vital
moment.

Regrettably there are no
signs that the local leadership
are either able or willing to
change the campaign into
anything other an event clear-
ly directed from above.

Provision

For instance, the DLP
resolution passed on 14 Nov-
ember carries a blueprint for
emergency provision in the
event of services collapsing.
Emergency services are to be
organised by an emergency
committee of councillors
with local authority trade
unionists co-opted.

This completely bureau-
cratic structure is far more
like the Tories’ nightmarish
plans for running services
after a nuclear holocaust than
a working-class plan. Such a

single major threat preventing
the NUM defending the needs of
its members. :

Yet activists in the NUM, in
other unions, and in the Labour
Party and support groups have
not given up. In October a
national conference of active
miners’ support groups met to
co-ordinate policies and activi-
ties, and to revitalise the move-
ment,

At Labour Party Conference, a
broad National Miners Amnesty
Campaign was set up by Trade
Union Briefing and the Cam-
paign Group of MPs. with the
aim of organising this national
support and directing it towards
forcing the trade union and
Labour Party leaderships to act
on their conference policies in
defence of the NUM and of the
labour movement as a whole.

In London the majority of

miners’ support groups have

come together to organise the
first Month of Action. They did
so with Kent NUM’'s sponsor-
ship and the support of the Cam-
paign Group but in the complete
absence of all those left groups
who worked in the support
groups during the strike, Never-
theless the Month of Action
began with a successful picket of
NCB headquarters addressed by
Jeremy Corbyn MP; it continues
with the events listed below, and
which need the support of the
left. The aim of the Month of
Action is to rebuild the links
between activists across the
unions and in the Constituency
Labour Parties, and with the
mining communities them-
selves, as well as keeping this
issue at the forefront of the
agenda. The Month of Action
includes benefits, workshops,
political rallies and a series of
workplace meetings (which will
continue after this Month of
Action) bringing sacked miners
to speak from Notts, South
Yorkshire and Kent. These

LIVERPOOL: NO TRICKS!

structure would be of little
use against the most limited
pressure from the Tories —
commissioners, Department
of the Environment hit-men,
or the use of the armed forces
to run services.

Socialists must pose the
demand for a genuine labour
movement conference to
establish a body in the city
capable of building and gener-
alising support for the fight
against the cuts and also
maintaining essential services
in the interests of and organ-
ised by the working class.

Meanwhile, back to the
next episode. No-one can
rule out the possibility of a
rabbit appearing from the hat
at the District Party meeting
on 20 November.

At the time of writing, 18
November, this does not seem
likely, although there may be
some financial adjustment to
create a further delay.

Also, the High Court
action by the teachers’ union,
the NUT, due to be heard on
20 November, may well result
in the judges declaring the
June rate settlement to be
illegal.

Such a decision would
probably mean a further full
council meeting to set a new
rate, If so, forces such as
those around the Communist
Party who have spearheaded
the NUT campaign for totally
reactionary reasons, would
hope to pressurise one or two
of the 48 Labour councillors
into joining the five who have
already scabbed and voting
for a Liberal/Tory budget.

The genuine left in the
labour movement must cert-
ainly make every effort to
ensure that the 48 stand firm.

events must be supported and
similar activities need to be
build regionally around the
country.

They can link in with the work
of the National Miners Amnesty
Campaign, to intervene in
regional TUC and Labour Party
conferences.

LONDON MONTH OF ACTION:
MAIN EVENTS.

November 21: Benefit at Isling-
ton Town Hall, with speakers
from Cynon Valley, South
Wales. Bands include The
Mekons, Jumping Jehosophats.
November 23-24: Three work-
shop meetings: 1. Energy —
Coal or Nuclear? 2. The Media:
Channel, Press and Whitewash.
Speakers include Dave Douglass
(NUM Hatfield Main), Marx
Wadsworth (Black broadcast
journalist). 3. Criminalisation:
All *Enemies Within'. Speakers
include Peter Doody (NUM
Fitzwilliam village), John La
Rose (Black Parents Movement)
Gregg Taylor (Welsh Miners’
Barrister), Broadwater Farm
Defence  Committee, plus
screening of two new videos —
‘Warning’ and ‘This is not the
End’.

AVAILABLE FROM SO
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November 25: Rally, Camdes
Town Hall (Judd St entramce) &
7.30 p.m. Speakers mcimie
Chair, John Movie (Secretary
Betteshanger), Billy Ehermg-
ton NUM NEC, Member Dur-
ham Mechanics, Berme Grams
Leader, Haringey Council. Jack
Collins, General Secretary, Keme
NUM, Haine Robe, Natomsl
Rank and File Miners Mowe-
ment (Doncaster), Sian James
WAPC, South Wales.
November 29: Benefit, Brumon
Recreation Centre, Satos
Road, SWO9. froe
SACTU, S. Wales Miners NUM
WPAC. Bands incdlude Afncas
Connection and One Thousand
Mexicans.

Month of Action contacts: 0i-
226 9405. Workplace meetngs
speakers, contact: 01-381 3153
or 01-736 7148. National Miners
Amnesty Campaign, 49 Milner
Square, Islington N1.

Danish
unions
boycott
S.African
trade

TRADE UNIONISTS in Den-
mark started a boycott of all
trade with South Africa from
Monday 18 November.

Jette Kromann, a Danish
socialist, told Socialist Organ-
iser:

“Denmark’s main import
from South Africa is coal for
the power stations, which are
state-owned. The government
‘asked’ the power stations to
stop getting coal from South
they refused.
Then dockers decided that
they themselves would stop
the coal.

There is a group of mili-
tant syndicalists among the
dockers, and they had a long
strike last year over an
attempt by the government
to cut the state benefit they
receive on days when there is
no work in the port.

Now three unions are sup-
porting the boycott: the SiD,
which is the Danish equival-
ent of the TGWU in Britain,
the metalworkers, and the
hotel and restaurant workers.

The wunions have been
denounced by the bosses’
organisations. The action is
not legal according to Danish
law. The bosses are likely to
take the unions to court, and
the unions could be fined
very heavily.

Some companies are also
threatening to shift produc-
tion to other countries
because of the boycott.

The unions involved are
led by Social Democrats, and
the Social Democratic party
is supporting the boycott, but
they are not campaigning
very actively”’.

|

Two pamphiets
available from SO
: “The fight for
= ynion democracy”’

20p & p&p and
“"The Broad Lefts"
35p & p&p. From
214 Sickert Court,
London N1 2SY.
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THE PROBLEMS of Liverpool in
particular and Merseyside in
general did not begin with the
election of a Labour council in
1983.

1 was born in Liverpool in
1923 in the heart of the slums
of that city. During all my life
there I experienced, worked and

lived with and went to school '
in abject poverty and misery. -

Throughout that period, Liver-

pool city council was in the

hands of the Tories, and that
remained the position until the
late post-war period...

I am not talking of a thous-
and years ago or even of the Vic-
torian era. The slums were there
long after the war. I recall the
misery of the courts, with 12
people to a court, with one tap
and one lavatory at the end of
each court for that number of
people.

Slums

After the war, Liverpool had
high hopes for the future as the
slums began to be cleared and
industries came to Liverpool and
Merseyside. A new dawn had
broken, in the view of the people
of the city.

But over the years, running
into the 1970s, we saw the role
played by the Liberal party, with
an era of hung councils, Tory-
Liberal administrations and one
financial cut after another, all
against a backcloth of poverty,
misery, and rising
unemployment.

They too have a clear respon-
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By Eddie Loyden

criminal. The retention in work
of people who are not prepar-
ed to be added to the lengthen-
ing dole queues in Liverpool is
regarded as a criminal act.

sibility for the situation in Mers-

eyside, especially in Liverpool...
Not a single public sector house
was built in the four years when
the Liberal party was in office.
The Liberal council had no
regard for the misery and pover-
ty of the people.

It was rightly kicked out, to
bring in a council that was pre-
pared to do something...

In 1983, the Labour party
came to power, It was prepared
to tackle those problems, many
of them for the first time. Labour
councillors began to tackle the
problems of the housing estates
and high-rise flats.

They began to put parks in
working-class areas where they
were needed and where they
had not been before. They built
sports centres ifi working-class
areas where people had never
seen such centres.

Those acts are now judged

Heavy expenditure is now be-
ginning on our move to new
offices.

We've paid the first
quarter’s rent — we now have
a year rent-free in considera-
tion for the work to be done
on the premises — and the bill
has just come in for clearing

the asbestos. Work is begin-
ning on carpentry and on
rewiring.

We hope to have the work
and move completed by
Christmas. At present we're
constantly bursting the seams

S5

Floor covering 200
£450 Office equipment
520 Installing telephones
30

Rei ation and repair of outbuilding

500

2000

It is a scandal and a
shame that honest and decent
men in Liverpool fighting ag-
ainst the ongoing decline of the
city and trying to push back
the barriers of poverty and
misery are condemned as crimi-
nals by the Government.

Neither can Liverpool be seen
in isolation. The city is a micro-
cosm of what is happening in all
our major cities, especially the
old industrial cities in the north-
ern regions. If no immediate
action is taken, this country will
reap a whirlwind that we have
not seen in this or previous
centuries. .

Recent statements have been
made in the Stonefrost report
and by the Secretary of State.

of our physical resources —
the new place will give us

resources to do our work
properly and scope to
expand.

But we need £15,000. And
for a socialist paper with no
wealthy backers — and indeed
with many of our supporters
unemployed or on very low
wages — that is not easy.

As a solid base for the
fund drive, we’re asking every
organised supporter to give a
week’s wages between now
and Christmas. Student com-
rades are "asked to give a
week’s pgrant, unemployed
comrades to give what they

can — some have given a
week’s dole.
Thanks this week to:

Steve Battlemuch, £75; Linda
Moulsdale, £20; Mike Gray-
son, £20; Les Hearn, £50;

Cheung  Sin  Ming, £50;
Michele Carlisle, £80; Ian
Swindate, £50; and Chris
Bright, £10.

As well as the bigger dona-
tions, scores of fund-raising
activities will be necessary.

East London SO ran a
d jumble sale last Saturday,
making £40. Merseyside SO
are running a sponsored
swim. Nottingham SO, who
already have one of the best
local records of fund-raising,

Usually, the Secretary of State
conducts his dialogue about 240
miles away from Liverpool. He
has never attempted to meet
councillors around the table to
discuss the problems. He has
not attempted to recognise the
enormity and seriousness of the
crisis in the city.

Disregard

No Government have the right
to disregard the plight of a major
city and its population as this
Government are doing. Whatev-
er the council does — if it fiddles
around with its budget and
increases rates by 15 per cent or,
in reality, 24 per cent — com-
merce and industry are threat-
ening that they will fold up their
tents and go if rents rise in
Liverpool.

On numerous occasions they
have said that the margin upon
which they work will become

Why we need | | T-37] (5
£15,000

come in

ran a social last week (money
not in yet) and have a stall
booked at a flea ‘market on
11 December. :

Stoke North SO have
collected numerous individual
donations;  Arthur Bough
reports “We are also holding a
raffle for a bottle of whisky,
and other ideas for fund-rais-
ing include a sponsored darts
match. In addition we hope
to raise considerably more
from donations in the next
week or s0”’.

Thanks to: Arthur Bough,
£10; P Etheridge, £0.75; R.
Windsor, £2; R Minton, £1;
N Dawson, £1; L Wilmot £2;
] Ellis, ‘£5; R Bitznieks, £2;
P Barnett, £0.50; A Bough
sar. £1-

Also to: Colin Waugh, £3.

Two other things for sup-
porters to bear in mind: we
want those in good credit
standing with their banks to
give us loans so that we can
spread the fund-raising out
over a longer period; and a
quick turnround on money
for the two issues of Workers
Liberty the one on South
Africa and ‘Under Whose
Flag’ — will help our finances
considerably.

Send all money to: SO,
214 Sickert Court, London
NI 2S8Y.

intolerable and they will go
away.

Do the Government want to
conduct a vendetta against the
people -« on  Liverpool city
council, the majority of whom
are not members of Militant
Tendency but Labour Party
members? They are youthful
and dynamic and want to tackle
the city’s problems.

Are the Government waiting
for the city to surrender to them
and to the Secretary of State be-
cause they do not like the faces
or the behaviour of some of the
people?

The Secretary of State must
recognise that the problem will
not go away. The crisis will be
there tomorrow and the next day
unless the Government inter-
vene and say that they will have
discussions with the Labour-con-
trolled city council to enable the
city to continue the good work
that it has been doing to ease
tension where tension has been
growing. Tension arises from
the conditions in which peogle
live.

The city has remained the
same throughout two world
wars. It has always had double
the level of national unemploy-
ment. That is the story of Liver-
pool to which the Government
and the Secretary of State must
listen.

No Government can disregard
the need for intervention to put
the city on its feet and enable
the council to do its necessary
job.

Local Group

Central/general £5000 £410.00

Aberdeen £20

Basingstoke £560

Birmingham £100

Canterbury £90

Cardiff £600 £254.00

Colchester £100 £23.80

Coventry £350 £15.00

Durham/North-East £200 £4.00

Glasgow/Edinburgh £560 £49.05

Leeds £60

Manchester £1000 £10.00

Merseyside £500 £100.00

Nottingham £1000 £342.97

Oxford £40

Sheffield £400 £15.00

Southampton £60

Stoke North £200 £25.25

Stoke South £200 £50.00

York/Harrogate £300 £145.00

East London £760 £253.95

North London £1600 £207.05

South London £800 £395.00

West London £500 £180.00

Total £15000 2480.07
(16.5%)

* 1 enclose a donation of £......
* | pledge a weekly contribution of ....... over the next six

months

* | will contribute £..... each month for the next six months

by standing order

R ST N Bank ...c...ouiied
Please make payments to the debit of my account as follows:

Name L R ACCOURE T, 5 v sins
Payee: Socialist Organiser, account no.50424830 at the Co-op
bank, 1 Islington High St, London N1 9TR (08-90-33).

Amount: £........ Payment to be made on ......... 1985, and
thereafter monthly for six months :

* | am prepared to help with fund-raising activities in my
locality. Please put me in touch with the local SO group.

Delete as appropriate and send to: Socialist Organiser, 214

Sickert Court, London N1 2SY.

Target

........................ 2T bra-ch
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Abridged ﬁor;i Eddie Loy-

den's speech in Parliament

on 18 November,

Raised so far
(since 22 June)




