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‘Black youth would have given
their last pound to the NUM.
We’ve got to understand why.’
Marc Wadsworth page 5

‘The liberation of all
people is dependent
upon women and the
working class working
together.’

‘We have the power to impose
sanctions on South Africa’
Mike Terry, Anti Apartheid Movement

&
What Alliances for Women? pages 6 & 7
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" Politics Today
Defend black sections
no expulsions

LABOUR PARTY Black Sections exist, all that is -
being demanded now is that they get official ;
recognition. But one of the main reasons why they
are not getting official recognition is because they:
break up the paternalistic relationship between a
large number of right-wing, white, Labour MPs,
and the black communities which have consistently
voted them into parliament.

Birmingham Sparkbrook constituency, which
returns Roy Hattersley as MP, is a striking case in .~
point. The large Asian population votes Labour in
its majority, and means Sparkbrook is a very safe -
seat for the party’s deputy leader. But when a
local black councillor, Amir Khan, moved to
establish a black section in the constituency the
result has been attempted expulsion. L

What is Hattersley so worried about? Perhaps
he thinks that if Asian people were really -
organised politically in the Labour Party they
might not choose someone with his politics as MP. .

The article on this page looks at some of the
background to the Sparkbrook expulsions.

Withdrawal: the
option they
‘cannot consider

WHEN THE BRITISH establishment wishes
to change its system of alliances, it does so
only reluctantly and only in the light of clear
political evaluation. Even when the need
for change is long overdue, it waits and
chooses its moment carefully.

The inability of Ulster loyalists to adapt to the
pressure of the civil rights movement forced the
British government to send in troops and rule
the Six Counties directly from Westminster..
When pure repression was a proven failure, all
manner of ‘internal settlements’ were tried by
Labour and Conservative administrations. But
having created and armed the Unionist monster,
having approved its racist, supremacist ideology
and guaranteed it a permanent majority through
electoral gerrymander, they could not then wish
it away.

As long as middle class catholics could be
relied upon to limit the aspirations of Northern
nationalists in exchange for minor offices, the
British could afford to scratch their heads in
bewilderment and try to maintain an ‘acceptable
I?‘\::I of violence'. The hunger strike changed all
that. :

In the North, the SDLP was forced to give
ground to radical nationalists and was even en-
dangered by electoral challenge from Sinn Fein.
In the South, the British embassy burned and
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Black self-organisation . ..

A LOCAL PETITION against the expulsion of two
supporters of black sections in the Labour Party has
brought wide support from party activists in the
Sparkbrook constituency of Birmingham.

The executive committee of that constituency are
trying to get rid of two longstanding members,
Councillor Amir Khan and Kevin Scally for ‘bring-

hunger strikers topped the poll in a number of
areas. Free State premier Charles Haughey and
Margaret Thatcher began a discussion which
would begin to shape policy.

The British were offering the Free State
premier the opportunity to claim he was acting
in the national interest. The Free State were of-
fering the British help in maintaining partition by
repression of republicans in the 26 Counties.
The present accord is the result of a protracted
bargaining session in which by economic and
political pressure the Free State has been forced
to drop all pretence of its constitutional claim to
sovereignty over the 32 Counties of Ireland. In
return for a ‘consultative role’ and the promise
of cosmetic reform in the North, Dublin is to
allow partition and the legitimacy of the sec-
tarian Six County state, to be registered inan in-
ternational agreement.

Unlike the pseudo-nationalists who pon-
tificate about ‘unity by consent’, Margaret That-
cher at least is honest. She is a Unionist and a
loyalist to the core but no longer believes thatan
alliance with the Unionists alone will stem the
nationalist tide. The Dublin government is to
have no executive role. Sovereignty. of the
United Kingdom remains undiminished. Any at-
tempt to compromise that stance will be greeted
like the Forum Report in singularly brutal
fashion — Out! Out! Out!

The Dublin government can bask for a while
in the glow of international acclaim, praise has
come from Chancellor Kohl to President Mitter-
rand. In Britain Labour, Liberal and SDP fall
over themselves to congratulate Thatcher. But
when the initial praise fades the accord will not
lead to a solution.

Regardless of the mobilisation of loyalists by
Unionist leaders which may or may not cast a
shadow over the deal in the eyes of the world, it
will not work because Garret FitzGerald and Mrs
Thatcher do not represent the majority of Irish
people. No bludgeoning of loyalists will break up
the reactionary monolith which secures British
interests. No amount of US dollars will succeed
in creating jobs in an economy wrecked by parti-
tion. No wording of legal documents will conceal
the fact that at the end of the day the sec-
tarianism of the Northern state cannot be
reformed away.

Northern nationalists have not struggled
against British imperialism for 16 years to settle

ing the party into disrepute’.

Khan is a city coun-
cillor for the Spark Hill
ward and Scally is a former
branch secretary and elec-
tion agent for the same
ward. Khan’s ‘crime’ is

that he set up a black sec- -

tion in this constituency
whose MP is Roy Hat-
tersley, deputy leader of
the Labour Party and a
virulent opponent of black
sections, especially where
his personal interests are
concerned.

At the inaugural meet-
ing of the Sparkbrook
black section, attended by
over 150 members, Clir
Khan said that black peo-

Amir Khan

ple had failed to get a real
stake in the decision mak-
ing processes of the party

and that this should
change.
Within a few days Hat-

A PIECE

tersley, who is a strong
supporter of all Labour’s
racist  anti-immigration
laws said ‘I am totally and
irrevocably opposed to the
creation of black sections.
They divide the party. I
have spent 21 years in this
constituency arguing that
we are one people and we
should not be divided.’

At a later meeting he
said that in Labour’s ranks
there were those who were
intent on losing the general
election and that they
needed to be confronted.
He called for the ‘boil to
be lanced’. And the EC of
the constituency respond-
ed by the move to expel the
two leading supporters of

the black section move- .

ment.

Hattersley supporters
in Khan’s ward tried to
undermine the support for
black sections by moving a
resolution opposing them.
They were defeated.

Scally’s ‘crime’ is that
he took part in a Channel
Four programme called
The Bandung File which
alleged that an attempt
had been made to enroll a

_large number of voters as

bogus party members. The
Times described the pro-
gramme as a ‘sound ex-
pose of political corrup-
tion’.

It showed that towards
the end of 1983 the local
Labour Party received a
large block of membership

... scares racists

applications. Upon in-
vestigation half of these
proved to be completed on
behalf of people who
didn’t understand what
they meant, who hadn’t
paid their subscriptions or
who lived at non-existent
addresses.

The programme made
a strong case that Asian
voters in Birmingham
Sparkbrook are being ex-
ploited as right wing
Labour voting fodder.
The programme produced
interviews with a number
of local Asians, some
unable to speak English,
who claimed to have been
signed up more or less
without their knowledge.

Scally was branch
secretary at the time and

ol ACIRIO

mainly responsible for
unearthing these malprac-
tices. However when he
took them to the right
wing dominated constituen-
cy GC they didn’t want to
Know. Scally wasn’t sur-
prised since the obvious
aim of the malpractices
was to protect Hattersley
against any threats to his
position. He tried and fail-
ed to have the matters in-
vestigated internally.

His appearance on The
Bandung File with Amir
Khan giving the facts of
the situation has so enrag-
ed the leadership of the
constituency that they are
taking this drastic step of
expulsion. The final deci-
sion is being taken this
week. If expelled they in-

First I worked for the Easlt
I think - perhaps it was the

—or the KGB, as iC is more
commonly known ~ and

Obwvious!

the

tend to appeal to the na-
tional executive and a
campaign for their
resinstatement - will be
launched. The black sec-
tion national committee
and the Labour Commit-
tee on Ireland have already
taken up the issue. Kevin
Scally is on the national
council of the LCI. There
is growing support for
both inside the
Sparkbrook Pakistani and
Irish communities.

® Copies of any motions

passed should be sent to the

the Black Section National.

Committee, and to the
Campaign for Labour Party
Democracy, 10 Park Drive,
London NW1.

® n/8s

Perhaps the

West ~ Anyway 1 was
recruited whilel was
still at Universiy - 1
betieve iL was Cambridge
but it may have been
Moscow - [ can’'t be

defected and redefected and
was cavght and turned
around and | betrayed my
masters until | had a chance
to betray my new masters,
then 1 defected again - r—"

British Labour Parly
is looking for a new
leader -----

concept of loyalty
doesn’'t mean much
to you ----- what will
you do now?

for cosmetic measures which improve Britain's
image at the UN. Only a struggle for a united
Ireland which breaks the British link can find a
democratic solution. Republicans do not pander
to reactionary loyalism by claiming to respect its
‘Unionist ethos’ — instead they hold out a hope
that the protestants of the North might expect
more in the future than the drum-beating terror
of 12 July or rallies outside the Belfast City Hall.
The instability of the 26 County state will not be
ended the day that the Dublin government gives
advice to Westminster on how to run the North.

~ We have no brief and it would not be welcom-
ed to draw up plans or blue prints for a new
Ireland. Our contribution (and it is the biggest
we can make) is to fight unconditionally to
remove the British military and political
presence as soon as possible.

I\ the foreign Office —
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The Miner spectal
issme

@ This page was
compiled from ke
November issue 07 T
Miner, the first in Jwe
months due 10 the "u-
backs forced on :re
NUM as a resuit o7
sequestration and
receivership. Copies =e
available from: The
Editor, The Miner,
NUM, St James House,
Vicar Lane, Sheffield. |

THE NUM IS being attacked on all fronts explains
gemeral secretary PETER HEATHFIELD. The aim is to
pave the way for the privatisation of Britain’s coalfields
— and at the heart of that is promoting Lynk’s
~ breakaway outfit. Defending the unity of the NUM is
not only essential to protecting the job of every miner in
Britain but to the future of the trade union movement as
a whole.

‘Sphttmg the

workforce is at
the heart of the
current struggle’

WHAT IS taking place now is virtually unparalleled
in labour history. For daring to take a stand against
the evil tide of unemployment, the National Union
of Mineworkers is being attacked on all fronts.

Every effort has been made to get our funds
released, yet the courts still turn the knife. At our
pay talks the Board will not even tell us the figure
~ they have in mind. The Plan for Coal is ripped up by
a new Coal Board document which spells out that
two-thirds of pits are at risk if they can’t produce
coal at around £39 a tonne.

Overall, the theme is ed the way for wholesale

to stifle debate.

They fear greatly the
NUM oxygen of publicity
and ideas, and that is
precisely that area in which
they must be tackled. At
the moment the media is
straining every muscle to
manufacture the idea that
a bandwagon is in train.
Nothing could be further
from the truth.

The TUC and Labour

© Foanco By

THE CLOCKS GO BACK IN NOTTINGHAMSHIRE

- 1 {
2T AN

sulting talks.

When the NUM’s
negotiating team reported
the position to the national
executive committee, the
unanimous and angry
-response of the NEC was
that every effort should be
made to expose the Coal
Board tactics to the

NEC anger was further
fuelled by the knowledge
that -the talks with the
Board were held on the
firm understanding that an
offer on national grade
rates would be made.

: The position had been
~spelled out in a letter to the
‘NUM from the Board’s
~head of industrial relations
‘Kevan Hunt. After rejec-
ting wholesale the union’s
claims on working hours,

‘rate - protection,  shift
“allowance, holiday pay
and entitlement, con-

".solidation of incentive
. . payments into grade rates,
.= and payment of wages on a
- salary basis, he wrote:
- - *However, the Board
. ..are minded to make an of-
" .fer to increase national
grade rates and to raise the
-payment for standard per-
formance under the incen-
tive scheme.” But at the
.. meeting on 1 November,
the Board went back on its

membership as a whole."

word and point-blank
refused to offer any in-
crease on national grade
rates.

They would not give
the barest details about
any figure in mind. Only a
reference to a 30p increase
per shift on the incentive
scheme’s standard rate
was made.

NUM negotiators per-
sistently reminded the
Board of the Hunt letter
which clearly stated that
the Board was ‘mindful’
of making an offer. The
Board twisted and turned
to get out of its commit-
ment, coming up with ab-
surd interpretations of the
word ‘mindful’.

It swiftly became ap-
parent that the whole
Board strategy had been to
lure the NUM to the
meeting on false pretences,
ensure that negotiations
quickly broke down and
then give the public the im-

ression that the NUM

ad been responsible. The
aim was transparently ob-
vious in the light of the of-
fer made to the splilters’
organisation: to persuade
miners nationally that the
NUM was unwilling to
negotiate thus acting as a

recruiting sergeant for the
breakaway organisation.
But NUM negotiators
immediately cut through
the Board’s strategy and
insisted on getting in
writing the Board’s ‘sur-
render first, talk later’
position. This information
is now being widely cir-
culated among miners at
every level so that the
Board’s tactics get the
maximum exposure.

Meanwhile a break-
down of the offer accepted
by the splitters reveals
some notable facts. The
overall package is worth
5.9 per cent, but the
average faceworker comes
off worst with 4.9 per cent.

In cash terms it breaks
down as follows: £5.50 on
basic rates and 50p a shift
on standard performance
payments under the incen-
tive scheme. For face-
workers on the Ul grade
(the top underground
grade), the £5.50 is a 3.8
increase in basic rates. —
the lowest since the Ted
Heath days of 1973. The
4.9 per cent is only achiev-
ed when the 50p payments
are taken into account.

Interestingly over 30
per cent of the breakaway
membership — around

00 — voted against ac-
ceptance. Assuming that
the vast majority of Notts
miners remaining in the
NUM (around 7000)
would also have voted

Behind théCoal Board pay strategy

NO DETAILS of any pay offer until the NUM signs
a surrender document accepting MacGregor’s
market mentality. That, in a nutshell, was the Coal
Board’s position in five hours of fruitless and in-

against the offer, a majori-
ty for rejection would pro-
bably have been achieved.
In that case a‘minority has
decided the level of pay in-
crease the majority should
get.

The predictable em-
phasis in the Board’s
thinking was the proposal
to introduce new and addi-
tional schemes at pits and
installations, making them
dependent on yet higher
productivity, profitability
and better attendance. As
thé Coal Board can raise
its productivity demands
any time it wishes, the
thinking here is clear: a
boost in incentive
payments for a short
period, providing pro-
paganda ammunition for
the splitters trying to
poach NUM members.

Similar tactics were us-
ed in the formation of the
Spencer union. Then,
when the workforce was
suitably divided, harsher
and harsher productivity
demands would be in-
troduced using as a stick
the threat of cheap coal
imports from places like
gputh Africa and Colom-

ia.

Maximum profitability
at certain pits would be
achieved, setting the scene
for privatisation if a Con-
servative government were
re-elected for a third term.

exactly in line with our
repeated warnings.
Favourable treatment,
temporarily, awaits a
handful of pits deemed to
be potential big profit

" earners while the rest of

the industry is run down.

Privatisation (assum-
ing another Tory govern-
ment) would then take
place. Or, as Lord
Stockton would perhaps
prefer to describe it, the
last bit of the nation’s
family silver would be sold
off.

The key element to
achieving all this is the
splitting of the workforce
and that, essentially, is the
heart of the current strug-

e.

Where splits ultimately
lead is all too evident
across the Channel. In
Belgium and France the
splitting of the miners pav-

decimation of the coal in-
dustries of those two coun-
tries. The aim is to repeat
that exercise here.

At present our biggest
enemy in the fight against
splitting the union is the
poison that is being
repeated ad nauseum. In-
side this paper (The Miner)
we provide the antidote to
some. of that poison. But
that alone is not enough.
We need to start getting
some positive messages
across.

Crucially the splitters
are not in a strong posi-
tion. Outside Nottingham-
shire they have just two
per cent of the mine-
workers in their ranks.
Equally important, as the
Lynk letter (beilow)
demonstrates, they are
anything but secure in
Notts itself, resorting to
the crudest tactics in trying

Party have made it ab-
solutely clear that a split
would be a disaster,
ultimately causing massive
hardship to a/l miners. The
job in our union is to
educate every miner to the
lessons of history and
show that progress — on
jobs, ° pay, hours,
allowances, etc — is only
forged in unity.

We need to seize the in-
itiative and go on the of-
fensive, explaining in the
breakaway pockets that
splits have never helped
working people, but mere-
ly paved the way for those
whose ultimate intention is
to hammer into the ground
the people who do the
labour. With clear-sighted
and " vigorous arguments
we can rebuild the unity
which is essential to de-
fend every worker.

Splitters demand
loyalty pledge

WITCH-hunts are gathering pace in the Notts coalfield with miners
being threatened for daring to attend NUM meetings. Letters like
the one here are being sent out pressurising men to sign loyalty
pledges to the splitters. Newstead mineworker Harry Walton, who
received the letter published here, said he was ‘absolutely disgusted’
with the situation. In true McCarthy style, paid officials of the
splitters park their cars outside NUM meetings in Notts and then
report those who attend to their Mansfield boss Roy Lynk.

UNION OF MINEWORKERS
NOTTINGHAM AREA

Our Ref: RL:VR

7th November, 1985

Mr. H. Walton

32 Alfreton Road
Sutton in Ashfield
Notts.

Dear Mr. wWalton,

4th November, 1985.

QOctober, 1985.

MINERS’ OFFICES. BERRY HILL LANE, MANSFIELD. NOTTS. NG18 4JU

~.
~
~
.
~

\ .
R. Lynk

Telephone Manshetd 26094/56

A letter from the Newstead Branch, together with a poster, stating that
you attended a N.U.M. Meeting hetd on Sunday, 27th Octobar, 1985, was
placed before the Area Executive Committee at their meeting held on

The Committee agreed that I write to you requesting a written piedge of
your loyalty to the Union of Democratic Mineworkers, as foliowing the
result of the batlot held on 17th/18th October, 1985, the Area Council
confirmed the ballot result as Area Policy at their meeting held on 28th

The Committee also agreed that if a written pledge was not received from
you the matter would again be discussed at their meeting to be held on
wednesday, 20th November, 1985.

e Yours sincerely

=

General Secretary
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News

efending the NUM

THE NATIONAL Union of Mineworkers continues to
face the concerted onslaught of the Tory government,
the National Coal Board and the media hawks. That
attack is coming from all sides, as the material on page
three of this paper shows. But the campaign to defend
the national union goes on. We reprint below a selection

of what’s happening now, ,

... in Derby, Staffs
& Notts

THE WOMEN Against Pit Closures movement has
a vital part to play in the fight to defend the unity of
the NUM. At the ‘Alliance for Socialism’ weekend
on 16-17 November, women from different groups

across the coalfields discussed the problems faced by

the union and how they were tackling them.

Betty Heathfield:

WOMEN in our area have
been campaigning along-

side the Bolsover NUM to

sign up the Bolsover men
to the NUM. In the last
fortnight our women have
been outside the pit, tak-
ing the leaflets to them and
getting the bottom bit
signed, to remind them
that they’re still in the
NUM. ~We’re raising
money for several things,
not just for sacked and
jailed miners but also to
organise ourselves.

We don’t get anything
for nothing now, we have
to pay our way. We try to
raiss money for those
branches that aren’t
recognised by the Coal
Board and have no money.

Even though there was
a majority vote for the
NUM in Bolsover, the
Coal Board doesn’t
recognise them. So they
need money to work as a
branch of the NUM.

Our purposes are. very
clear. This week national
Women  Against Pit
Closures- has issued a
leaflet on where we stand.
Our fight is to keep up the
.strength of the WAPC,
and to raise money par-
ticularly in Derbyshire
where there is a tremen-
dous amount of hardship.

It’s heartbreaking
when you know that there
are women who want to
come to meetings and be
active but who can’t.
They simply don’t have
the bus fare.

Brenda Procter,
Staffs WAPC:

OURS is a very right wing
Labour council in Staf-
fordshire, with seven Tory
councillors who rule the
roost. I’ve been a member
of the Labour Party for.a
number of years. At the
moment we’re putting a
resolution through our
women’s section against
the breakaway which the
women from Notts sent to
us.
Our problem is that we
meet at the Labour Party
" rooms in Stoke, every
Wednesday. Last week
‘they chucked us out. They
said it was because we
aren’t affiliated to the
Labour Party and the
Young Socialists wanted
to meet on Wednesday
nights. But we think we’re
sorting it out.

Pam Oldfield,
Notts WAPC:

I'M in Don Concannon’s
ward. Need I say more?
We took the Notts
resolution to our women’s
section and said we wanted
to put it to the meeting.
The secretary replied: ‘We
don’t deal with things like

this. You’ll have to take it
to your ward. Don’t bring
politics into this women’s
group.’

Of course we were
never organised into the
women’s section. While

-most of us were Labour

Party members, we were
delegated to the GC from
our trade unions. The
women’s section was never
recognised but that is
something that has grown
out of the miners’ strike.
The women have become
more organised in the
women’s section.

The ward meetings
now are like a wedding:
the men on one side, the
women on the other. We
shoved the resolution into;
the next meeting. We got
defeated. But the point is'
that we are making in-
roads. They’re going to get
sick of us sooner than
we’re going to get sick of
them. -

They’ve got two oOp-
tions: they’re going to
have to change and adopt
our ideas, or more pro-
bably go off somewhere

else.

The GC in Mansfield is

" usually split between the

constituencies and the
unions. Even the so-called
right wing unions are quite
progressive within the GC.

At almost every GC

now the UDM recognition .

battle comes up. Accor-
ding to the constitution
they cannot recognise
UDM members. I think
what will happen is that
they will be ignored, but
Concannon is very in-
strumental in this. He is
shown to be with the
UDM.

If we can’t get that
resolution through our
area, there are others that
can. We’re only one small
section of the Labour Par-
ty there are loads of us that
can get it through.

Betty Heathfield:

NATIONALLY the
women’s section of the
Labour Party has ap-
proached the national
Women  Against Pit
Closures to come and have
talks with us, to find out
what they can do to help us
and where we could fit in
with their plans.

That will come up at
the next national meeting.
It would have come up at
the last one but we had to
concentrate on the Notts
leaflet. 1
We hope that all the

women’s groups are going -

to contact every consti-
tuency party, every trades
council and trade union
that supported us¥during
the strike with the national
leaflet Notts
leaflet.

We want to see action
in the next few weeks. The

and the

Labour Party and the
TUC must not be allowed
to recognise the UDM.
This will happen if we
don’t build this sort of
campaign at the local level
in every area.

It’s also a matter of
working with all kinds of
people. If you’re looking
at parliamentary prospects
locally and nationally I
think you’re looking in the
main at the Labour Party
because its the most feasi-
ble alternative to
Tories. ‘

But that’s not to exclude
all those other people who
want to be involved in this
campaign. Don’t forget
Women  Against Pit
Closures is not a political
party, ifs not a trade
union: its a women’s
organisation.

It’'s a campaigning
body that represents
labour oriented politics.
You can’t be against the
Thatcher government and
fighting those politics
without having those sorts
of ideals.
keep our identity
broad appeal.

and

the -

But we must .

... In Lancs

ON 14 NOVEMBER hallots of the NACODS and
NUM membership voted to accept the closure of
Bold colliery. During the strike Bold was the most
militant pit in Lancashire. With its closure the entire
coalfield is now under threat.

The vote of the Bold

NUM members, to accept -

the closure by 277:148,
was a tremendous blow to

By Dick Withecombe

the militants in Lan-
cashire. It comes after a
concerted campaign by the
Coal Board, the media,
and the UDM breakaway
to close the pit.

The NCB offered large
financial inducements and
followed up with planned
sabotage of production at
the pit. The scabs at Bold,
some of whom had already
joined the UDM, organis-
ed a petition, an unofficial
ballot and strike action by
100 miners in favour of the
pit closing. They
were aided and abetted by
the NCB.

The NUM branch com-
mittee responded through
leaflets and won a majority
at a branch meeting for
Arthur Scargill to address
their next branch meeting
due on 24 November. Un-
fortunately, the majority
of the committe buckled
under the pressure. They

gave up the fight and .

organised a ballot before
that branch meeting where
all the arguments could
have been had out openly.

The ballot result was
then a foregone conclu-
sion. The minority at Bold
who argued against this
ballot and for a continuna-
tion of the fight are now
campaigning  for  the
largest number of mili-
tants to take transfers to
other pits and to remain
within the industry. They
have also joined the cam-
paign across the coalfields
against the breakaway.

Only six pits now re-
main in the Lancashire

in the area.

coalfield. Of  these,
Agecroft and Parsonage
have voted to join the
UDM. And there are
rumours of the Parkside
and Sutton Manor going
into review procedure in
the New Year. In par-
ticular the development of
a coal terminal at Liver-
pool docks for the impor-
tation of cheap South
African coal, with a
capacity far higher than
the yearly output of the
coalfield itself, now
threatens the future of the
Lancashire coalfield as a
whole.

The response of the
NUM area leadership
under Sid Vincent has
been a disaster. He sup-
ported calls for a ballot at
Bold on closure rather
than fight for a decision to
be taken at a mass
meeting.

There have been no
mass campaigns such as
those organised in Notts
and South Derbyshire
against the breakaway.
Rather, Vincent has at-
tempted to make deals
with Jim Lord the branch
secretary at Agecroft. Vin-
cent has publicly stated
that the national rules do
not apply in Lancashire,
and has done his best to
keep the national leader-
ship out of the area.

The minority in the
coalfield who supported
the strike and the national
leadership of  Arthur
Scargill ‘still continue to
organise with the Lan-
cashire Miner newspaper
and Women Against Pit
Closures. It is now left to
them to continue the fight
in defence of the NUM
against the breakaway and
the threatened pit closures

... iIn Warwick
DAW MILL pit is the only one in Warwickshire to

have broken from the national union. BARRY
HOBSON, branch committee member of Keresley

wick coalfield.

"Daw Mill has recently
_voted to breakaway from
the NUM. Why do yoa
think that was, and what
does it mean for the rest of
Warwickshire?

Barry: The Daw Mill
leadership are hypocrites.
At the end of the strike a
resolution was passed
unanimously at a War-
wickshire district
delegates’ meeting that no
unit of the NUM_ would
have anything to do with
any breakaway. Believe it
or not, this resolution was
proposed by Daw- Mill
Today they are the only
ople in Warwickshire to
ave broken that decision!

Carol: The Daw Mill vote
was expected. Out of
about 1400 men, they only
had 3-400 on strike. The
Daw Mill men are only in-
terested in one thing: the
bonus.

Barry: This could be seen
clearly when superscab
Dick Emery (leader of the
breakaway at Daw Mill)
announced that industrial
action would never be
taken without a ballot.
The issue was democracy
he said. .

A few weeks after this
statement Daw Mill was on

] strike. Not to defend jobs

NUM, and CAROL HOBSON, national delegate to
WAPC from Keresley Miners’ Wives group, told
BERNIE KAVANAGH what it’s like in the War-

or reinstate the sacked
men, but because the belt
was moving too slow and
their bonus was low!
There was no call for a
ballot when their beloved
bonus was affected.

Dick Emery has built
an anti-Scargill campaign
with the help of the local
media for one purpose: to
make himself general
secretary of a breakaway
union in Warwickshire.

What steps are you taking
to fight the split?

Carol: The wives’ group
still meets. In fact there are
three because we are split
up geographically. But

‘things are more difficult

now because the men are
back at work and some of
us have jobs as well.

We have been cam-

 paigning for the sacked

men and have organised a
social at the end of
November. Notts WAPC
have sent us some model
resolutions which we are
circulating throughout the
local labour movement.

Barry: Daw Mill think they
are going to take over
Warwickshire. But we’ve
got news for them: no
vay! Keresley is, and will
‘main a part of the NUM.
We had nearly 100 per
cent out at the beginning

of the strike, but as the
months went on and the:
NCB threats increased
men started to go back.
Most of these returned i
NCB threats increased,
men started to go back. .
Most .of these returned .
about Xmas, when they
were getting desperate. -
Atter the strike we had on-
ly one scab elected to the. .
branch committee. :

Are there any moves to
breakaway at Keresley?

Barry: We know there are - ﬁ%
a few individuals who have - .
been paid for shifts while - -
they’ve been meeting with."" -
breakaway leaders in
Notts and South Derby.
And there are the same -
rumours here about earn- .- -
ing £34,000 a year. ;
We have pit meetings

every week, where we ex-

plain the need for one na- .

tional union, the NUM.

There is a lot of discus- . -

sion.
Those who support the
breakaway are operating

underground. They are . -
afraid to come out into the

open because their

arguments don’t stand up. .

The campaign against -

the split is underway. Ar-
thur Scargill has been here
twice in the last month.
Leaflets are being produc-
ed and distributed. '

The latest move by the
NCB to settle the pay
claim for Notts and refuse
to do so. for the NUM is
seen as blackmail. It has
made the men of Keresley
more determined than ever
to fight company union-
ism. '
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ON 16-17 NOVEMBER
- Socialist Action hosted a
weekend of debate and
discussion under the rubric
_ of ‘An Alliance for
Socialism’. The conference
- was attended by over 500
people who came to
plenary sessions and
participated in workshops.
.. Last week, in a special
“jssue, we published the key
speeches on the general
- strategic issued raised at
, the conference, in
particular the contributions
~of Tony Benn, Diane
Abbott, Betty Heathfield,
and the African National
ongress. In the pages that
follow we are publishing
some more of the speeches
and discussion that took
place at the event. We are
devoting this space to the
ideas expressed at the
onference because most of
the issues broached are of
keen importance to the
~whole labour movement. A
new phase of development
of the left has been opened
up in the aftermath of the
miners’ strike which
demands new strategic
“debates. The discussions at
the Alliance for Socialism
weekend are reproduced as
a contribution to that
process.

“Black people are
prepared to organise on
a huge scale in support
of the working class”

AN ALLIANCE of the oppressed and the working class
has been forged out of the miners’ strike and the
uprisings of black youth said MARG WADSWORTH,
of the Labour Party Black Section National Committee.
We can learn from the miners and black people in
struggle how to stand up and fight as socialists...and

win,

WHEN we look at the alliances that
have been built up, between black
people, women, lesbian and gay peo-
ple, in other words sections of the op-
pressed that Kinnock and his friends
want to dump overboard in pursuit of
their electoralist road to Number Ten,
we realise that they have been forged
by the fantastic struggle of the Na-
tional Union of Mineworkers, and by
the struggle of black youth through-
out Britain. I think it’s very important
that the left should examine and try to
understand what is happening.
When we look at the emergence of
struggle in the inner cities and how
black youth have stood up and
fought, we know something impor-
tant about the way that the political
system in this country has alienated a
section of the population. We can see

how that section has moved onto the .

streets and fought against state op-
pression manifested through the cons-
tant harassment from the police and
the dole queue.

During the miners’ strike, a black
youth in Hackney told me that he
would willingly give his last pound to
the National Union of Mineworkers,
although he said there was no way he
would spend it trying to get into the
Labour Party. We have to understand
why. We have to consider the party’s
record on race.

Every time the Labour Party has
been in government recently it’s sold
out black people. When we were in
power in 1968 a racist immigration
law was passed. The Tories passed
another in ’71 but the following
Labour government did not repeal it,
despite making a manifesto pledge to
do so. We also know that the Labour
Party drafted much of what is in the
new Nationality Act. The record is
appalling.

We need to demonstrate to black
youth that this movement is relevant
to their concerns, their aspirations
and their demands. [ hope that we’re
learning that particular lesson and
also that we’re learning how the con-
stitution of the Labour Party is used
against us.

We have heard the general
secretary of the party and Kinnock’s
other cohorts say that Nottingham
constituencies should relax the con-
stitution so that no one is expelled
because they are members of that scab
grouping, the UDM. I won’t call it a
union because it’s not. We know that
constitutionally you can’t be a
member ofé e party without being a
member of a'TUC-affiliated union.

Yet we have a situation in
Lewisham East where Russeil Profitt
stood firm on the principle of black

- representation coming before any in-

dividual’s parliamentary career and
where two black section delegates
were involved in his selection. There
we discovered something very dif-
ferent. The bootboys from Walworth
Road came jn and decided that the
selection meeting was not official and
could not be recognised. There is no
relaxing of the constitution there.

There is one law for black sections
and another for black legs. And we
must oppose that.

In understanding the opposition
which is raised against us, we must
also understand the range of facilities
available to our opponents. I want to
talk about the media for a moment,
about the way that the news media
covered the uprisings and the miners’
struggle. We all know about the
coverage of Orgreave — cameras were
behind police lines. We all know about
the way the struggle of youth in Hand-
sworth was branded inter-racial strife.

The black section leadership went
to Handsworth during that struggle
and made quite clear that we stand
united as Afro-Caribbean and Asian
in this movement, What happened in

black sections is very important.
We’ve seen the galvanising of two
parts of the oppressed black peoples
in this country, the coming together
of the Afro-Caribbean and Asian.

Hattersley has said that what’s go-
ing on in his constituency of
Sparkbrook is extremist infiltration
of the Labour Party. Work that one
out if you can! He also says that you
can’t define ‘black’. The immigration
services have no problem defining
black. The social security snoopers
looking for so-called scroungers have
no problem defining black. The racist
‘boys in blue’ have no problem defin-
ing black. So turn again Roy, turn
again.

Our opponents on the right have
attempted to shift attention away
from black youth by focussing the
political debate on law and order.
Will Bernie Grant condemn youth
violence? But not will Margaret That-
cher condemn state violence against
the working class? This is what the
Tories stand for.

It is absolutely vital that we don’t
buckle under the sort of pressures that
will be mounted against us as we begin
to unify. What is happening in the
black communities, not just in Britain
but also in Azania, is truly and hugely
significant for the whole of the work-
ing class world-wide. That’s why in
the black sections we are concerned to
build the international links to bring
together the black family.

We’ve got to support the demands

b T

of people in struggle. We’ve got to
support the demands of the oppress-
¢d. To those in the Labour Party who

- say we can’t have black sections, well

I’ve got something to tell them: black
people in the party have voted with
their feet — 35 black sections in two
years. We’ve got black sections. What
we’re actually asking for is recogni-
tion. You’re not going to give us black
sections because we’ve already got
them. And we’re not coming to beg or
crawl for the right to self-organise,
because that is absolute and non-
negotiable.

¢We need to learn from
the executive of the NUM.
They said to us: we’ll
support you. You didn’t
try to tell us how to run
our strike and we won’t tell
you how to wage your
struggle for black sections
in the Labour Partv.)

I want to look at the role played by
unions to date. The black community
is watching and watching very care-
fully. They’re watching our actions in
the party and our actions in the trade
unions. They see the way that the de-
mand for black sections has been
crushed for two years running at
Labour Party conference by the bloc
vote wheeled out against us. Where
were the organised contingents of
white trade unionists on the Black
People’s March for Justice? Where
were trade unionists on the recent
Anti-Apartheid march?

We have to understand that the
labour movement is not going to be
taken seriously until we’re prepared
to go out and prove that we are part of
the wider struggle. That’s what an
‘Alliance for Socialism’ means for
me.

We need to learn from the ex-
ecutive of the NUM. They said to us:
‘We’ll support you. You didn’t try to
tell us how to run our strike and we
won’t tell you how to wage your
struggle for black sections in the
Labour Party’. I wish a few more
unions would learn from that prin-
cipled position. .

It is a position forged out of an

¢ What is happening in the
black communities, not
just in Britain but also in
Azania, is truly and hugely
significant for the whole of
the working class
world-wide. 9

understanding, a deep understanding,
of exactly what we’re engaged in and
how we should relate to the demands
of oppressed sections of our move-
ment. It is -an understanding of
precisely where we should be moving
when we talk about an alliance that is
true and right.

I’d like to say that the miners have
taught us something. They have
taught us a lot about how black peo-
ple are prepared to organise and raise
money on a huge scale in support of
working class struggle. It showed us
that the potential for black people be-
ing the sharpest point of resistance in
this country is huge.

We really need to build on that
comrades. United and fighting
together we can win. We must learn
from the miners and black people in
struggle to stand up and fight as
socialists.
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What alliances
for women?

\
B
IN MY contribution I want to take on
the whole argument of class versus
gender, because it is a central argu-
ment in the Labour Party. And I
think it is a central argument both bet-
ween women, and between men and
women, on the left. In my view this
has to be taken on or women are not
going to be able to sort out where we
go from here.

[ am particularly moved to do so
because, just before the Labour Party
conference this year, [ went to address
the Campaign group of MPs. And it
turned out to be quite an unpleasant
experience. I had gone there to ask
them to support WAC’s demand that,
between now and the end of the selec-

¢Women have to come up
front far more with our
demands because we’ve
been pushed onto the
defensive, into the
background, by our own
refusal to say that our
demands are truly
revolutionary and truly
socialist. 9

tion process, CLPs should draw up
women-only shortlists. We asked for
this because the number of women be-
ing selected for parliamentary seats is
so pathetically low that there is a very
strong possibility that we may end up
with fewer women in the next parlia-
ment than we have in this one.

When I said this I came up against
a wall of resistance and hostility,
which was led by the Militant MPs
and the Militant representative of the
YS, who accused WAC, and me in
particular, of not being socialists, of
not having ‘socialist” objectives as our
key demands. At one stage one very
prominent member of the Campaign
group very woundingly said to me:
“The trouble with you is that you are
just a radical feminist!” And of course
I said: ‘no, I’m a socialist as well.

I went away worrying terribly
about why I had felt the need to say
that. This argument is now not only
occurring between Militant and other
sections of the left, but in other
groups, like the SWP, who seem to
see women’s demands as diversionary
and indeed reactionary.

I want to say here that I am going
to come out today and admit to being
a radical feminist. And I’'m going to
go further and say that I don’t
describe myself as a socialist feminist
or a revolutionary feminist, because 1
believe that by doing so I imply that

This vertical division on which op-
pression by gender is based is similar
to another division, that is the divi-
sion of oppression suffered by black
people. This is the main thing that
unites the struggle of women and
blacks: that their oppression is a ver-
tical question and not simply based on
class. It curves through the classes.

The first women’s liberation
movement was triggered into life by
the campaign against slavery. The one
single event which set moving the first
women’s liberation movement, which
led to the 1848 Seneca Falls conven-
tion, the first one of the women’s
movement, took place in London in
1840. This was the World Anti-
Slavery convention. Two American
women attended the conference,
Cady Stanton and Susan Anthony,
who had been fighting slavery in
America and receiving much abuse
and contempt for doing so because
they were women. )

When they arrived at the London
convention they were barred from
entering by English Liberal men. I’ll
just quote from their own history of
what happened: ‘The Rev J Burnett
made a most touching appeal to the
American ladies to conform to
English prejudices and customs so far
as to withdraw their credentials, as it
never did occur to the British Foreign
Anti-Slavery Society that they were
inviting ladies. It is better, said he,
that this convention should be
dissolved at this moment than that
this motion to invite women should be
adopted.” The women refused, but
were nonetheless excluded and forced
to sit in the gallery where they were
fenced off behind a bar and a curtain.

Their supporters, the men on the
conference floor who had moved they
should be included, said that the
‘ladies had graciously accepted’ being
placed behind this curtain. So they
were as angry with their ‘supporters’
as they were with anyone else. The
very Liberals who were recognising
the oppression of black slaves were
refusing to recognise the oppression
and exclusion of women.

It is this recognition of these ver-
tical divisions that can bring both
blacks and women into conflict with
those whose sole concern is the
horizontal divisions into class.

The reason I address all this is not
because I think that the horizontal
divisions in our society along lines of
class are not important. I think they
are absolutely fundamental, and it is
impossible for the women’s liberation
movement to work from anywhere
except within the framework of class
as well. But ways have to be found in
which that vertical division and

¢l am going to come out today and admit to being a
radical feminist. And I’m going to go further and say
that I don’t describe myself as a socialist feminist or a

revolutionary feminist because I believe that by doing so

I imply that there is something that is not socialist or

’ revolutionary about radical feminism.?

there is something that is not socialist
or revolutionary about radical
feminism. I believe radical feminism
is both. And I think that it is about
time that women said so. It’s about
time that we confronted men in the
movement with that truth.

If we look at the divisions in socie-
.ty we can see why we are facing this
problem as feminists. For most men
on the left, and some women, the
most important division is the
horizontal one, the class division. But
what we are confronting as women is
a division which is actually vertical,
which runs through classes.

horizontal division can be brought
alongside each other to fight against
the oppression of all.

It seems to me that the only way
they can be brought into line is for the
class struggle to be ied by women, and
by black women, because then we will
have jelled together those forces and
we will have a truly revolutionary
force. But until we do that women
aren’t going to be able to move for-
ward. .

I’m saying all this because of the
argument inside the Labour Party,
because of the defensiveness that
women feel about being feminist and

Ann Pettifor -

about being radical feminist. We are
embarrassed by supporting women as
women. We are constantly thrown
back by the men onto the issue of
class. .

I am very, very active in the
Labour Party, so active that I rarely
see anything beyond it. And right now
the Labour Party has a big marketing

: ¢So much of male
revolutionary theory makes
it seem as though we are
only around for some great
climax in the future which
I won’t necessarily be
around to be part of.?

effort on. Like many other sections of
the left they are suddenly becoming
aware of the question of style, of how
to project themselves in a more popu-
lar way. We were all circulated with a
glossy leaflet in our wards and
women’s sections recently advertising
Labour Party products. Included
amongst them were bread-boards and
tea-trays all of which had nostalgic
pictures of Labour women in 1914 —
pictures of women making bread,
making tea, women in the home.

There-is nothing at all surprising

- about this. This is what the Labour

Party understands about the role of
women. This is as much as political

RADICAL FEMINISM is both socialist and
revolutionary argued ANN PETTIFOR, Labour
Women’s Action Committee national organiser, at a
workshop debate on what alliances for women. JUDE
WOODWARD, also a member of the WAC executive,
countered that socialists don’t deserve the name unless

be around to be part of. It is a
cataclysmic event sometime in the
future, which will be the result of the
tremendous inspiration of our heroes.
But it is not something that I can be
part of on an everyday basis. Radical
feminism is far more optimistic than
that, far more hopeful. It says that it
is possible to change things in the here
and now, and that women are doing
that right now.

That is.an approach that I can
relate to as a person in a way that I
can’t to other revolutionary theory. I
think that the optimism and
hopefulness of radical feminism is
needed if we are to energise the work-
ing class to struggle effectively.

Women have-to come out much
more assertively and forcefully about
who they are and what they are doing,
and not ‘be intimidated by male
theories that place us way behind in
the struggle and make us marginal.
We are not marginal. We are central.
And they need us. It’s about time that
we asserted that and stopped being
defensive.

I am fighting for the complete
economic independence of women. 1
am not a woman who thinks our pro-
blems can be solved by a bit of legisla-
tion changing work patterns in the
home, by persuasion, or through
argument. For me the only changes
that ever happen that are really
worthwhile for women are those
which arise from increasing their

—

¢We were all circulated with a glossy leaflet in our wards

“and women’s sections recently advertising Labour Party
products. Included amongst them were bread-boards and
tea-trays all of which had nostalgic pictures of Labour
women in 1914 — pictures of women making bread,
making tea, women in the home. There is nothing
surprising about this. This is what the Labour Party
understands about the role of women. 9

statement about the Labour Party’s
understanding of the role of women
as any academic tome could tell you
about the Labour Party’s view of
women at the moment. For me it is a
great sadness. [t shows how little we
women have gained and achieved as
feminists in the party. By 1985 we
have to say we have failed dismally to
transform and alter that political view
in the Labour Party, more than 150
years after the Seneca Falls conven-
tion.

Women have to come up front far
more with our demands, because
we’ve been pushed onto the defen-
sive, into the background, by our own
refusal to say that our demands are
truly revolutionary and truly socialist.
In order to unite the working class it is
going to be necessary for women to
lead the struggle of the working class.
Only then will the vertical and
horizontal divisions be overcome to
make the struggle against any of them
effective.

We must also assert what it is that
women are saying about political
change, about revolutionary change.
I want to say that I am a radical
feminist for one other reason,
because radical feminism is truly
revolutionary in its practice. It is a
revolution that is taking place now.
I’m in the® business of changing
myself, my life and the lives of other
women. Radical feminism enables me
to see the possibility of doing that in
the here and now, in a way that a lot
of other revolutionary theory can’t
do.

So much of male revolutionary
theory makes it seem as though we are
only around for some great climax in
the future which I won’t necessarily

economic independence and ending
their dependence on men as such.
What worries me is that the Labour
Party and the left don’t really see that
as an objective, as a demand of cen-
tral importance. 1 think that is_in-
credibly revolutionary. We are asking
for both things simultaneously.

I call this radical feminism. I see
no reason to be apologetic about it. It
is not separate from what socialists
are about, it is absolutely the most
revolutionary demand that can be
raised. We have to use many of the
categories and theories that have been
previously developed by socialists,
but we have to go beyond them to
define new objectives, new strategies
because women have been ignored for
so long.

I reject the idea that this has got
anything to do with liberal feminism.
That is always the charge that is made
by men in the movement to make
women feel guilty. That is what the
TUC and the Labour Party said in
1901 when they rejected the demand
for women’s suffrage, saying it was a

¢The way I see it, the
liberation of all people is
dependent upon those two
forces — women and the
working class — working
together and not against
eachother.?

middle class demand. It made those
women feel bad as well, because there
was no doubt that middle class
women were going to be enfranchised
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if the demand for votes for women
was met. o

But we are not going to fall back.
Actress Joan Collins might well
benefit from our campaign. Yes, what
we are doing about asserting women’s
rights, and about tighting for women,
is benefitting people like Joan Collins
who get big parts on our televisions
screens every week as strong, assertive
women who own oil companies. But
that doesn't stop me from saying that
our prime demand is to get economic
independence for women, that this is
a very revolutionary demand and men-
have got to understand this.

The only way we are goingto over-
come the prejudice that exists against
women is by getting together —
women standing together, experienc-
ing collective action together, talking
about -it, organising together. That’s.
the only power we have. It’s the only
power the working class ever had.

The way [ see it, the liberation of
all people is dependent upon those
two forces — women and the working
class — working together and not
against each other. 1 suppose that
what I am saying is that so much of
what the labour movement does for
the working class is done on the backs
of half the working class. And we are
not going to move forward until they
get off our backs.




not going to start by respondmg
what Ann has said, because there is
ch of it that I agree with.

want to try to get across
ething of the enormity of what we
ealing with when we say we take
e whole question of how to fight
pen’s oppression, and in what cir-
nstances it can be abolished. At
plenary session, one of the
akers made an important point.
:-asked ‘what is socialism?’ and

nalisation of the monopolies, or
Just:  the extension of political
mocracy, or greater equality. These
a means to an end. The end, the
d, is the liberation of the whole of
anity.

It -is impossible to talk about
igocialism coming into existence as
ng as one woman is oppressed
use of her sex, one person
minated against because of their
¢ or colour, one nation is oppress- -
by another. If we are talking about
eating a society where not one
an is oppressed because of her
er — and I am not interested in
ting a goal of anything less — then
yoit have to grasp the enormity of the
struggle we are engaged in.
Moreover, women’s oppression
s been around for a very, very long
me. A lot of people who describe
hemselves as Marxists think that the
Marxist’ view is that women’s op-
yession is something to do with
apitalism as such. All you have to do
- get rid of capitalism and women’s
‘oppression will somehow ‘naturally’
disappear as a result. This is not what
Marx or Engels thought. In his book
“The Origin of the Family, Private
Property and the State — a book that
s much maligned from virtually, all
ints of view — Engels described the
pressxon of women as the flrst step
ut of ‘primitive communism’ into
lass society. He described the crea-
ion of a society in which women were
oppressed as the result of the first
“¢lass struggle. Or to put it another
"way, the first step out of primitive
‘communism into ‘civilisation’ was
“achieved on the backs of women, by

wage a serious fight for women’s liberation. There
¢lear agreement on some fundamentals. Women’s
ation has to be central to the concerns of the labour
veinent, and if women don’t wage that fight then
ody-else will do it for them. Women have come a
~way — but they have even further to go.

- the ruling class that oppresses us, but

within the confines of the family it is
truly men who are the problem! And
that’s Marxist orthodoxy!

Anyone who does not place the
question of fighting women’s oppres-
sion centrally does not deserve the
name socialist. The old slogan ‘no
socialism without. women’s libera-
tion’ is true in a very basic way.

It is not just a problem of
capitalism. Women were oppressed

on to explain that is is not the na-

It is impossible to talk
about socialism coming
into existence as long as
one woman is oppressed

because of her sex.?

long before capitalism came into ex-
istence. The struggle we are engaged
in is nowhere near its conclusion, and
it will not be ended by the overthrow
of capitalism. In many respects we
will only then start getting down to
the reat job.

However, all that said; getting rid
of capitalism will do women a great
deal of good. We have an absolute in-
terest in it.

This is clear even from those
societies that have taken the first steps
out of capitalism into a new kind of
society. Let me take one example:
China. The most dramatic blow that
has ever been struck against women’s
oppression in that country was
achieved in one fell-swoop when
Mao’s government, after 1949, pro-
hibited the binding of women’s feet.
A barbaric practice which more than
anything symbolised the position of
women in society, the aim of foot-
binding was to prevent women from
even being able to walk.

A similar statement could be made
about Russia. While women in the
USSR today are still grotesquely op-
pressed, and very little has been
achieved on the road to women’s
liberation, certain things which we are
still fighting for in the ‘democratic’
west were won at a stroke in 1917:
abortion rights, complete freedom of

€It is not just a problem
oppressed long before capitalism came into existence.
The struggle we are engaged in is nowhere near its
conclusion, and it will not be ended by the overthrow of
.. capitalism. In many respects we will only then start
getting down to the real job.?

of capitalism. Women were

what Engels described as ‘the world

historic defeat of the female sex’.
<. In other words, the oppression of
~women was the first real oppression
~'to come into existence in the world.
* And unfortunately I have every con-
-fidence in saying that it will be the last
0 disappear.
It will disappear long after nation
has ceased to oppress nation. And
while the particular brutality of the
oppressxon of black people is horrify-
ﬁg, and also involves a historic strug-
-to eliminate, I think sexism will
veh outlast that. The oppressicn of
“women is so built into the detail of
our personal lives, sc fundamentally
pased within the famll\ structure as
““such, that it will require, literaliy.
““generations to have been brought u:p
in a different way to wipe it out.

I’ll just throw in another point
that Engels makes which many of our
so-called Marxists seem to overlook
because it touches a raw nerve. He
says that within the family the
analogy is that the man stands in the
‘position of the bourgeois and the
woman the proletarian. It is not just

divorce, and so on. Indeed, the first
woman in the world to hold govern-
mental office (apart from a small
number of queens) was Alexandra
Kollontai in the Soviet Union after
October 1917.

There is one little fact which, as a
member and enthusiastic supporter of
WAC, I rather take note of. In Cuba,
China, the USSR, all the Eastern
European countries, North Korea,
Vietnam, Nicaragua, Yugoslavia, —
every country that has had an anti-
capitalist revolution — even in the
worst of them there are more women
in the central legislative bodies than in
any country in the world. And I mean
in any other country. The Soviet
Union is the best, with nearly 40 per
cent women. The 3.5 per cent or so of
women in Parliament here makes
rather sad reading compared to this.
It’s not that these are our models, but
it is important to note the facts.

The trutl is that the greatest con-
tributions that have been made to
really changing the position of women
in society, have been made in the
course of movements, struggles and

Jude Woodward

revolutions which described
themselves. as socialist, Marxist, or
working ‘class. As socialists we
shouldn’t feel ashamed of saying that.

There has always been more than
one tradition among the people who
call themselves Marxists. And it is ab-
solutely true ‘thai not only has the
record of the British labour move-
ment as a whole on the question of
women been absolutely diabolical,
but the record of many of the people
who describe themselves as Marxists
if anything has been worse.

The Social Democratic Federation
claimed to be the first Marxist
organisation in Britain — although
Engels would have nothing to do with
it, and before he died Marx had
broken off all relations with Hynd-
man, its founder. The SDF was in-
strumental in persuading the early
Labour Party and the TUC to oppose
votes for women. Not only did the
SDF take horrendous positions on
women, but also on many other issues
like Ireland. It even argued for British
imperialism to build more and bigger

~ battleships, to better fight wars and

naintain its colonies.

There’s a tradition of that type of
economist, reductionist ‘Marxism’ in
Britain, a tradition which I think is

capable of leading the struggle for the
liberation of humanity, of which the
first condition is to get rid of
capitalism, that cannot possibly be
achieved by the working class on its
own. The working class has to unite
with itself in this struggle women,
black people, Irish people, all those
engaged in struggles for liberation
and against exploitation interna-
tionally — indeed everyone who has
an interest, from whatever point of
view, in getting rid of this rotting
system that we live under.

If the organised labour move-
ment, wants to unite with women in
such a struggle, it can only be done on
the basis of supporting the demands
of women, and genuinely fighting for
the interests of women.

The fact that this is so little
understood in the labour movement
— even to the extent that it appears
impossible to persuade CLPs to select
women as parliamentary candidates
— simply tells us that the British
labour movement is an extremely long
way away from seriously taking on
not just the struggle for women’s
liberation, but the struggle against its
own exploitation as a class as well.
Until women no longer get the kind of
treatment in the labour movement

€The truth is that the greatest contributions that have
been made to really changing the position of women in
society have been made in the course of movements,
struggles and revolutions which described themselves as
socialist. As socialists we shouldn’t feel ashamed of

saying that.9

better described as ‘imperialist
economism’. It goes up to the present
day. We have the modern equivalent
of the SDF in the Militant and similar
currents. They don’t deserve the
name Marxism, however stridently
they may claim it, because they’ve got
nothing to do with Marxism.

But there was always a different
trend too. And it’s rather interesting
that women have always played an
important role in this tradition. For
example, Marx’s -own daughter,
Eleanor, wrote some of the first ex-
plicitly socnahst pamphlets in Britain
on women’s oppression. She also
played a very important role in the
labour movement, and was involved
in building an alternative organisa-
tion to the SDF.

Or there is Sylvia Pankhurst, who
emerged throught the suffragette
movement, and who broke with her
mother and sister because of her work
among the working class women of
the East End of London and because
she took a stand on the question of
Ireland. She went on to fight against
British chauvinism in World War 1
and took part in the steps towards

founding the British Communist Par-

¢ The oppression of women
was the first real
oppression to come into
existence in the world.
Unfortunately I have every
confidence in saying that it
will be the last to
disappear.?

v — which was very different in its
carly vears to what it is todayv.

It is to that kind of tradition tha:
we have to look to in rebuilding z
socialist tradition in the labour move-
ment and in the Labour Party 1oday
It was a socialist tradition w=zic~
understood that while the workinz
class is the only force in oGt

that Ann has described so graphically,
then unfortunately the labour move-

. ment hasn’t even begun to grasp what

it is up against, and what alliances it is

going to have to construct, especially’

with women, in order to begin such a
struggle.

I agree with Ann. I am not in-
terested in that version of self-
proclaimed Marxist theory which puts
everything off until some cataclysmic
event in the future — which isn’t on
the immediate agenda anyway — and
claims nothing can be achieved bet-
ween now and then. ‘Impossibilism’
wasn’t invented by Neil Kinnock, he
just takes it a step further. The NUM
is accused of it, and so is Liverpool
council because they struggle for jobs
and services. But women have been
told for ages that the only thing that
can be fought for now is jobs and
higher wages. Anything else we de-
mand is ‘impossible’ until after that
cataclysmic event in the future. The
argument always takes the same
form: wait until we’ve nationalised
the top monopolies, until this or until
that.

That argument doesn’t stand up
because many things have already
been achieved: the vote, some abor-
tion rights, more women are in paid
work than ever before, and so on.

If we have to wait for socialism
until we can get even a few more
women in positions of real leadership
in the labour movement, then
understanding how we got the vote is
a mystery. But, that is why I am not
pessimistic. People s ideas do change,
particularly in the course of struegle

We’ve had a rather graphic exam-
ple of that recently during the miners’
strike. A few wears zzc ir’hur
Scargill was de’end :
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the role that women played, he con-
siders the demand for women MPs to
be quite justified, and indeed nobody
‘is more fitted’ to lead the labour
movement than women. And he
keeps very quiet about pin-ups, I’'m
sure he’s changed his mind on that
too.

¢If the organised labour
movement wants to unite
with women it can only be
done on the basis of
_supporting the demands of
women. That means in the
here and now, and not just
in some distant future. 9

But he didn’t change his mind all
by himself. Women forced him to.
And many other people s minds were
changed too, not just in the mining
communities. The Greenham women
made an enormous impact as well. I
think we are making progress. It is
slow, and we have a long way to go.
But we can’t afford to give up,
precisely because we are socialists and
feminists. Puttmg our demands as
women up front is vital from both
points of view.

I also agree with Ann that as an
off-shoot of our struggle, as a sort of
fringe benefit, women like Joan Col-
lins or indeed Margaret Thatcher may
gain. I don’t believe Margaret That-
cher got there on her own, as she likes
to claim. She got to be prime minister
on the backs of all the predominantly
working class women who have wag-
ed a struggle for their rights, their in-
dependence, their freedom in the
past. Without the suffragettes,
without the struggles for equal pay,
without the women’s liberation move-
ment of the last two decades, there
would be no Mrs Thatcher at Number
Ten.

In the end we have to rely
on the women who have
most to gain and least to

lose — working class

women. For them the

interests of their class and

their interests as women
coincide. 9 .

But that won’t make us stop
fighting. We are not fighting for
women like that — who make gains
from our struggles, but use those
gains to push the majority of women
down. What we are fighting for is the
real economic independence of all
women, not a privileged few — and to
achieve that, in the end Joan Collins
will have to give up her oil company.

So, to end on Ann’s points about
radical feminism — and this is where
the crunch comes, although I don’t
think for a minute Ann would
disagree. When it comes to it, which
will be more important to a Joan Col-
lins: the fact that she is a woman, or
the fact that she owns an oil com-
pany? Which is more important to
Margaret Thatcher?

In the end we have to rels on thz
women who have most to gain and
least to lose — working class womsz.
For them the interesis of their ;lass
and their interests as w
Women like Mar
our hvpothesizal -

passes that fact then i d
finally disagree.
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“Stand by the people of
South Africa”

THE FORCE OF the liberation struggle in South Africa,
backed up by the solidarity movement abroad, has
compelled even the Thatcher government to take
measures against the apartheid regime argued MIKE
TERRY of the Anti Apartheid Movement. We have the
power, through direct action, to isolate Botha. The trade
unions and the Labour Party have a special

responsibility.

THERE is an unprecedented depth to
the crisis of the apartheid regime in
South Africa and its allies, seen most
significantly in the South African
decision to maintain their
moratorium on the repayment of
overseas debts. The South African
regime is in debt to the tune of $24bn
of outstanding loans, $10bn of which
were due for repayment this year. The

.regime can’t see its way out of the
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crisis, and its traditional friends in the
financial community are very reluc-
tant to bail it out.

That crisis is behind the initiatives
which have been taken from within
the white population and behind the divisions
which are emerging. The Botha
regime itself is in a state of confusion,
internally and externally.

Twenty months ago the regime
was talking peace and signing ac-
cords, yet it escalates its war of attri-
tion and destabilisation against
neighbouring states. One minute it
takes measures to make it easier for its
allies to support it; the next it does
things which pose problems even for
its closest backer, the United States.

The most important thing to
recognise is that this has come about
primarily because of the struggles of
the oppressed people of South Africa
and Namibia. Too much analysis in
the media sees change in terms.of the
white community and white politics.
These perceptions which are essential-

ly racist, have to be challenged con-
stantly if we are to develop the kind of
solidarity that can stand-by the people
of South Africa.

The depth of the crisis is reflected
in the level of struggle which
sometimes even sympathetic people
underestimate. The mere fact that
there are 100,000 South African
soldiers now occupying Namibia
means one soldier for every five
adults.

There is this other factor at work
and that’s the desire by the ruling
circles of western countries to try to
offset public opinion by seeming to
distance themselves from the regime.
But there are others who believe their
interests are best served by giving

implemented. They include: the ban
on computer .sales to the military
police; a ban on the import of Kruger-
rands to this country; a ban on trade
promotion to South Africa; and an
effective oil embargo.

Thatcher described these as a
‘tiny-weeny shift in policy’. Kruger-
rand sales alone earn South Africa
$140bn. That may be a little bit for
Mrs Thatcher but it’s a lot of money
to the South African regime.

We’ve seen the Thatcher govern-
ment, the most pro-South Africa
government, being forced to imple-
ment measures which a Labour
government has consistently refused
to take. This is an indication that the
solidarity movement internationally is
a much more powerful force today
than it was ever before.

We have to create a situation in
which this government can no longer
assume itself to act as the number one
protector of South Africa. This
challenge has been most meaningfully
expressed in the words of Oliver Tam-
bo, president of the ANC, given to
the Labour Party conference and the
2 November demonstration organised

¢When we campaign for sanctions for the isolation. of
South Africa we understand that we are complementing
the liberation struggle there, not substituting

for it.9

more explicit backing to that system.

That’s what Thatcher has chosen to
do. Wherever there’s a prospect of
taking the meekest measures to isolate
South Africa, Britain’s role has been
to block them, as at the UN recently.

However, at the conference of
Commonwealth nations, Britain was
obliged to take measures, measures
which to the shame of previous
Labour administrations were never

Sy

by the Anti Apartheid Movement:
‘people sanctions’. People have the
power and the capacity to isolate
South Africa if the Tory government
isn’t prepared to do so.

This means that when the workers
at the BTR factory in South Africa
are on strike, and scab labour is
brought in, that the trade union
movement in this country should take
action at BTR and at Dunlop its sub-

OR SOCIALISM

sidiary, to make it more difficult for
that company to pursue its policies in
South Africa.

Whether you’re involved in the
student movement, in the black com-
munity, or in the trade union move-
ment, wherever you look you can see
struggles in South Africa which can
be reinforced by action here.

Take the current trial of UDF
leaders. There’s scarcely a section of

" our community which can’t be touch-

ed in some way to express its solidari-
ty with those intrepid leaders on trial
for high treason. There is a doctor on
trial, lawyers, trade union leaders,
leaders of the Indian and Asian com-
munity on trial. i

When we campaign for sanctions,
for the isolation of South Africa, we
understand that we are complemen-
ting the liberation struggle there, not
somehow substituting for that strug-
gle. It’s clear that some of the
elements who are currently talking
about the need for sanctions are try-
ing to protect western interests in
order to control change. We have to
be wary when they talk about the need
for limited sanctions or selective sanc-
tions. Ultimately we must have total
universal sanctions so that all forms
of collaboration between this country
and the international community are
denied to the regime.

We welcome the action taken at
Southampton docks when dockers
along with other unions tracked down
military equipment which was being
exported to South Africa, blocked it
on the quayside and stopped it being
loaded. We welcome the action by
Swansea dockers who stopped coal
from South Africa being unloaded.
The labour movement has a particular

few days Sainsbury’s announced that -

it had instructed its buyers to look for
alternative sources.

At the end of October, students
took Barclay’s advertising at its word

and visited their Barclay’s manager. .

They made 350 Barclay’s branches

across the country inoperative for -

¢We are now at the point °

where the Anti Apartheid -

Movement can agree a
programme to take the
whole movement onto a

new level. We’ve seen .
unprecedented levels of
action in the past 12
months. 9

much of one day. The Barclay’s cam- o

paign should be stepped up.
We’re now at the point where the
Anti Apartheid Movement can agree

a programme to take the whole move-

ment onto a new level. We’ve seen un-
precedented levels of action in the
past 12 months. That momentum
must be maintained.

This means many more activists
working in our local groups, building
our work in the trade union and
labour movement, ensuring that the
Labour Party and other political par-
ties take seriously their policies on
South Africa. In particular we are
planning a trade union conference to
put a resolution to the TUC that it’s
now up to the trade union movement
itself to isolate South Africa, and to
follow that conference with a week of

‘Ultimately we must have total universal sanctions so
that all forms of collaboration between this country or
the international commumity and this regime are

denied. ?

role to play.

Those who talk about municipal
socialism have a special responsibili-
ty. There has to be a campaign to
disinvest from those companies who
operate investments and services in
South Africa. The same is true of the
boycott campaign. We saw the first
real breakthrough this year, when
after 25 years the Coop suddenly got
its act together and stopped purchas-
ing South African goods. Within a
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Jeremy Corbyn

THE BRITISH labour movement is
very good at talking about liberation
jn South Africa, Central and Latin
- America and it’s right that it should
be. But the nearer to home you get the
greater is the“confusion. Comrades
“:‘who are good on international issues
in general suddenly have a total block
about Northern Ireland.

Yet if you talk about international
‘matters with French, Italian, African
“or any other socialists they ask why
can’t the Labour Party come out
- - clearly in support of withdrawal from
Northern Ireland? Why are you let-
ting it become your Algeria?-

The record of the Labour Party on
Ireland over the past 30 years has been
* quite appalling. Labour opposed par-
tition in the ’20s. Official Labour
- Party policy in the *20s and ’30s was
unconditional Irish reunification.
There then came a long period of
silence. In 1969 Labour sent British

- UNFREES

‘If my main interest were
preserving Sinn Fein’ said left
winger Clare Short, ‘I would be
against the Accord. As it is
however, my main interest is in
getting the reunification of

- Ireland and this is the first step.’

Labour figures who are trying to
be ‘constructive’ toward the

is not simply that the real intent
of the Accord is a stepped up
offensive against Sinn Fein, that
offensive would be against the
nationalist people as a whole.
It is not simply that when the
" British rulers concede a voice to
constitutional nationalists in the
running of the Six Counties they
mean to exclude Sinn Fein; they
-mean to disenfranchise those
nationalists in the North who
have suffered most from the

itzGerald and Thatcher cook the books against Irish independence

‘But Clare and many other leading

Anglo Irish process are wrong. It

British occupation and have been

)

‘“The London-Dublin
talks aim to marginalise
the nationalist
community of the North”

THE LONDON-DUBLIN talks are a sham, argues
‘Campaign Group of MPs member JEREMY CORBYN.
The British labour movement must reject them and
continue pressing the case for withdrawal of British
troops. The consequences for the nationalists in the
lorth are too terrible to do otherwise.

L4

troops into the north. Most shameful
of all, there was the period of the
bipartisan policy when the most ap-
palling things happened.

Just think about some of the terri-

. ble consequences for the people of
Northern Ireland of the presence of
British troops: Diplock courts, no-
jury trials, single judges appointed by
the Lord Chancellor trying people on
the evidence of paid witnesses. If you
want to understand it, just go for a
day to the Crumlin Road prison.

It is bizarre to see a filthy old court
house surrounded by armed guards,
high barbed wire, floodlights, and
goodness knows what else. A group
of young men in the dock are herded
together and chatting amongst them-
selves, opposite an empty jury box
and in front of them a judge mumbl-
ing to himself. Way way back, in a
really dim and dark area, the public
are allowed in. There is such a thick,

Accord

most effective at organising

against it. By excluding Sinn Fein
elected representatives, the British

rulers in collaboration with the
Dublin government aim to take

away the only effective voice that

the nationalist community of the
North has ever had.

Tribune, New Statesman and

Labour Weekly have all welcomed

the Accord. Labour’s

spokesperson Peter Archer in one

move throws aside all the
supposed gains of the discussion

in the Labour Party forced by the

hunger strike campaign and

reverted to slavish support for the
Tories and bipartisanship. Alone
in opposition stands the campaign

group of MPs.
Their joint rally with the

Labour Committee on Ireland to

oppose the Accord marks a

——refusal to be carried along with

the ideX that the Unionist
opposition to the Accord must

mean that somehow it is working

Campaign group opposes

high partition between them and the
court it’s impossible to see or hear
what’s going on.

Tony Benn and I visited this
monument to British justice recently.
There were no seats left in the public
gallery so they put us in the jury box.
The young men in the dock said
they’d be quite happy on this occasion

-to elect for trial by jury. Even if you
think you understand the position in

Ireland, it is important to see that, the
other side of things: the prison system
in the North, strip searching and the
treatment of women prisoners.
Remember about a year ago there
was an enormous fuss because the
Mail on Sunday thought they’d got an

exclusive on me bringing Irish na- .

tionalists round parliament? They
even drew a map of parliament to
show the route I'd taken with these
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in Northern Ireland. Riot shields were
first used in Northern Ireland. Water
cannon are available in Northern
Ireland. Tele-surveillance systems in
helicopters were first in operation in
Northern Ireland. Continuous film-
ing of street areas is in operation in
Northern Ireland. Much high-
technology surveillance is going on
throughout West Belfast, Derry and
many other parts of Northern
Ireland.

Exactly those same methods are
now in use in Liverpool, in Birm-
ingham, in Brixton, in Tottenham
and other areas. Indeed Sir Kenneth
Newman has a long record of work in
Northern Ireland. His methods are
now being used in London. Look at
the experience of Broadwater Farm.
Look at the experience of the miners’
strike.

¢1If you talk about international matters with French,

Italian, African or any other socialists they ask why can’t.

the Labour Party come out clearly in support of
withdrawal from Northern Ireland? Why are you letting

it become your Algeria??

people. They later had to admit that
they’d come to the House of Com-
mons as normal visitors.

What none of the papers were
prepared to report was that Linda
Quigley had come to parliament for a
half hour meeting to give me some
first-hand information about strip-
searches in Armagh prison. None of
them were prepared to report the con-
sequences of the British presence in
Northern Ireland. It suited them to ig-
nore that.

The British presence in Northern
Ireland is obviously very expensive to
the British- government. But police
justify it as a training ground for
police methods in this country. Just
look back over the past 15 years at
what has happened in Northern
Ireland. Three or four years later the
same police methods are being used in
England, Wales and Scotland.

CS gas was first used in Northern
Ireland. Plastic bullets were first used

in the direction of a united

_ Ireland.

It is right that Sinn Fein be
given a Labour platform to
present the nationalist case
against the Accord. But it must
not stop there. We must begin to
campaign to break Labour’s
support for the deal.

The voice of Nobel Peace
Prize winner Sean MacBride has
been heard on many occasions
internationally — supporting the
Dunnes anti-apartheid strikers;
arguing in defence of Ireland’s
neutrality and for nuclear
disarmament; campaigning for
the US Senate to reject the
proposed extradition treaty with
Britain.. That he should be
welcomed by British Labour and
given the opportunity to explain
his opposition to the Accord gives
added weight and prestige to the
campaign start made by the LCIL.
As on so many other occassions
they will have to begin by
swimming against the tide.

As far as the current ‘accords’ go,
the essential points are first that the
government of the Irish Republic has
now recognised, for the first time
ever, the existence of the Six Coun-
ties. They have recognised the border
and have got themselves involved in
what is called ‘the security situation’.
It will be the Garda that will be used
against people in the North, or at least

_on the border.

The London-Dublin talks are
essentially a campaign to marginalise,
remove, destroy, the nationalist com-
munity in the North. It is an attempt
by the British government to create a
debate between themselves and what
they call the ‘responsible represen-
tatives’ of the nationalist population
through the Social Democratic
Labour Party (SDLP). The purpose
of the British government is to get the
Irish government to recognise the
border, to get their participation in
the governing of the North.
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Organised by ¢4
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I’ve often turned over in my mind

the reasons why the British govern-
ment actually wants to remain in Nor-
thern Ireland. It costs a great deal of
money. There’s no political mileage
for them, no parliamentary seats that
could be gained to assist a Tory
government in a tight political situa-
tion in Britain. .

You have to fall back on three
things. One is the stubborness of the
British establishment in wanting to re-
main the Union of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland. Second are the
possibilities of using Northern Ireland
as a police and army training ground
in an urban environment. Third is the
international role of Ireland.

I’ll repeat what Tony Benn has
said about American involvement in
the accords. American involvement in
the discussions about the British
presence in Northern Ireland is key. I
believe one of the reasons is that the
possibility of NATO bases or US
bases in Northern Ireland is a strong
consideration.

I would like to know exactly what
the American involvement was in the
discussions which went on between
Thatcher and FitzGerald. Is there
now some tacit agreement that US
ships, troops, planes can use facilities
in the Republic of Ireland? I believe
that the Americans want that very
strongly. The last thing they want is a

united, independent, non-aligned ~
Ireland on the borders of Western
Europe. o

The British labour movement
must reject this ‘settlement’ entirely.
It doesn’t bring Irish reunification
any nearer. In fact it canonises the
border more strongly. It has to be op-
posed for that reason alone.

We have to return to the fun-
damental case for the withdrawal of
British troops and the reunification of
Ireland. We have gained a lot of sup-
port for that position in the Labour
Party and the labour movement in
-general over the last three years. That
must be improved on.

ecember 7.30pm
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Cometo Greenham
4-15 December

THE MOOD at the recent CND conference was that
the grass roots membership want to get more involv-
ed in direct action. They want to campaign around
getting out of NATO, because they are beginning to
understand that you can’t possibly get rid of the
weapons and get rid of the bases, and remain in that
alliance. For example, the way that that conference
responded to Paul Johns (the new chairperson)
when he held a piece of barbed wire in his hand and
said that he was in police custody the previous Sun-
day, having cut the fence at Molesworth. There was

a moment there of surprise and then everyone was
on their feet. Every single person responded

favourably to that.

Time and time again
throughout the weekend
people were looking for
ways to bring the cam-
paign out, to make it more
active. But the impression
from CND conference was
that they’d not voted to
that effect. The way that
the business was done
made it harder for votes to
reflect the feeling of the
conference.

I think that for a hell of
a long while at the head of
the campaign there has
been a lack of direction
and a lack of real commit-
ment to get involved in
direct action. On 14
December at Greenham

there are going to be a lot
of people who take direct
action again, challenging
the authorities and- being
prepared to face arrest.
But the leadership of CND
are not prepared to lead
this. They would rather
put it off, put it off, and
put it off.

By taking this tack,
they are taking a lifeline
away from the movement.
Saying that they support
people when they don’t
because they are not
prepared to stand with
them — that is the position
the leadership is in. It’s
divorced from the cam-
paign.

Another demonstra-
tion has been called at
Greenham to show that
the long-awaited apathy
hasn’t set in. It comes as a
call from the women’s
peace conference that was
held in Manchester where
over 700 women attended.
We want to have a very
large gathering to restate
our position: to give
women the ability to come
and demonstrate in large
numbers, to have the
security of working with
other women and taking
their first steps that will
probably get them active.
That feeling is very strong.

On Sunday, a whole
range of topics will be
discussed at the various
gates. At the yellow gate is
violence against women:
and battered wives, and
women in prison and
women in third world
countries being tortured
and being raped. At the
green gate. they are going
to be dealing with issues of
the South Pacific, British
testing and dumping and
exploitation that causes
the suffering the Pacific
people have to deal with.
The blue gate will deal

New tactics in El Salvador

DESPITE TREMENDOUS

repression, the

economic situation in El Salvador is pushing the ur-
ban masses onto the streets. That is how MANUEL,
representative in Europe of the FDR, explained the
situation today when he spoke at the Central

American workshop of the ‘Alliance for Socialism’,

weekend conference hosted by Socialist Action
recently. Now is the time, he said, to step up support
for the struggle throughout Central America.

THE Americans are using
the massive military in-
frastructure that they have
built up in Honduras to at-
tack both Nicaragua and
the people of El Salvador.
They’ve built a radar sta-
tion which can monitor the
whole of Central America.
They’ve got a permanent
naval patrol with boats
and aircraft carriers in the
coastal areas between
Nicaragua and El
Salvador.

More than this they are
elaborating a  multi-
facetted strategy which in-
cludes economic, political,
military and psychological
features. They pour in
$2m a day to keep the El
Salvador economy going.

We have had to res-
pond to their stepped-up
intervention by making
certain  tactical
justments. We have aban-
doned big concentrations
of forces. Instead, we
organise small highly
mobile groups of five or
six fighters. So you won’t
see spectacular operations
of the FMLN with govern-
ment losses of 4-500 men
at a time. You’ll see more
extensive operations of
smaller units which lead to
as many losses inflicted on
the enemy as before but
not just in one or two
places. The government is
}osing 25 soldiers to one of
ours

mass

read- |

response with involvement
in the mass mobilisation is
what will develop the
FMLN from just being a
front into becoming a real
united party. In that way
we can respond better to
the intervention of US im-
perialism.

The key task for
solidarity activists is not
just around El Salvador
but around the interven-
tion of American im-
perialism in  Central
America as a whole. The
situation is becoming more
complicated. The
Americans have stepped
up support for the contras
in Nicaragua but up to
now have not been able to
win a strategic victory over
the Sandinista government
there. It’s important for
the solidarity movement to
study in more detail the US
military strategy.

The US government
learned to a certain extent
the lessons of Vietnam:
that it’s not just what hap-
pens on the ground but
public opinion in the USA
and Western Europe. At
the moment Reagan has
been able to bring about a
consensus among all the
forces and institutions of
Congress around his policy
in Central America. We
know they’re prioritising a
military strategy because

they’re  boycotting in-
itiatives which can bring
about political solutions.

Another important
task for the solidarity
movement is to unmask
the false view that Duarte
is extremely democratic
because he was elected,

~while Daniel Ortega (who

was elected more
democratically) is un-
democratic. This defini-

tion of democracy boils
down to whether you agree
with the Americans or not.

"The continuing viola-
tion of human rights in El
Salvador must be de-
nounced. Just recently the
children of the secretary of
the communications union
in San Salvador were kid-
napped and tortured.
There was a tremendous
response by the workers to
this repression by the
regime.

The US government
wants to win backing for
its policies in El Salvador
by cleaning up its reputa-
tion. It is putting it to the
UN to have El Salvador
taken out of the category
of nations who violate
human rights.

The people of America
and Europe have con-
tributed money to our
struggle and we need that
to continue. We need
money to support our
radio stations and for
medical aid. We’ve had in-
ternationalists come into
our liberated zones to con-
tribute their medical skills,
to look after our wounded
— that’s important. But
everyone can contribute
money to sustain all our
needs.

By Helen John

with the issue of the food
mountains and how it’s
linked into the arms issue.

A lot of women com-
ing down there will be
prepared to break the new
trespass laws. They were
designed to put people off
— but they’ve had exactly
the opposite effect.

About 600 people have
been arrested so far. Since
the law has been changed
there have been hundreds
of people who have got
themselves arrested be-
cause they don’t intend to
allow these laws to remain
unchallenged.

There aren’t any
specific action calls for
that weekend. A lot of
women have moved in
very different directions,
since the first blockade.

There are large groups
of women who have never
done anything of that
nature before, I think.
They will gain a hell of a
lot of encouragement by
the fact that there will be
so many women there who
are confident and not

_frightened. You can learn

very quickly in that situa-
tion.
On that first blockade
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— this is the second one
that is on 12-13 December
— there were 2500 women
who took part. The ma-
jority of those women had
never taken any form of
action like that in their
lives before. They were
confronted, and very
brutally confronted, by

the Thames Valley police.
It didn’t put those women
off at all.

I can remember seeing
women picked up and
thrown head-first into
bushes. Instead of rushing
away from the scene, they
got up, went back and sat
down and blockaded the

base. ) B
The anniversary itself -
is a Thursday. The 12
December is the date of the
announcement that cruise

would - be sited at
Greenham: There will be a
whole range of indepen-~ -
dent actions up and down
the country. Co

Getting back to CND; .
I think their role has got to .
be to use such actions to
educate people that the
weapons are here and
they are increasing them
all the time.

This opportunity -
should be taken around
Greenham in December,
and again around the
February actions.  at -
Molesworth. Flack Jacket
Day, 6 February, is the an-
niversary of Heseltine’s
announcement that the-
troops would clear peace
campers from the site.

The site has been
cleared many times since,
and many times they have ~
returned. We need people
too at Molesworth who are
prepared to come and go
the whole-hog. ,

We are approaching
1986, which 1is Interna-
tional Peace Year. We’ve
seen the nuclear missiles in
Belgium, the decision in
Holland: everything is ac--;
celerating. We’ve got to
have a campaign in Britain
with a bit more get-up-
and-go than it’s had in the
last few years.
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. Silentnight bed factory in

4 On 30 November there
will be a solidarity march

A Victory Park,

@l [ ancashire. Donations

- For five months, 500
workers from the

Lancashire have been on
strike. Their dispute,
which has official backing
Jfrom the furniture union
FTAT, began on 10 June
when management
announced 52 redun-
dancies. The strikers, who
have all been sacked, are
campaigning for funds
and for transport and
shop workers to boycott
_Silentnight products.

« With Christmas ap-
proaching an appeal has

l been made for food and
toys for strikers families.

and rally at 10.30am in
Barnoldswick, Colne,

should be sent to FTAT,
< Cravendale 92 branch

¥ strike fund, 10 Rainhill

Crescent, Barnoldswick,
Colne, Lancashire.

Central America Labour Group
Founding Conference

Saturday 14 December, 10-S5pm
i County Hall, Londoa SE1

me Juaumaa W rkag Group. The conference is
- ives of ail Labour Party bodies
s mawxdeai party members.

® Zrcmowes avd registration: c/o Jan Royal, 2 Queen
2 -ws s Gare, London SWIA 9AA (phone: 01-222 1719).

‘IN NICARAGUA, the
sole experience of trade
union freedom has been
since the revolution in
1979°, explained Irene
Zuniga, of the Nicara-
guan white collar union
UNE at last Saturday’s
200-strong Nicaragua
Solidarity Campaign
(NSC) trade union con-
ference in Sheffield.
Irene Zuniga addressed
the conference delegates
explaining the Sandinista
government’s trade union
policy. Before the revolu-
tion, under the Somoza
dictatorship, only seven
per cent of workers were
organised by trade unions,
troops were used against
strikes and workers leaders
were imprisoned, she ex-

, establish-
ed the day after Somoza’s
overthrow. Today, it
organises the majority of
Nicaraguan trade union-
ists.

Luciano Torres, speak-

ing at conference on
behalf of the CST, ex-
plained that the contras
main target is to destroy
production, to hit the
Nicaraguan economy and
impoverish its people. The
aim of the working class
had to be to defend and
develop that production.
The conference linked
itself to that struggle by
taking on organising for
the ‘Nicaragua must sur-
vive’ appeal in the trade
union movement here.
One of the effects of
the recently declared state
of emergency has been to
encourage more workers
to join the defence and
Red Cross squads which
guard the factories and
communities against con-

‘tra attack. The state of

emergency has been
welcomed by all  the
Nicaragusa trade smisms.

except the CUS.

The CUS s the
Nicarsguan sffiliate of the
International Confedera-

tion of Free Trade Unions
(ICFTU), which also in-
cludes the US AFL-CIO
and the British TUC. It

Trade unionists defend Nicaragua

has just 3000 hlembers. It .

is affiliated to the
Nicaraguan Democratic

Co-ordination (CDN), the -

main right-wing opposi-
tion to the Sandinistas,
which also includes the
main employers federa-
tion, COSEP.

The TUC International
Committee currently con-
-siders this scab rump to be
the genuine voice of
Nicaraguan trade union-
ism. One of the tasks of
the solidarity movement in
the next year must to be
correct this. As Luciano
Torres put it, the CST has
good links with individual
unions, like the NUM,
NALGO, NUPE, ‘the
problem is at the top’.

At the CST’s fourth

held in
Sepiember, there was a
wemon om the British
mimers” strike and a photo
exhibition of that struggle.

h is vital for all trade
smions to develop direct
bilateral links with the
CST, to send delegations
to Nicaragua, so they can
report the truth about the
state of the movement

there. ~

TUC policy, passed at
the ’85 congress, was to
send a fact finding delega-
tion within six months.
Three months have now
gone by and there is not s
whisper of this taking
place.

Representatives at the
conference from NALGO .
and ACTT expressed their
frustration with this and

determination to fight to. :

ensure that this delegation
takes place. rade

unionists in the NSC will

be making this a priority in

the coming months. .
The conference mark-

ed a significant step for- .

ward in building serious .
solidarity with Nicaragua -

in the British trade union
movement. Many unions
were represented, among
them telecom engineers,
local authority amd civil
service unions, railworkers -
and a from
many other industries.

@ Further details on NSC
trade union work from:
Lilian Grewar, NSC, 20-21
Compror Terrace. Low
don N1.
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Teachers in the frontline

. "SIRKEITH JOSEPH, Secretary of State for Educa-
tion will have completed his moves to reshape the
unions’ side of the Burnham Committee which
negotiates teachers’ pay on 2 December. That will be
the day on which he removes the representation of
the National Association of Teachers in Further and
Higher Education (NATFHE) from the committee

altogether.

Joseph has this power
under the  Teachers’
Remuneration Act which
governs the terms for
negotiating teachers’ pay.
No previous Secretary of
. State has ever changed the

composition of the union
side in the middle of a pay
dispute but Joseph is eager
to do so in the hope that
the removal of the Na-
tional Union of Teachers
-overall majority will result
in a speedy settlement. His
" hopes aren’t entirely un-
founded.

The leadership of the
National Association of
Schoolmasters/Union of
Women Teachers has
been prepared to side with
anti-trade union, no-strike
organisations like the Pro-
fessional Association of
Teachers to reduce the
NUT’s influence.

The rank and file of
both the NUT and the

By Bernard Regan,
NUT NEC in personal
capacity

NAS/UWT however, are
making increasing
demands upon the leader-
ships of both the two TUC
affiliated unions to cut
their verbal skirmishing
and get down to building
united action.

The leadership of the
NAS/AUT has declared
its intention to reach an
‘interim- settlement’ pro-
viding the employers up
their offer of 6.9 per cent
to the equivalent of 8 per
cent over the whole year.
They say they will put this
offer to a ballot of their
members. On its approval
they will immediately sub-

London teachers
strike against racism

- ON FRIDAY, 22
November, 2000
teachers from all over
London took a half-
day unofficial strike
to express their
solidarity with nine

- teachers and two other

. trade unionists, who
were arrested on a
picket protesting
against - the ineffec-
tiveness of the ILEA
in dealing with a grow- -

ing number of vicious .

racist attacks.  at
Daneford School in
Tower Hamlets.

The call for strike ac-
tion came from the East
London Teachers
Association and was
subsequently supported
by the Inner London
Teachers Association.

The strike was signifi-
cant in that it is the first
time that teachers have
taken this kind of action
against racism in
schools. And this was
despite the fact that the
national union had
issued a veiled warning
against taking action on
that day. Over 60 schools
were involved in the

strike and about one in

seven union members.

While racism is
nothing new in Tower
Hamlets’ schools, the
number of attacks on
Bangladeshi pupils has
increased since the sum-
mer. These attacks have
been taking place both
inside and outside
schools, particularly
when pupils are on their
way home.

The policies of the
ILEA are quite inade-
quate to deal with the
problems black pupils
are having to face.
Teachers have to be .
clearly identified with
supporting the self-
organisation -of black
school students in our
schools. They should -
enter into discussions
with the black communi-
ty on the demands they
wish to place on the IL-
EA for an education ser-
vice which reflects the
needs of black pupils.

By Carole Regan

The striking teachers
echoed many of these
demands in the rally held
on Friday morning in the

~ Holloway Odeon, when

they were addressed by
speakers such as Kumar
Murshid, of Bangladeshi
Educational Needs in

Youth Action Day School
South Africa and Black Struggles

' Saturday, 14 December, 11am, St James Road,
Marsh, Huddersfield, West Yorks

Details from: G. Hellawell, 4 Catherine Road,
- Huddersfield, West Yorks
(phone: Huddersfield 34467).

mit a claim for 3S per cent
for next year’s claim which
is due for settlement on 1
April 1986.

This would be viewed
by the overwhelming ma-
jority of teachers as a
sell-out since it would call
a halt in what has become
the largest pay dispute
ever. It would derail the
campaign and inevitably
lead to a deal next year in
which the Tory govern-
ment would be successful
in imposing a dramatic
change in teachers’ work-
ing practices.

The NAS/UWT
leaders however, have said
that they are prepared to
sell conditions for a deal
on pay. Meanwhile the
government’s attacks on
education continue.
Chancellor Nigel Lawson
declared his intention to
cut education spending by
five per cent in real terms
next year and the Queen’s
Speech included a pro-
posal to bring in legislation
to impose tighter manage-
ment control of teachers
by ‘assessment’.

This fight is about pay,
but it’s also about the

Tower Hamlets; Michael
Vance, Broadwater
Farm Defence Cam-
paign; Daneford pupils
and teacher; and Monica
Brady, Secretary East
London NUT.

What all the speakers

" emphasised was that this

should be seen as the first
step in the massive cam-
paign that needs to be
launched in our schools
against all forms of
racism.

whole future of education.
As the Socialist Teachers
Alliance, the biggest left
current in the NUT has
been arguing, the crucial
task is to create a fighting
unity between the
NAS/UWT and the NUT
at every level. At the mo-
ment that means directing
the respective leaderships
away from a membership
battle and into concen-
trating on the pay fight.
The real way forward
has been shown by
teachers in Inner London
and Glasgow who are try-
ing to spread this further
to encompass the fight of
the teachers in the Educa-
tional Institute of
Scotland. On 5 December

1 will be sharing a platform

with Labour MP Denis
Canavan and EIS General

Secretary John Pollock at
the mass rally in Glasgow
on the day of the all-
Scotland strike.
Meanwhile inside the
NUT evidence of the
growing influence of the
STA was shown when
Carole Regan came third
out of five candidates for
the union’s presidency.
She lost by only 1,000
votes to a Communist Par-
ty supported Broad

‘Alliance candidate and

about 3,000 votes behind
the victorious right
winger.  Although the
NUT is not the NUM the
lessons of the miners’
strike still have an impact.
It’s commonplace to hear
so-called moderate

teachers saying that things
will never be the same
again.

The lessons of the miners’ strike are having an impact

amongst teachers where things will never be the same

again

Gains for WAC at
Wales women’s conference

THE WALES Labour
Women’s Conference,
which took place earlier
this month, saw a
breadth of discussion
that we have not ex-
perienced before. But
women are going to
have to work hard to
ensure that the resolu-
tions passed by con-
ference are really car-
ried out.

The Tory attacks, and
their impact on women,
were reflected in a number
of resolutions at this year’s
conference. The defense
and development of cer-
vical screening, childcare
‘provision, social security
and the health service were
overwhelmingly endorsed.
Though it was left to
NUPE women to urge
campaigning now rather
than waiting for a Labour
government.

The Women’s Action
Committee saw an in-
crease in support with a
resolution calling for a
woman on every shortlist
carried for the first time. A
resolution on national
elections to the Labour
Women’s Committee was
defeated, but by a smali
margin. As this was the
first time conference had
debated this complex issue

we can afford to be op-
timistic about next year.
Although still in a
minority WAC increased
its support on the Wales
women’s committee, and
for the first time a WAC

By Maggie Simpson,
Pleisnewydd women’s
section

supporter was elected to
the National Labour
Women’s Committee.

WAC supporters were
to the fore in moving many
campaigning resolutions
to conference, particularly
around involving Labour
women in actively building
support for the struggle of
women in the mining com-
munities.

An emergency resolu-
tion was adopted calling
on the Wales women’s
organisation to col-
laborate with Women
Against Pit Closures in
organising a tour of
women from Notts and
Leics to campaign against
the UDM,

Carrying out suct

_resolutions 1s vital if we are

to secure worhen from the
mining communities to the
Wales Labour Party. For
despite the emergence of
WAPC in Wales few of its

. activists were to be seen at

this women’s conference.
Anti-imperialism was

also on the agenda, with a
resolution calling for com-
pulsory sanctions against
South Africa and in sup-
port for the ANC passing
unanimously.

The Armagh strip sear-
ches were taken up, in-
cluding the organisation of
a delegation. However the
movers — and many
women agreed with them
— accepted an amend-
ment raising the question
of ‘civil liberties in Great
Britain (especially Nor-
thern Ireland)’ and posing
the issue of Armagh sear-
ches in the context of the
Police and  Criminal
Evidence Bill.

This weakened the mo-
tion, but hopefully women
will go on the delegation
and find out that the pro-
blems of women in Ireland
is not the passing of a new
law in Britain, but years of
colonial rule leading to an
army of occupation and a
negation of civil, political
and legal rights.

WAC supporters in the
Wales women’s organisa-
tions are still a minority,
although gaining  in
significance. Carrying out
these resolutions, and by
doing so continuing to
build up the women’s

secitons, will lay the basis
for a campaigning wom-
en’s organisation in the
Wales Labour Party.

Other Books

Books for Giving

A picture book, a diary,
novels and books of
political discussion —
great presents for
friends or for yourself.
Order now and avoid
the Christmas post
logjam.

More Valuable Than Gold

A collection of poems, essays and drawings by
children throughout the course of the miners’
strike. Proceeds go to Women Against Pit
Closures, £1.50 + 22p post

1986 Big Red Diary, Nicaragua

The subject of this year’s diary is Nicaragua and
Central America through posters, poems, songs
and graffiti. Chronicled here is the resistance of
a region in the face of imperialist pressure.
Edited by the Nicaragua Solidarity Campaign.
128 pages, illustrated throughout, £3.50 + 22p
post

Here We Go: Women’s Memories of the 1984-85
Miners’ Strike

Compiled and edited by Chris Salt and Jim
Layzell, published by the Political Committee of
the London Co-op. Photographs and text.
Proceeds to Women Against Pit Closures. 87
pages, £3.50 + 50p post

Ireland After Britain

Contains contributions from Tony Benn MP,
Gerry Adams, Muriel Sadlear and others. Brings
the voice of the Irish Republican, feminist and
labour movement to Britain and the labour
movement. Provides a unique opportunity to
assess developments in Ireland.

Edited by Martin Collins, published by Pluto
Press. 173 pages, £3.95 + 25p post

Nicaragua: The Sandinista People’s Revolution
Speeches by Sandinista leaders. This new
collection contains more than 40 speeches by
leaders of the Nicaraguan revolution.
Published by Pathfinder, 400 pages,

£6.95 + 98p post

Organise ... or Starve

By Ken Luckhardt and Brenda Wall. The history
of the South African Congress of trade unions.
Written in 1980 to mark its first 25 years, it tells
the story of SACTU in the context of the general
history of the South African working class and
trade union movement, from the first nation-
wide organisation of black workers in 1919 and
the bitter struggles of the African mineworkers
union during WWII, through to the
unprecedented industrial strikes and the
momentous uprisings of the seventies.

Lawrence & Wishart, 520 pages, £3.50 + £1.33
post

The Ragged Trousered Philanthropists :
By Robert Tressell. Shocked by the conditions of
Edwardian England where his fellow workers

and himself laboured for ‘six & half’ per hour,
this story remains one of the classics on working
class life. Lawrence and Wishart, hardcover, 634
pages, £4.95 + £1 post

Last Cage Down '

By Harold Heslop. Centred on a study of th
1920s conflict between an ambitious, traditional
miners leader and an energetic young rank and
file communist miner, Last Cage Down tells the
tale of a bitter industrial dispute in the Durham
coalfield. Lawrence and Wishart, 361 pages,
£4.50 + 69p post

Cwmardy

By Lewis Jones. The story of a typical South
Wales mining community in the Rhondda Valley
from the beginning of the century to the eve of
WWILI. First of 2 volumes with We Live.
Lawrence and Wishart, each volume £2.95 +
69p post

Make cheques or postal orders payable to IMRS. Orders
with payment should be sent to: Other Books, PO Box
50, London N1 2XP. If the total value of books being
ordered is over £10 then simply add 15% for post and
packing.




JOHN HARRIS

iverpool

AGAIN!

LAST TUESDAY Liverpool city council approved a
three-page resolution on the council’s budget situa-
tion, amid the glare of much publicity claiming that
Militant-supporter and deputy council leader Derek
Hatton was being forced to back down on the coun-

Photo

that his attacks on the
Liverpool council and.
now, openly, on sup=
porters of Militant
Liverpool haven’t let up.

This weekend he

Geneva summit

cil’s promise to protect jobs and services. ‘How Hat-  peared in print again to d
l IS 1 M GorbaCheV O ton’s nerve cracked’ was the Sunday Times nounce the cour%cil forits.
headline. Other papers followed suit, highlighting deal with the Swiss.
bankers. ‘Liverpool .city

THE ISSUE at Geneva was the United States Star
Wars project. Reagan wanted the USSR’s okay for
it to go ahead, Gorbachev wanted it stopped. The
outcome is that it goes ahead. :

Star Wars, if it could
be a nuclear defence
system that is truly effec-
tive, would have the im-
pact of making the whole
Soviet nuclear armaments
build-up redundant —
although its technical ef-
ficacy is in big doubt. Far
more than Cruise or the
MX missiles, Star Wars
allows the US to attempt
to achieve the aim set in
the notorious Presidential
Directive 49 of Jimmy
Carter’s administration.

This was the decision
to change US nuclear
policy from the old MAD
(Mutually Assured
Destruction) policy to one
of attempting to achieve a
weapons superiority that
would allow for a ‘win-
nable’ nuclear war. If the
bulk of Soviet weapons
could be destroyed in
space before getting to the

paganda about Star Wars
being a defensive system,
its only military purpose is

-_to create the circumstances
. where US missiles can be
.used. But Star Wars also
has a

powerful non-
military purpose — one

‘that would be effective

even if the military defen-

_sive nature of the system

was flawed.

That goal is forcing the
Soviet Union to keep step-
ping up armaments expen-
diture to keep up with the
Americans and counter
Star Wars. This places
grinding pressure on the

oviet economy. . And this
is the vice that Gorbachev
has got himself caught in.

But this vice is largely
created by the policies pur-

sued by - the Soviet
bureaucracy itself. The
policy of detente and

perialism. Today the only
way such pressure could be
maintained on Reagan is
through the struggles of
the people of South
Africa, the Philippines
and Central America.

But all the advantage
of the Vietnamese victory
was thrown away through
the pursuit of a dead-end
policy on the part of Gor-
bachev and his predecessor
Brezhnev. Support for the
class struggle interna-
tionally was simply used as
a bargaining counter to

‘buy time for the Soviet

Union to ‘catch up’ with
the United States both
militarily and economical-
ly.

But with the Soviet
economy less than half the
size of the United States,
this is pure adventurism
with no prospect of being
successful.

The pursuit of this
policy at Geneva simply
forced Gorbacheyv to do all

States, then the United ‘arms control’ was forced the paying, by accepting
States could unleash  on the United States in the Star Wars but at a slower
nuclear destruction with  ’70s through the victory pace. For the Western
no come-back. of the Vietnamese people European  disarmament

American im- movements this will be a

over
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deeply-felt blow, giving
credence to the argument
that Star Wars is a
‘peaceful’ step, and allow-
ing Reagan to hide his
nuclear warrior stance
behind a cloak of interna-
tional rapprochement.

And this is all Reagan
really aimed to gain out of
the Geneva talks. They
were a propaganda exer-
cise pure and simple,
though with some very
serious consequences.

By getting Gorbachev
to give his tacit consent to
Star Wars, Reagan is able
to head-off opposition
from social democratic
governments in Europe,
and from liberal politi-
cians at home. After all,
why ‘should they worry
about Star Wars on behalf
of the Soviet Union and
world peace, when the
Soviet Union has said
okay?

As the Economist put
it: ‘Mr Reagan can tell his
anxious allies in Western
Europe that Star Wars
may, after all, be compati-
ble with talking to Russia.’
And for the Soviet
bureaucracy it means that
the one per cent increase in
growth rate projected for
the coming year can pro-
bably be achieved.

But it will not solve any
of the more fundamental
problems of the Soviet
Union’s economy. And it
has not helped ‘world
peace’ one bit.

A PIECE. 9 the ACTION

Let us now praise
the leadership of the
Labour ParCy!

Liverpool’s deal with the Zurich gnomes.

At Tuesday’s council
meeting, Hatton himself
explained that the new
budget was ‘a setback’.
What is being proposed,
and won’t be finalised un-
til a council meeting this
coming Friday, is that the
council maintains its pro-

" mise not to increase rents

or rates this year and, in-
stead, adopt some of the
Stone-Frost options on
capitalisation.

This means moving
money from one council
account to another, from
the account which is used
to pay for capital building
programmes to the current
revenue account. The deal
that the council is
negotiating with  Swiss
financiers will ensure that
house building program-
mes aren’t affected this
year or next.

The sting in the tail ap-
pears to be, in return, a
promise by the council not
to step outside the law.
And, with Liverpool on
the list of rate-capped
authorities next year, that
could be a very significant
promise indeed. Accor-
ding to current reports the
council budget in the next
financial year will be slash-
ed by £20 million, from its
current £256 to £245
million.

There should be no
doubt about the reason
why Liverpool’s Labour
council has found itself in

Let us admire the
amazing courage with
which they supported
their comrades in

Liverpool!

this position. It has in-
creasingly faced the situa-
tion where other Labour
councils have dropped like
flies in the face of Tory
government attacks,. so
that it now stands alone
in its commitment to de-
fend the interests of work-
ing people within the city.

The Labour council’s
own major tactical error in
proposing to send redun-
dancy notice letters to all
its employees was an ill-
considered way of con-
fronting the Tory govern-
ment’s refusal to provide
the city with the resources
it urgently needs. At
Labour Party. conference
Neil Kinnock seized the
opportunity of Liver-

pool’s isolation and the
confusion caused by its
own tactic to launch a full-
scale attack on the council.

His intention was to
further " isolate Liverpool
and to brand as illegitimate
any section of the move-
ment prepared to fight
now against the Tory at-
tacks. It is for that reason

councillors,’ he said, ‘h
accepted conditions -fromé
the banks which were com-;
pletely unnecessary. It is:
an act of political perver-.
sity.’

The only perversity-
Kinnock’s own
deliberately judged, at
that. First Kinnock helped
to force the council into &.
position where . conce
sions are wrung . fr
them, then he attacked
them for pursuing the very:
course which the Lab
leadership themselves h;
thrust upon them.

There can be no doubt
that such a budget as that
which the council is about
to make is a setback for the
people of Liverpool, one
of the most deprived ur-
ban areas in the whole of -
Europe. By scabbing on
the Liverpool city coun-
cil’s fight, Kinnock has:
played straight into the:
hands of the Toriés and
their friends. sk

The blame for Liver-
pool’s setback should be.
placed squarely where it .
belongs: first’ with the .
Tory government who are’
cutting back local authori- -
ty cash in order to force ' ::
the cost of Britain’s"
economic crisis onto the
shoulders of the working “
class; second with the
Labour leadership who
have used the opportunity
of Liverpool’s isolation to .. .
launch an attack on the = *
council. '

“"KS".

1 think that ina :
pluralist society there
should be room for those




