LIVERPOOL LABOUR SAYS:

FOLLOW OUR LEAD

Clir, Bob Quick.
Liverpool City council is in defiant mood for the forthcoming fight to defend services and Jjobs. The City has already suffered
under government policies which appear intent on de-industrialising the area, and pushing unemployment up to 30%. In May
1983 the electorate of Liverpool responded to a radical manifesto, and on a higher than average turn-out, returned a Labour
Council for the first time in 10 years.

The electorate rejected the
Liberal/Tory coalition which had caus-
ed political stagnation, massive cuts in
services, loss of 4000 jobs, and the
highest rents outside London. But it
soon became clear that to reverse this
decline would automatically put the
council on a road to financial crisis,
and a confrontation with the govern-
ment.

15,000 to 20,000 joined in the
demonstration on November 19th, in
support of the City Council. It provid-
ed the launching pad for a campaign
that will depend on the continued and
increasing  support from  trade
unionists, council workers and the
wider community.

THE FINANCIAL CRISIS

It is forecast that there will be a deficit
in the City’s 1983/4 budget of around
£7million. This arises from the dif-
ferences between the forecast net ex-
penditure and income from the rates
and the governments Rate Support
Grant (RSG). Built into the assumed in-
come from the RSG is the grant
penalties which will apply in 1983/4.
The budget for 1983/4 was inherited
from the Liberals and Tories, and in-
cluded an assumed cut of £62million
which the Labour Council will not im-
plement.

(CONTINUED OVER) Liverpool demonstration 19th November 1983

LABOUR—TAKE THE POWER!

Labour Party Photo Library.
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CIVIL DEFENCE IN SOUTAWARK

In the late autumn of 1983 this govern-
ment imposed upon local authorities new
draconian measures on civil defence with
harsh legal penalties for non-compliance.

The introduction of them has to be
seen as part of the build-up of nuclear
weapons and the introduction of cruise
missiles. The government is trying to
peddle the illusion that with civil defence,
human life in Britain will survive after a
nuclear holocaust. In Southwark, accor-
ding to a previous government civil
defence exercise (‘Square Leg’) virtually
all the population would die from a
nuclear explosion’s effects (the blast, fire
and radiation).

EXERCISE OF DECEPTION

With these salutary facts in  mind
Southwark Council has decided not to
play a part in this government’s exercise
of deception. We will not cooperate with
war planning or take part in civil defence
exercises.

Obviously this council is stili fully
committed to aid in civil emergencies,
such as possihle spillages of nuclear waste.

At present, other local authorities are
considering wavs of opposing the Civil
Defence Regulations, Unlike Southwark,
certain local authorities consider the best
way to oppose them is through ‘creative
cooperation’, in other words, taking the
government’s money and participating in
civil defence in such a way as to show the
stupidity of ciyil defence.

I don’t think the general public will
understand the “subtleties” of this form of
opposition. Thev may even criticise the
council for taking away council workers
from their normal duties, effectively
reducing its services, because of civil
defence exercises which they do not even
believe in!

LEGAL DICTATES

What if individual
because of their

counctl workers,
consciences, or their

trade unions, reiuse to cooperate? V
local :uthorities iccept the legal dic
from central government and
counci. workers to participate? A form of
creative coercion!

Souvthwark fully understands - .z
possibie implications of its action. Town
Hall unions as « Il as local CND groups
support our action, which will highlight
our opposition in the eyes of the geners
public more effeciively. '

We accept that Southwark cannot
tackle this government alone. But if the
150 or so *Nuclear Free Zone authoritics
stood logether us they did against this
governnent’s ill-lated ‘Hard Rock’ civil
defence exercise. we can do it again!

Andy Troke,

C uncillo: London Borough of
Southwark

A credited Member for
Nuclear Free Zone policies

forcs

FOLLOW LIVERPOOL'S LEAD o

The financial implications for
1984/5 are far worse. A ‘standstill’
budget would result in expenditure of
£26m over the governments target of
£216m. Added to this the growth pro-
posals (reducing Council house rents,
1000 new jobs, a massive council house
building programme, etc.) adds
another £13m to this figure bringing
the total required expenditure to
£255m. The increased RSG penalties
which will apply in 1984/5 will reduce
the RSG by £80m to £36m. This would
mean a possible increase in rates of
about 120% (not including the Labour
controlled County Council levying an
increased precept!) The alternatives of
trying to reach the governments targets
are equally impossible. To achieve sav-
ings of around £30m would require a
reduction of about 5000 jobs!

Neither of these two options is an alter-
native for the council. The campaign

against the government had to be laun-
ched. This means that the Council,
depending on the level of rate set Tor
84/85, could run out of money in late
1984 or early 1985. The Governments
options seem to be threefold.

* Act quickly by passing enabling
legislation to allow them to send in
Commissioners to run the City (at pre-
sent the Government only has the
power to pay the interest debt). They
may want to do this before our cam-
paign gels underway.

* Wait until the Budget for 1984/5 is
set, when they can clearly demonstrate
what the Council’s intentions are.

*Or let the Council carry on until the
financial institutions start to call in
their debts, and the money runs out (o
pay Ceuncil wages and contractors —
when (they hope) they could pose as the
‘saviours’ of the City.

At the moment Liverpool is alone.
Calls for a co-ordinated campaign,
have yet to be put into effect. The
gutter-press concentrate on the Militant
Tendency, and its control of the local
party. They fail to confirm the suppor!
given to the council’s stand by a wide

spectrum  of  non-Militant  party

Liverpeol Duily Post ¥ Echo PL.C.

members and councillors.

The present policy, far from being a
Kamakazi dive to create chaos, is one
of pure neccessity. There is no alter-
native for any socialist council in the
lace of such circumstances. For Labour

Councils the choice is between the
possibility of financial bankruptcy and
the certainty of political bankruptcy.
How many more Labour led Councils
face similar dilemma? How long will it
he berore others join the campaign in-
itiated by Liverpool City Council?

The message is clear — don’t leave
Liverpool on it’s own!
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Peckham Labour News

In December, 5 officers of Peckham CLP,
including the chair and secretary, resigned
their posts. We reproduce below extracts
of their statement explaining this move.

We the undersigned officers of Peckham CLP
are resigning from our positions with effect
from the December General Committee meet-
ing. We do this for the following reasons:

1) Political debate on the GC has been stifled
by organisational manoeuvring over the agenda,
points of order etc. Recommendations from the
officers and/or the EC are consistently rejected,
yet no political reasons are given — politics have
been evacuated from the meetings.

2) When political decisions are taken, often
without any real debate, they are often decisions
with which we disagree. Examples of this are:
refusing to hear a delegation of LP members
from either NALGO or the local squatters’
group speak about their respective struggles
with the council; refusing to call for an in-
dependent inquiry into the incidents at the
Hollies Children’s Home on 28th October;
insisting that the congratulations to Gerry
Adams MP on his election as MP for West
Belfast be withdrawn, and since then refusing
to discuss the issue of Ireland even when
mandating our National Conference delegates.

3) The position of the Chair, the first woman
Party Chair for many years, has been made
impossible by constant attack and opposition
to every idea proposed.

POLITICS SINCE THE ELECTION

Underlying these problems are genuine political
differences which have increased since the
election defeat in June. The majority of the GC

delegates accepted the analysis of the new
leadership of this defeat, blaming the party
support for ‘left-wing policies” and ‘minority
causes”.

We disagree; we think the Labour Party did
not have credibility on these issues because
many of the spokespeople did not agree with
them, nor had the party campaigned at national
level in order to win people to them.

We believe the Party should maintain and
extend its radical policies, not drop them in
favour of positions closer to the SDP.

We support the call for unity made at the
conference, but want to know ‘On what basis?’

We support unilateral nuclear disarmament,
bur including Polaris.

We support the reunification of Ireland, but
without a loyalist veto and involving Sinn Fein
in the process.

We support withdrawal from the EEC, bur
want a timetahle set out.

We support workers in struggle, butr in
action not on paper. The Labour Party leader-
ship response to the NGA dispute confirms our
worst fears — they are not prepared to support
workers in action against the Tories. They
condemn the breaking of anti-trade union laws
vet our history shows that no democratic right
has ever been won, nor successfully defended
except by defiance of the law.

We support Party unity — but whar unity is
it when socialists in our Party are being witch-
hunted? Manchester Wythenshawe CLP remains
suspended and socialists are now being expelled
for their views.

We feel that the unity in this constituency
has been broken, not by us but by others. Part
of the GC has either opposed proposals made
by the officers or refused to give practical
support to anything . organised by wus: for

example the special meeting to determine
policy on rents and rates was inquorate; the
selection meeting for a Furo MP was poorly
attended; and recent public meetings on the
Police Bill and Grenada were not supported.
While we disagree with some of the political
changes that are coming about in the Labour
Party at present, we do agree with the need to
turn the Party outwards into a mass, campaign-
ing Party, to rebuild its membership and develop
its support at grassroots level,

STAYING WITH THE STRUGGLE

We think our record is a good one. However, it
is now clear that we will be better able to argue
for our political positions from the floor of the
GC, where we will not be under constant attack
as officers.

These resignations do not therefore mean
that we are about to fade away from the
struggles facing the Labour Party. On the
contrary we intend to work to develop the links
we have made with trade unions in struggle,
with the most oppressed layers in our society —
women and black people — who are facing
increasing attacks {rom this Tory government.

Penny Newell (Chair),

Anstey Rice (Vice-Chair),
Jeremy Hawthorn (Secretary),
Jane Kelly

(Political Education Officer),
Dave Packer (Press Officer),
Peckham CLP

Support

The Day of Action for Londoners to
demonstrate their opposition to the Govern-
ment’s plans to curb local government
powers by rate-capping and abolishing of
the Metropolitan Authorities is set for
January 24th.

NALGO members have overwhelmingly
supported the call for the action — GLC
NALGO by 90% — and all the NUPE bran-
ches in County Hall, at time of writing, have
followed suit. The largest union in County
Hall, the Staff Association, have, to their
credit, at least advocated support for the
one-day strike. Less to their credit is the fact
that they have displaved their usual lack of
competence in actually balloting their
members. One day after the close of the
ballot I spoke to three SA members who had
still not received their papers. The SA claim
a membership of 17,000 — one can wonder
just how many of them actually participated
in the ballot, and consequently how effec-
tive the action will be.

A further potential stumbling block to the
total closure of County Hall on the 24th is
the fact that the day chosen by the commit-
tee of the Defend Democracy in London

the Day of Action

Campaign is a council meeting day. And the
council are proceeding with their meeting!
This means that certain staff will be required
to work on that day. A NUPE spokesperson
told me they would give a flat ‘no’ to re-
quests for security men, electicians, and
catering staff to work on the 24th, saying ‘If
they want food they can adjournand gotoa
restaurant ... or bring sandwiches!”

The council meeting is schedul:d to
discuss only the Government's White Paper,
but this will require the attendance of some
white collar staff, along with the manual
workers, such as clerks to Committee sec-
tions and staff who are required to answer
council questions. Considering the breadth
of functions the GLC has responsibility for
this could prove to be guite a number of
employees. Whether the Committee’s
choice of the 24th will be a strategic sleight
or a tremendous blunder remains to be seen.

LOWER GRADE WHITE COLLAR
STAFF

A further hiccup to the plans for a mass
display of solidarity behind the Labour

GLC is the widespread discontent among
many of the lower graded white collar staff,
who feel sold out by the new
regrading/restructuring proposals, which
require the three lowest grades to serve two
years in their grade before they are en-
titled to earn the minimum salary for their
grade. An adhoc grouping of clericals has
been causing ructions up to the highest levels
of union and council alike, and the ‘Cs and
Es Committee’ banner will be present on the
day. Look out for us — we promise a col-
ourful presence.

Support the Day of Action — bring ban-
ners, balloons, friends and voices. Show the
Tories they can’t dismanile democracy in
the cause of political spite! Assemble Hyde
Park at 1lam, march to Jubilee Gardens
(Peace Gardens?). Support Anti-Racist
Year. There will be a rally at the Royal
Fetival Hall and a lobby of MPs across the
river, children’s show, films etc. Make the
24th a day the Tories ¢an’t ignore!

Deborah Knight, member GLC
NALGO
and Brent East Labour Party.
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Labour lose control in

LABOUR FINALLY lost control in Brent on December 15th after two stormy Council meetings following the treacherous defection
of Cllr Ambrozine Neil to the Tories. The political balance is now as follows: Labour 31, Tories 31, Liberals 3 — with a by-election
pending due to the resignation of Labour Cllr Nerva. While the Tories form the ‘“‘administration’’ controlling the Committee Chairs,
the Liberals now hold the balance of power in the Council and on all main committees. In effect, a Tory/Liberal coalition has been

foisted on the people of Brent.

The events leading up to the Tory/
Liberal hijack were traumatic. While Neil
had some genuine criticisms of Labour’s
education policy, nobody quite expected
her to actually join the Tory Party.
Throughout the Labour movement there
was an intense feeling of outrage and
betrayal., While some sections of Brent’s
large black community had sympathy
with Neil’s ideas on black education, they
too were numbed by her treacherous
defection. Becoming an independent was
one thing, actually joining the open
racists of the Tory Party was incompre-
hensible.

Massive Campaign

As a result, a massive campaign was
launched demanding Neil’s resignation.
Now that she was a Tory, she had no
right to represent the people of Manor
Ward, Harlesden, who had elected a Lab-
our candidate by a substantial majority in
May 1982. Thousands of leaflets were dis-
tributed demanding that she resign and
fight a by-election to prove her ludicrous
and arrogant claim that the people voted
for her not the Labour Party.

The public response was overwhelm-
ing. On the streets of Harlesden, Willes-
den and Kilburn nobody, particularly the
black community, had a good word to
say about Neil. She was a traitor and
should resign. In Manor Ward 1,200
voters signed a petition calling for her
resignation — more people than had voted
for her in May 82. When the Council met
on December 8th at a school in Manor
Ward 300 people packed the public gall-
ery with 300 more in an overflow room —
scores of people were turned away.

“Mob rule by the fascist left”, scream-
ed Thatcher in Parliament following the
public dissolution of the Tory/Liberal
attempt to take control on December
8th. Both Thatcher and Steel called on
Kinnock to condemn Brent’s ““mob rule”,
and he promptly obliged the next day,
stating that such disruptive action “was
not in the tradition of the Labour Party™.

Invaded the Chamber

In fact the meeting was only disrupted
after the Council itself had passed a
motion by 32-31, with the Liberals
abstaining, calling on Neil to resign. When
the Liberals then proceeded to exploit
Neil’s defection by supporting a Tory
takeover, the public was outraged and
invaded the chamber. By and large it
was a peaceful, if noisy, affair — apart
from a badly aimed barrage of eggs, half
of which splattered the Labour benches!
The Mavor adjourned the meeting until

Facing the chop? Keep-fit classes tor the elderly in Brent.

the following week.

Of course democracy in Brent did
“break down’” on December 8th. It broke
down when Neil refused to bow to the
wishes of her own electorate and the
Council itself that she resign. The Tories
knew that if they took the democratic
road and fought a by-election in Manor
they would be hammered and Labour
control would be restored. The Liberals
colluded with this fraud. Privately they
conceded that she should resign, publicly
they were prepared to use her defection
to oust Labour,

In the circumstances people felt they
had no other recourse than public protest
since a democratic, electoral solution had
been denied them. They were not prepar-
ed to see jobs and services hijacked on
such an undemocratic basis without at
least putting more pressure on Neil to
resign. They were not prepared to accept
Kinnock’s definition of Labour’s tradi-
tion, that you lie down and let the Tories
trample all over you, especially when
they have no mandate to do so. Ironically
Kinnock has hailed Brent DHA’s “heroic
stand against the health cuts”, which he
no doubt thinks is in Labour’s best tradi-
tion. This too has involved the public dis-
ruption of undemocratic meetings!

Behind the Scenes Manoeuvring

Another aspect of events before and after
December 8th was the behind the scenes man-
oeuvring of the various political parties. In gen-
eral the Brent Tories belong to the Neanderthal
wing of their party. Composed largely of
lumpen middle class upstarts looking for self-
enhancement many of them are openly racist.
To most of them Ambrozine Neil is an ana-
thema a black, working class, woman who

they had become accustomed to abusing as the
“looniest member of the loony left”. However,
under strict instructions from Tory Central
Office io take control at all costs, they soon
began to change their tune. Suddenly they
were deeply committed to the principle of
“equal opportunities™. Instead of telling black
people who protested about NHS cuts to go
back to their “own™ countries and try the
health system there, they discovered that
“ethnic minorities are disadvantaged” and need
special provision.

The Liberals were also under instructions
from the Alliance (particularly Brent SDP) to
get Labour out. Since they held the whip hand
they were able to extract maximum concessions
from the Tories who gladly agreed to a hung,
balanced committee system, provided that they
had the prestige of forming the “‘administra-
tion™.

Labour’s position — at least on paper — was
unambiguous. The manifesto said there should
be no pact with any other political party. The
LGC unanimously re-affirmed this position,
although it also agreed that talks could take
place with the Liberals, at least to find out their
plans. LGC members as well as the group
leadership took part in these discussions where
the gencral point was made that the Liberals
had no right to vote in the Tories and should
support a Labour administration until a by-
election was held. There were no discussions on
policy and no attempt to form a pact.

Understanding with the Liberals

At the same time, however, sections of the
Labour right were opnely pressing for some sort
of understanding with the Liberals under the
slogan “‘stop the Tories at all costs™. No doub:
informal soundings took place. At the second
Council meeting on December 15th, Labour
tabled a ‘tactical motion’ calling for balanced
committees with the Chairs to be elected at
each meeting. It was clear by then that we had
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B r e n t Frank Hansen (Brent Councillor)

little chance of retaining control and Labour
leader Coleman argued that this strategy would
be preferable to Tory ‘control’ of a hung
Council.

Some of us were alarmed that this was a
recipe for surreptitious power-sharing with the
Liberals. Pact or no pact, such a structure
would inevitably lead to deals being done with
them. It would certainly be an open invitation
to the Labour right to start wheeling and
dealing.

Of course there is nothing wrong in trying
to divide vour opponents. But informal power-
sharing would be a disaster for the Labour
Party. It would give credibility to a small group
of Liberals and totally undermine Labour’s
manifesto. In the event the plan came to
nothing. However, it does underline the strong
tendency within Brent’s Labour group for a
Lab-Lib pact — a strategy they will no doubt
continue to pursue.

December 15th

The public turnout on December 15th was
as impressive as the previous week — with the
Labour Party calling for a massive peaceful
demonstration. The general feeling was that we
would lose control but should go down protest-
ing. As far as the party was concerned, the road
back to power lay not in devious deals with the
Liberals, but with an ongoing campaign in the
community to consolidate and build support
for Labour’s policies. Stewards were appointed
to ensure that violence did not occur, and the
Labour group overwhelmingly passed a motion
that the police would not be invited into the
meeting — although it was recognised that legal-
ly they could intervene on their own accord if a
breach of the peace took place.

On the other side the Tories, Council offic-
ers and the police had made their own plans —
probably with some assistance from the Home
Secretary. The school was surrounded by
coachloads of pelice and entry and exit was
strictly controlled. Scores of Tories were bussed
in and issued with tickets to sit at the front of
the public gallery. The Council chamber was
barricaded off from the public.

If anything, the second meeting was more
good-humoured than the first, with the public
singing Christmas carols about Neil and the
Tories. No missiles were thrown. At one point
the meeting was disrupted when twenty or so
people managed to vault the barricade of tables
and began to chant for Neil’s resignation. At no
time did they threaten anyone physically. In
fact, just as they were retreating back into the
main body of the hall. Labour Mayor Peter
Pendsay took the criminal and unforgiveable
decision to call in the police to clear the gallery.

The police undertook their task with relish
— after all they were the trump card in ensuring
their friends in the Tory Party gained control.
Hundreds of people, including some Councillors
who had joined the crowd, were unceremon-
iously hauled out of the building — most of
them had not even participated in the disrupt-
ion. A group of black women who were resist-
ing eviction were roughed up by the police and
the subsequent melee led to the arrest of four
comrades.

When the meeting resumed most of the
Tory guests, who had been siphoned off into
another room, returned to take their seats. A
small group of us demanded that Labour
supporters be re-admitted but the Mayor refus-
ed, In the circumstances we decided to leave

the meeting. No way would be complicit with
a Labour Mayor unleashing the police on hun-
dreds of his own supporters. Despite the fact
that the crowd outside were demanding that
Labour Councillors take no further part in the
proceedings, the majority decided to stay — in
the best traditions of the party no doubt!

The events of December 15th have produc-
ed a series of recriminations about “thuggery”
and “Mob Rule”, not only from the media and
the Tyries but also from the majority of the
Labour Group. The first blow was struck by
Tribunite Lawrie Nerva who decided to resign
because of the disruption. Without even inform-
ing the Party he went to the press and has forc-
ed us into a by-election in a crucial marginal
ward.

These recriminations have now escalated
into a full-blown witch-hunt against the ‘hard
left’ and Brent East Labour Party. It is ironic
and hypocritical that those who are now out-
taged by the disruption on December 15th were
the first to applaud the mass turnout on
December 8th. Indeed they were instrumental
in calling for massive demonstrations. Now they
are denouncing and condemning their own
supporters — a sure way of ingratiating them-
selves with Labour’s new ‘dream ticket’ leader-
ship, After all, Kinnock-Hattersley would love
nothing more than to stomp on Brent East
following last year’s bitter re-selection battle.

Of course, the real task facing Brent’s Lab-
our Parties is to unite and fight the Tory/
Liberal coalition both inside the Council
chamber and within the community at large.
Already there are signs that the coalition is
both unstable and inept. The Liberals, for
instance. voted for Bient to remain within
the ALA with a Tory leadership! We have
until April/May to oust them from power
betore the crucial budget and Mayor-making.
The Tories are aiming for a nil rate rise — a
fantasy in terms of Jenkin’s penalty system.

However, they are intent on massive cuts,
particularly in education against “left-wing
teachers — a ruse to enable them to cut jobs.
Our first priority must be to halt the witch-
hunt and win the crucial St Andrews ward by
election. Unfortunately the majority on the
Labour group seem more intent on settling
old scores and ensuring that they have a stake
in-“‘dream ticket” 1988,

Southwark Social
Workers Action

THE RESIDENTIAL Social Workers in
Southwark have been taking action in
pursuance of the national claim since the
start of September. In mid-October the
workers in the borough voted not to
work unsocial hours — which was only
fair and logical as they do not get any
special allowances for this. The response
of Southwark Council was to suspend 32
of these workers. Within 12 hours, and as
a result of most of the Branch walking
out in support of these members, the
workers were reinstated and negotiations
for a local settlement commenced.

Since then National Nalgo decided as a
result of a national delegate meeting to
ballot the national membership as to their
willingness to follow the example given
by Southwark Nalgo (and some other
branches) not to work unsocial hours.
Although National Nalgo have not releas-
ed the actual figures, the result of the
ballot showed that the majority were not
in favour of such a course of action.

The result of this ballot means that
Southwark Nalgo must now negotiate
their way back into work.

This means ensuring that the ‘Hollies’
Children’s Homes Complex in Sidcup is
reopened; that staff and children return
to the homes they were in before the
dispute; that the homes retain their pre-
vious designated [unction; that there is no
loss of posts, and no loss of workers.

Throughout the entirety of this
dispute the Residential Workers have
enjoyed a great deal of support from the
other members of the branch proving yvet
again the hoary old socialist cliche of our
strength being in our numbers and our
unity.

All that remains to be seen is if our
employers are the socialists they claim to
be or the Tories they seem to be,

DICK LARKIN
Nalgo Social Services Chairperson
Consort Ward, Peckham L P

Brent, black people & L.P.

The defection of Ambrozine Neil has given many within the Party a new excuse for denying black
people equality of opportunity. It has increased the doubts of those whose commitment to increased
black representation was never more than a grudging acceptance. We are being asked to reconsider
our policy of putting forward people who represented a legitimate black interest within the Party

and the community.

But Ambrozine Neil’s defection was an indictment of no-one and nothing but herself and her
over-inflated ego, which grew too large to be contained in the rather volatile Labour Group. Certainly
it was no reflection on the Party’s policy of positive action to get black councillors elected. There
remain ten black Labour councillors whose contribution cannot be underestimated.

This black woman’s decision is a betrayal, above all. of one of the most under-represented
groups — middle-aged black women, But whilst the black community - almost to a person — con-
demns lher, it is for joining the Tories, not for leaving the Labour Party. Had she chosen to sit as an
Independent, she would have won the support of many who are still doubtful of the Party’s sincerity
and commitment to black rights and who are aware of its past history.

The lesson of Neil’s defection is not that positive action is wrong, but that the Labour Party
has a hard fight ahead of it. For the only way to effectively cancel out the defection of one black
person is to highlight that there are very many who remain, and to show that we are fully committed
to the interests of black pcople. Even in Brent, we have a long way to go.

Councillor Merle Amory
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Hospital closures
- oecupy to win

It has become clear that the only way to stop hospital closures is for the workers in those hospitals to take direct action. In Hillingdon, for ex-
ample, occupations of the Hayes and Northwood & Pinner Cottage Hospitals have now forced the Health Authority to cancel closure orders
hanging over the hospitals and keep them open for at least another year.

The many health campaigns across Lon-
don should now be gaining support, both
amongst the local community and other
trade unions in the area, for actions taken by
hospital workers. It is rare that local cam-
paigns will be fully successful on their own
— but mass demonstrations, all-night vigils,
lobbies and petitioning will both raise public
awareness (and again publicity) and boost
the confidence of the hospital workers. The
response from the public to the Hillingdon
occupations was tremendous, and kept the
workforce in occupation since October.
These successes also helped those active
trade unionists in more cautious branches to
argue that such direct action can indeed be
successful, At Guys Hospital in South Lon-
don, nurses have set up a Nurses Action
Group that has proved effective in both in-

i volving those directly affected by ward
closures and in informing all nurses of what
the cuts mean; they now produce a regular
newsletter.

PRIVATISATION
Privalisation is rapidly becoming as impor-
tant an issue as cuts, as the February
deadline set for putting out tenders for such
services as laundry, cleaning and catering
approaches. In Camberwell, mecca boss
Eric Morley — better known for his Miss
World antics — helped steer through the
privatisation of the laundry service. It is
clear that Tories and their stooges on
District Health Authorities will now be
pushing this, whether or not it is supposedly
economically more viable. Health trade
unions at district and national level should
be pressured into providing facts and figures
in each district so that members of the public
are clearly informed that the Government is
pushing privatisation purely on ideological
grounds.

As NHS hospitals are closed down,
private ones are still being opened (£1 .000 a
week (o stay in the new one at Blackheath).
What better chance to persuade the
doubters that soon only the rich will have ac-
cess to decent health care. Those Labour
Parties that have already been active in cam-
paigning against the health cuts will know
the massive support to be gained over the
issue.

TURN INWARDS
There is alwavs a danger that after the initial imp-
telus, campaigns can turn inwards and activity
will be replaced with committee work; or that 100
many meetings will leave just a few activists in-
volved. Speaking to new people — pensioners,
union branches and youth groups, with regular
public petitioning can help to avoid this. We must
| onsure that being a broad-based campaign does
not mean watering down our aims. Liberal/SDP
dominated campaigns will not be able to gain the
respect and involvement of hospital unions.
Local Labour Councils have given support in

many areas — Camden and Lewisham with
public meetings, Greenwhich with staff and con-
tacts, Southwark with funding for a temporary
worker. But. few Labour groups have put a ‘whip’
on their nominees on Health Authorities (o vote
against all cuts. In Hackney, it has been reported
that Labour representatives voted for cuts. The
GLC has provided funding for a London-wide
Health Emergency unit, which is now organising
a major demonstration in February, with feeder
marches from the local campaigns.

Public pressure has helped force the government
to give £800,000 back to the NHS — but NONE
of this is going to London! If the attacks on the
NHS are linked to Government attacks on local

democracy (abolition of the GLC) and cuts forc-
ed on local councils, widespread opposition to the
Tories can be mobilised. Obviously, many people
will be looking to Liverpool — success there will
provide a real lead for those campaigning in Lon-
don.

It is up to us (0 go on the offensive — for
Briefing supporters to actively build the ‘mass,
campaigning party’ that is often talked about. If
we can’t win mass support on the issue of NHS
cuts, we won’l win on anything!

Kevin Flack
Chair, Lewisham & North
Southwark Health Campaign



Municipal Monetarism in Barking and

a third of the town’s Comprehensive
Schools.

A hundred angry parents, including
many Labour Party members, packed
the gallery at January’s Education Com-
mittee meeting to hear leading Councillors
demand that the borough’s education
system ‘must bear more resemblance to

of it’.

Now a report recommending the clos-
ure of Eastbury, Dagenham Priory and
Erkenwald Schools is to be ‘referred
back’ for further consideration by the
sub-committee who adopted the crazy
scheme in the first place.

RADICAL CHANGES

Tne_ row over the closures — announced
during a debate on the future of 16+

Dagenham is threatening the future of

the economic system that exists outside.

Barking and Dagenham
Briefing
1. School closures threat

education — could act as a watershed in
local Labour Party politics. Constituency
members are faced with the choice of,
yet again, publicly backing harmful cuts
policies and watching the Labour vote
crumble in the 1985 local elections, or
finally demanding radical changes in the
composition of the councillor-dominated
Loeal Government Committee.

Hitherto, this has been best known
for its quaint policy of meeting only on
the fifth Thursday of each month and
axing any resolutions from the GC’s
dealing with much needed reforms on
the grounds of shortage of time. Last
year it dumped resolutions demanding
that it ‘finish of its business’ and ‘meet
more frequently’ using this tactic!

DISTRAUGHT

So distraught are Party members that
my ward, Parsloes/Manor is calling for
Barking Constituency support for a
Labour campaign against the Labour
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council’s closure plans. Even the normally
sedate branch of the Socialist Education
Association, horror struck at the total
absence of any consultation before the
closure announcements, have added their
weight to the protest,

If the council tries to go ahead —
despite Party protests — with the school
closures then they are likely to face oppos-
ition from parents, pupils, teachers on a
larger scale even than during the 1982
Barking and Dagenham Teacher’s strike.

Former Education Committee Chair,
Vic Rusha has already reminded teaching
staff that they shouldn’t worry about
their jobs but on ‘what is best for our
youth’. The campaign against the closures
continues next with a major public meet-
ing organised by Barking and Dagenham
Campaign against the Cuts and Barking
NUT

Chris Huculak
Barking CLP

Life is cheap at the eastern end of the District line,
by the Essex border. The all powerful mandarin,
who can grant life or death at his whim, amused
himself this Christmas by pondering over which
limb he could sever from our NHS.

Sidney Shaw, Chairman of Barking, Haver-
ing & Brentwood District Health Authority, an-
nounced his seasonal sacrifice (one general
hospital) to his Imperial master ai the Regional
Health Authoritv, Sir Harry Moore. The
peasants were their usual revolting selves, and
kicked up a stink. But that’s of little consequence
to the ‘decision makers’. Passing the time bet-
ween the Xmas Pudding and Auld Lang Syne. our
mandarin (arsehole?) of the Easl realised that ex-
tra readies could be made by selling the geriatric
hospital instead — easier to close and they’re go-
ing to die anyway. So, that was the Imperial New
Year proclamation from the Chair of our DHA.

POLICE CALLED TO EVERY
MEETING

We rhe peasants (Barking & Dagenham Health
Emergency) battle on. The police are called to
every xi:cc[ing. because we are unable to sit silent-
ly while the Authority passes its death sentences.
Everything is stacked against us, although we do
anticipate a little help from our friends at the
GLC. Our own Labour Authority representatives
have become so used to voting for cuts in the
Council Chamber that they were unable to break

2. Health Service cuts

the habit at the DHA. The solitary official voice
raised in defence of our health service was the
TUC member.

In this struggle to defend this most basic of
human needs, the future — as seen by the Tory
government — has become increasingly ap-
parent, There is every indication that thev are
proposing to convert schools and hospitals which
stand idle through lack of funds, into prisons.

The home secretary Leon Britton and the
minister in charge of sentencing policy, David
Mellor, are known to be behind the idea of so call-
ed ‘community prisons’. The government will
publish consultative documents early this vear
with the possibility of legislation to set the scheme
up in 1985,

The plans to change hospitals and schools into
prisons, coupled with the anti-trades union laws
and the Police Bill will make our community
unrecognisable in ten years time. It doesn't take a
great deal of imagination to visualise the future
being mapped oul for us. 1f the Rate Capping Bill
is successful, democratic local government will
cease to exist. Many more institutions will be con-
trolled by specimens such as Sidney Shaw. Ii
leaves us no choice but to fight to put astop NOW
1o this hidious government and its policies

Gill Rogers
Barking CLP and Barking &
Dagenham Health Emergency
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Lesbianism ~ & »winning back

the working class vote «

/ / LESBIAR

“If you continue to raise the issue of les-
bianism the way you have been you will
destroy the Labour Party....The most im-
portant thing we have to do is win back the
working class vote....”’

Margaret Hodge, Leader Islington Council,
in discussion with Sarah Roelofs.

“It is this historic evasion by Labour of
awkward questions for short-term electoral
advantage that was ultimately our undoing
in Bermondsey and, indeed, in the general
election as well.”’

The Battle for Bermondsey, by Peter Tat-
chell, p. 169.

Since the general election, in common with
other CLP’s, Islington South has had many
heart searching debates and discussion on
why Labour lost and how we can ensure it
never happens again. Unfortunately, within
four months, it did happen again in Isl-
ington when we lost two out of three council
by-elections. The net result is considerable
paranoia and backsliding amongst the party
and the council leadership particularly in
relation to certain controversial issues —
notably lesbian and gay rights. This despite
our new MP being a gay rights supporter
himself.

GAY CENTRE

The rot began during our general election
campaign as the extent of electorate hostility
to the council became clear. The issue of the
Gay Centre became a useful scapegoat for
both council and electorate. The Labour
Group issued a ‘helpful facts’ leaflet for
canvassers which extremely defensively pro-
mised faithfully that no ratepayers’ money
was involved. The electorate raised many
.complaints — primary amongst which, in
my and others experience, was housing
repairs — but which also included anti-gay
prejudice, bigotry and plain old ignorance
much fed by the gutter press and right wing
Labour journalists. But the issue of housing
repairs is not nearly as memorable as that of
a Gay Centre.

After the general election defeat, Isl-
ington Joint Trade Union Committee’s
Equal Opportunities policy negotiations
with the Council experienced a major hiccup
over — you've guessed it — equal oppor-
tunities for lesbians and gays. Policy was
eventually agreed due mostly to the
strenuous efforts of the union side. Post by-
election defeats, a lesbian and gay rights
motion for GLRC provoked the Chief Whip
to groan *‘this is just what we don’t need’’.
While the motion was passed as party policy

Sarah Roelofs
Islington South CLP
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it was defeated as our GLRC motion with
our gay rights supporting MP neither speak-
ing nor voting. Many party members might
not go as far as the man in my ward who
argued that instead of building the new
Jerusalem we were building the new Sodom
and Gormorah. Much of the prejudice is
wrapped up in statements about the issue
not being a priority, about too much time
being devoted to it (one motion!), about the
distress of parents of lesbians and gays,
about it not being relevant to working class
people.

AT WHAT COST?

Certainly we need to win working class support
and consequent votes for Labour. But on what
political basis? At what cost? Are we really to
believe that there are no working class lesbians
and gay men? Are working class women really not
interested in sexuality? Will Islington Council
really get a good press if it just avoids controver-
sial issues such as Ireland and lesbian and gay
rights? Is the way to win back the working class
vote to avoid these issues? Qur Council leader is
fond of calling for discussion rather than
confrontation on this issue. Should we likewise
recommend to black people that they do not ‘con-
front’ racialism but ‘discuss’ it instead?

Hostility to a radical socialist council whipped
up by the capitalist macho men of Fleet St. is well
nigh unavoidable. Losing support because of
radical policies is not — provided the policies are
openly and actively campaigned on cutside of the
Town Hall within the local communities. Open
local public meetings with creche facilities should
be held frequently nor only to explain our radical
policies but to mobilise people on the basis of
them. And our explanations and arguments must
show how all the council’s policies go together as
a campaign for social justice for evervone.
Camden Women's Committee Chair Kate Allen
has prioritised such local meetings and campaigns
as the only way Lo circumvent a pernicious media.
Islington Council has not. No public meetings
have been held (0 explain why Irish jokes were
banned or why money was given to a women’s
self-defence group or why lesbian rights are
crucial to any socialism worthy of the name.

Peter Tatchell's words in his recent book are
highly pertinent: "“If the Labour leadership had
previously established a strong record of defen-
ding gay rights, ...the bigotry stirred up might
have found a less receptive audience ... The nei
resull is increased cynicism as more people cease
to believe thai Labour offers any hope of
significantly changing things for the better.”
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Goodbye Piccadilly ~
Farewell Leicester Square

The London Transport Bill, which is due to become law in early summer is the first serious step in the government’s plans to strip all powers
from the GLC and to introduce a blueprint for a privatised system of public transport. That is why is has to be fought now and why the response

of the Labour group, the party and the unions has been inadequate in attempting to stem what this bill is ushering in.

The provisions of the bill are firstly, that
the London Transport Executive will be
taken over by a new body — the London
Regional Transport authority and will be
appointed by government. London
Transport will then be divided into sub-
sidiaries ready for privatisation.

CONTROVERSIAL

The financing of the Transport System has
been the most controversial aspect of the
proposals so far, since the government itself
seemed confused as to how much the
boroughs would contribute through in-
dividual precepts and how much central
government would pay. Obviously the more
that Central Government pay the more cuts
there are likely to be and the less control (if
that’s possible) local people would have.
But for those who see the way forward in
picking holes in the governments plans, this
kind of confusion does not show up how
stupid or inept the government is but on the
contrary, how callous and how determined
to rush this measure through — in order to
inflict a huge blow on the GLCs defence
before it’s even started.

Where the bill differs significantly from
the white paper which came out before it is
that it spells out clearly a plan for privatisa-
tion — based mainly on the bus section.
This will be done by making it easier for
private companies to obtain a license (as
recently the mini bus firm, AMOS, tried to
do), by enabling the LRT to make grants or
loans to private companies and by selling
shares to the public and to employees.

Of course the idea that those of us who
work for London Transport will by this time
be able to afford shares is also rather a joke!
The government has given no guarentee on
jobs and the white paper preceding the bill
stated explicitly that ‘jobs cannot be
guaranteed’. This in turn of course will be
underlined by the massive attack on the
unions which is steadily being introduced.

CHAOS

The idea that privatisation on this scale will
lead to a more efficient and cheaper service
is of course a lie. It will be chaos. Once ser-
vices like this are run for profit rather than
need the whole infrastructure breaks down.
Many are fearful that concessionary fares
will be taken away in some areas as well. The
GLC estimate that immediately the new
legislation will mean a seventeen per cent in-
crease in fares and a massive reduction in
bus miles.

Waiting for privatisation?

Because it is the first in line of attack and
because it is perhaps the most closely iden-
tified with the GLC, the taking over of Lon-
don Transport must be fought by an active
and visible campaign. Such a campaign
would draw on a wide support since the
Fares Fair policy of the GLC has attracted a
great deal of support.

ALLIANCE WITH THE WET
TORIES

Unfortunately, the campaign to date has
done nothing to involve the thousands of
workers whose jobs are under threat nor the
millions of users of the system but appears
to have concentrated instead on out-
manoueuvrings on the LTE Board and in
trying to force Tory opponents to weaken
the scheme from within. This strategy is at
best inadequate and at worst politically
wrong since it relies on some kind of alliance
with wet Tories; and although it is good to
see thieves fall out, this will not change the
government’s mind or even dent the Bill’s
progress.

Many in the Labour Party will beat their
chests and argue that industrial action is ob-
viously the way to challenge the Tories and
in the same breath point out that this is not
forthcoming and therefore nothing can be
done.

But it is necessary to take preliminary
steps towards mass action through lobbies,
picketting, petitioning, mass meetings in the
workplaces and amongst the public in order
to prepare for this and the Labour Party and
the labour group as well as the unions have a
responsibility to initiate this.

Support for the GLC’s policy on
transport has provided a real alternative in
the past (despite inadequacies in relation to
jobs lost for example). And it can be build in
order to challenge the Transport Bill as a
first step in challenging the government's
overall plan for services run by the
Metropolitan councils.

Judith Arkwright
N.U.R. Finsbury Park branch
(in a personal capacity)

Labour Party Photo Library.
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NEW LEADERSHIP
FOR LEWISHAM

A number of factors have come to-
gether to make the coming months lead-
ing up to the Lewisham Labour Group
AGM in May interesting and important.
Andy Hawkins, having been Leader of
Lewisham Labour Group for over a
decade, has announced that he will
definitely not be standing for the post in
May., Whoever replaces him could not
have faced a more difficult first year.

The Government are steadfastly push-
ing through Parliament their rate capping
proposals. If they become law it will
mean that Patrick Jenkins, Environ-
ment Secretary, will be able to set the
maximunt amount that Lewisham can ask
its rate payers to pay towards its budget.
And if this vear’s figures are anything to
go on the Council could well have to cut
its budget by 20% to reach the Govern-
ment’s target. That would mean large
scale redundancies both in the statutory
and voluntary sectors.

The Labour Group has just agreed to
extend the franchise for electing the
Leader and Deputy Leader of the Group
to the Local Government Committee
(BLGC). All members of the Group and
BLGC will in future have a vote at a joint
meeting for these posts and with their
being over 50 non-Group members of the
BLGC as against 41 Group members the
outside Party will have a major say in
who will form the new leadership. A fur-
ther twist to the situation is that the pro-
posal needs to go to the NEC for ratifica-
tion and the NEC has turned down any
such proposals in the past. The Group
have however agreed to a recomendation
that the joint meeting should go ahead
regardless of the NEC’s decision and then
it will be up to the Group to ratify the
decisions made. Hopefully branches and
the Party will exert strong pressure on all
Group members to vote down the line
with the decision made by the joint
meeting.

The names being banded about as
possible contenders for the leadership are
those of Steve Bullock, Dave Sullivan and
Ron Stockbridge. To encourage as open
and informed a contest as possible, I
would hope that these three together
with any others interested in standing
would put forward their views and ideas
for the coming year and in particular
would put forward their proposals for
how the Party should deal with rate
capping. [ would also hope that all those
interested in standing would make their
intentions known as soon as possible so
that the branches have adequate oppor-
tunity to discuss the merits of each can-
didate and also to ensure that the election
takes place in the open and not behind
closed “pub” doors between members of
the Group leaving the rest of the Party
out of the discussion.

Martyn Day

The Role of Local Government Gommittees

THERE CAN be litile doubt that Briefing
has played a major role in encouraging
the development of Socialist policies
within London by enabling its pages to be
used for debate between councillors from
the different Labour-controlled councils
since 1982. Now that the Socialist Auth-
orities face their sternest test through the
proposed rate-capping legislation I would
like to see the area for debate in Briefing
widened to include local government
committees (LGCs).

If we are to mount any sort of opposi-
tion to the Government in this area both
before the legislative proposals are enact-
ed and when we face setting our budgets
in 1985 there must be a large degree of
unity not only between Boroughs but
also between the Labour Group and Lab-

our Parties in each Borough. The LGCs
are well placed to take on that role of co-

ordinating the parties and Group but the
question must be asked “what state are
the LGCs in London in?”" Despite having
been the Secretary of Lewisham’s LGC
for the past two years I must say that my
level of knowledge of what is happening
on other LGCs is very limited. I would
therefore like to open up the debate by
describing what has been going on in
Lewisham and where we stand at the
present in the hope that it will encourage

comrades from other areas to do the
same.

Unashamedly Introspective

Since the election in May 1982 when
the Left took all the major positions on
our LGC, we have been unashamedly
introspective in the changes we have pur-
sued. Encouraged by a number of Left
comrades who had been elected to the
new Labour Group, we saw our main role
as closing thé immense gulf that existed
between the Group and the Parties by
encouraging Party members to take a
more active interest in local government
affairs rather than leaving them entirely
to the Councillors and by pushing the
Group members to pay greater heed to
the wishes of the Parties.

In the time since our election a
number of important structural changes
have occurred including making Group
meetings open to all Labour Party memb-
ers in Lewisham; having 6 LGC reps on
the Group Policy Committee, co-opting
LGC reps onto various Council Commit-
tees, having joint LGC/Group meetings
once a quarter; receiving regular written
and verbal reports from every Council
Committee Chair. It has also been recent-
ly agreed that the LGC reps will attend
the Group AGM with full voting rights in
the election of all the Committee Chairs,

Group Officers and the Leader and Dep-
uty Leader. All this has ensured a greater
degree of contact between the Group and
the rest of the membership and there can
be no doubt that there is now a much
higher level of interest in the Council’s
activities and the Group are much more
prepared to listen to our views.

Anti-Cuts Campaign

As the internal position has improved
we have very recently been able to put
our energies into developing a more
external approach for the LGC. The first
aspect of that has been the setting up of a
LGC/Group working party to co-ordinate
the anti-cuts campaign in Lewisham. I
understand that there are other LGCs
who have gone much further down the
line of developing a more campaigning
structure and [ would be very interested
to hear more of their ideas.

One idea that I would like to float is
that whilst [ have very much welcomed
the development of the ALA I think that
it would benefit from having in attend-
ance one representative from each of the
relevant LGCs.

Martyn Day
(Secretary, Lewisham Local
Government Committee)
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The Marxes’ London and ours

IN 1878 Wilhelm Liebknecht the German soc
ialist who had spent many years alongside Marx
in London as a fellow exile, returned after a gap
of 16 years. ‘Streets gone, sections disappeared
— new streets, new buildings,” and the general
aspect so changed that in a place where I form-
erely could have found my way blindfold I had
to take refuge in a cab in order to get to my
near goal’.

Liebknecht’s remarks emphasis the speed
with which London’s landscape was changing a
process that continues today. Marx himself
lived in London from 1849 to 1883 and of the
four houses and flats in which he lived for any
length of time we are relatively fortunate in
that half of them have survived.

28 Dean Street now bears a GLC plaque,
but the rooms where the family stayed are
above an expensive restaurant and therefore
rather inaccessible. 9 Grafton Terrace, where
the Marxes lived from 1856-64, are still there
whereas 1 Modena Villas (1864-1875) are now
The Grange flats. Finally, there is 41 Maitland
Park Road (1875-1883) which was bombed in
the war and subsequently demolished. Other
places associated with Marx, such as the British
Museum and Hampstead Heath, are of course
intact.

Generally, however, it is the monuments
buildings and statues of our rulers which best
survive the ravages of time. Think of the furore
if a property developer tried to bulldoze
Nelson’s column. on the other hand places
associated with the Chartists, the Owenites and
other British labour organisations are continual-
ly being destroyed. Future schemes promise
more vandalism_such as the closure of Maryle-
bone Station and the Hay’s Wharf site project.

‘The People’s London’

Two points should be made. First of all. the

Eleanor Marx

Showing the homeless an

‘NEXT’ — ‘a door to a new future’ is a
squat in a disused office-factory just
around the corner from the ‘Crisis at
Christmas’ which was this year in a GLC
warehouse in Vauxhall.

The building, empty for five yvears, was
opened on 29ih Dec. by activists from
the former Squat Against Sales Campaign
of the London Squatters Union to show
the squatting alternative to the thousands
of homeless people who are shunted
between the street and hostels.

CONTROL!

As soon as Next leaflets were given out
people rolled up. It was explained to
them that ‘Next’ was not the Sally-Army,
not a hostel, not a place where you had

quatting

to do what someone else told you but a
squat — CONTROLLED BY US (YOU).
The idea got through. New arrivals gave
out lots of leaflets and held meetings to
run the building,

CRISIS IN CRISIS

Some individuals from Crisis at Christmas
around the corner (which was closing at
the end of the Christmas period) were
very helpful and provided lots of
mattresses and blankets. However the
charity group in charge preferred to
dump excess food in the river rather than
give it to ‘NEXT’, on the grounds that
either ‘Next’ was not a recognised charity
or the food was past its shelf date life
(like most food at hostels!)!

labour movement must do more to commemor-
ate its own history — whether it be leaders,
demonstrations. or members of the rank.and
file. Not in a spirit of antiquarianism but as a
reminder of the very different tradition of
London history the people’s London’ —
which is all too often forgotten.

Secondly, there is the whole question of the
preservation of the past. Within London itself
this comes back once again to the present gov
ernment’s proposed abolition of the GLC, Asa
part of this plan the GLC’s Historic Buildings
Division is to be disbanded and the responsibil-
ity for the capital’s historic buildings transfer-
red to the London boroughs, It will also
presumably be the end of that prodigious pub-
lishing achievement The Survey of London, the
forty-second volume of which has just been
issued.

However, the boroughs will lack the sort of
expertise which the Historic Buildings Division
has accumulated over the years. and quite prob
ably the power or inclination too to stand up to
those interested only in ‘A London Fit for
Property Developers’.

An integral part of socialism is the desire
that we should take control of our own
environment, that human need should come
before private profit. The government’s plans in
this area provide another good reason why we
must fight against the proposed abolition of the
GLC.

EEFEEERRREFARER

The Marx Memorial Library is housed at
37A Clerkenwell Green in a building which was
once z radical workingmen’s club and a socialist
printing press. The Library has a collection of
over 100,000 books, pamphlets and periodicals.

Andrew Davies
(Librarian, Marx Memorial Library)

alternative

LEARNING

Although initially things went quite well
some problems developed, which were
not surprising given the situation.

Someone, presumably connected with
a scrap-dealers, stole the aluminium floor
in the main room and meddled with the
electricity; and there were one or two
fights.

The venture however is carrying on.
Many ‘dossers’ have now seen there is an
alternative to the degradation of hostels
and railway arches and a number have
moved out to open squats of their own.

Something has been learned, by those
who most need to learn.
Piers Corbyn (Bermondsey CLP)
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Horror of

‘NUCLEAR WINTER

E.v‘_an a ‘limited’ nuclear war involving 1% of the world’s bombs would generate so much dust and debris from firestorms in forests and
cities that the resulting reduction in sunlight would cause a ‘nuclear winter’ of Siberian severity over the Northern hemisphere.

In these months the noonday sun
would be no brighter than the moon and
temperatures would stay at —25°C except
on narrow coastal strips, according to
recent studies. The sea would not freeze
s0 a2 new ice age would not develop.

EXTINCTION

However considerable cooling of the
lower atmosphere — which would extend
well into the Southern Hemisphere in the
| case of a ‘standard’ (5,000 megaton) war
in the Northern hemisphere — would last
at least 6 months, or possibly years
according to some estimates.
This alone would spell the end through
| freezing and starvation of most plants,
agriculture, animals and human life in the
northern hemisphere.

NUCLEAR SUMMER

Worse would come in a fen-year world-
wide ‘nuclear summer’ of intense ultra-
violet sunshine which would follow when
the dust settles. This would be caused by
the destruction of roughly half the ozone
layer which at present filters out ultra-
violet sunlight. This would be worst in
the northern hemisphere where the
bombs are assumed to fall but air mixing
over years would seriously deplete ozone
levels in the south too.

This ‘summer would cause severe
sunburn within minutes of exposure and
blindness over a larger period. Animals so
blinded would die within weeks due to
accidents.

The studies by Carl Sagan and others in
America and other countries which give
these predictions also show that radio-
active fallout from a nuclear war would
be more severe than hitherto imagined.

The conclusion? A nuclear war would
end most species of life on earth includ-
ing quite possibly. the human race -
leaving a world of fish, grass and insects.

THE CHOICE
Mankind’s historic choice between
‘parbarism or socialism’, as posed by

Trotsky, is now a gross understatement.
The choice is world destruction or the

SCUSE ME -IS
THIS WHERE
WE GET THE
BUS-TO

ARMAGEDDON

creation of a new world without war, a
world working in essential harmony with
itself — in socialist harmony.

WAR CAUSES BOMBS

This may sound idealistic and difficult to
grasp, butitis THE CHOICE. The question

is not just one of nuclear weapons
because as long as there are wars there
will be nuclear weapons. Nuclear weapons
are not the cause of war, war is the cause |
of nuclear weapons,

The nuclear threat is concentrating |
people’s minds on the possible end of the
world. Early ‘options’ like suicide are
seriously contemplated in public by
some. Many are beginning to see the real
choice before us, but the choice will not
be taken unless it is posed. We now have
to show people the choice and start to
imagine, make and work towards the
future we want

Piers Corbyn
(Bermondsey CLP)



During the 200 years of capitalist domin-
ance, and even more so in the last 40
years, there has been an unprecedented
assault on all aspects of the human and
natural environment. There is therefore
a pressing need for cooperation and cross-
fertilisation between the labour/socialist
and environmentalist movements (*“Reds”
and “Greens™).

So far, examples of successful coopera-
tion are rare. Perhaps the outstanding
recent example is the campaign against
sea dumping of radioactive waste.

After a long struggle by Greenpeace,
involving members risking life and limb
to stop sea-dumping, the London Dump-
ing Convention called for a 2-vear halt
while a scientific review was carried out.

A few months later, the UK Atomic
Energy Authority chartered the “*Atlantic
Fisher” to dump 3,900 tonnes of waste
from 11 July 1983. However in June,
the NUS, TGWU and ASLEF jointly
agreed “not to handle or transport any
waste by road, rail or sea scheduled for
sea dumping.,” Within a few days, nine
seafarers refused to sign articles on the
Atlantic Fisher and sea dumping had
stopped,

Working out alternative plans of
production for “‘defence™ industries is
another example of useful cooperation,
but in general, the performance of the
trade unions, Labour Party and of the
Marxist factions within the labour move-
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REDS &GREENS UNITE!

ment has been pathetic.

TOKENISM

The LP has adopted certain fashion-
able positions in a token manner, while
maintaining wrong, even dangerous, ideas
on other issues (e.g. new technology,
nuclear power).

Some TU’s are doing good work on
toxic schemicals (e.g. GMBU) but most
display less devotion to the health of
their members and the welfare of the
environment than they do to their mem-
bers’ pay!

Revolutionary socialists have little to
say on either working or living environ-
ments, The only group which ever did
anything was IS (SWP). They raised the
issue of the hazards of work over 12 years
ago and actually brought out a pamphlet
on science in 1977, They have done little
since.

Socialist scientists are generally active in
particular campaigns, and there is actually a
group organising socialist environmentalists or
“ureen reds” — SERA (the Socialist Environ-
mental Resources Association).

Last November, SERA held a conference
{Socialism and the Green Movement) jointly
with Green CND to discuss how Greens and
Reds could work together. 100-150 partici-
pants attended but therc were almost none
who were not alreedy involved in some en-
vironmental activity, Though all the *‘reds”
were “green” quite a few of the “greens”
weren’t “red” (including some Ecology Party

members and Young Liberals).
REFORMISM

Disturbingly. many “grecns” identified
“socialism™ with the Labour leadership, nation-
alisation and unplanned economic growth. To
this, the *‘reds” counterposed mof the revolu-
tionary critique of capitulism and reformism
that Marxists put forward but various milk-and-
water solutions, such as “popular planning”,
decentralisation and workers' co-aps.

Many discussions were disappointing, as
articulate hobby-horse riders dominated ill-
organised workshops. The rejection of capit-
alist life-styles did not extend to the rejection
of machismo, as sexism prevailed. Some usetul
results emerged though, with the suggestion
that a campaign to stop transport of nuclear
waste be pushed forward. The nced for a soc-
ilist energy policy was also argued.

Overall, though, the conference was testi-
mony to the failure of the revolutionary
socialist movement to go bevond the contines
of socialist activity as defined by reformist
leaderships.

Les Hearn
(Science Editor of Socialist Organiser)

Science Briefing welcomes contributors, letters
and suggestions on any science-related topic
you want to air or have demystified.

Contact: Piers Corbyn, Science Briefing,
55 Innis House, East St, London SE17. Tel.
701 5691.

SUPPORT G.LC. ANTI-RACIST YEAR!

The GLC’s Anti-Racist Year has the full and une-
quivocal support of all our communities. It has
been a long time coming. But the fact that it has at
last arrived, is an important event that must be
made to mark a turning point in our struggle for
justice and an end to discrimination born of fear
and hatred.

The Labour GLC is mounting a massive
publicity campaign to place the central issues of
racism in our society at the top of the agenda. It is
important that the Labour Party is in the thick of
this campaign and is leading rather than tail-
ending a County Hall oriented public relations ex-
ercise.

NO NEWS

The campaign must not only be led by the Labour
Party but be seen (o be led by the party. It must be
a campaign too which draws its strength from
campaigns which are locally organised by CLPs,
Trade Union branches, Women’s sections,
Young Socialists, Coops, elc. The campaign musl
not overlook that there are a large number of
Afro-Caribbean, Asian and other ethnic
organisations which have evolved over the vears
whose aims, ethos and philosophy is not that dil-
ferent from socialism in the broader definition of
the term.

We must ensure too that the jobs issue 1s kept

in the lorefront ol the campaign. And that the
Labour authorities, trade union and co-op
organisations examine whether the communiries
they serve are properly reflected in the composi-
tn of their own staff, workforce and ad-
ministration.

MONITORING UNIT

The Labour Party should have a monitoring unit
to check on progress in the sectors we control, or,
dre supposed to control in the recruitment and ad-
vancement of staff from the ethnic communities
— whether this be in L.ondon Transport, the |.on-
don Enterprise Board or the many units that have
been formed in many of London’'s Labour con-
trolled Boroughs.

We mus! keep a careful waich on progress
which has been very slow up to now in disinvest-
ment and disassociation rom the companies, in-
stitutions and banks which give succour to the
racisl regime of South Africa.

We dare not ignore the central role of the
cthnic press in pioncering anti-racism in this
country al a great cost to themselves. Both
“young™ and not *‘toa young’ ethnic press have
been struggiing against the odds, supporting the
Labour Party through thick and thin and today
expect all the support which they so rightly
deserve. We must not let them down.

POSITIVE DISCRIMINATION

But our concern must begin with aur own party
— the Lahouy Party, We expect 10 see the resulls
of positive discrimination in the Labour Parry,
trade unions and co-ops this vear, 1984. We do
expect to see black candidates not just on the
panels for token and cosmetic effects but right ful-
ly representing the hroad spread and support
within the party

The days of Uncle Toms and fakes are aver,
The ethnic communities are here to stay. They ex-
pect and demand their equal rights within the par-
tv of their choice and the trade unions af their
choosing.

The GLC's Anti-Racist campaign can become
a beacon of hope for all our communities. We
musi make sure that the well meaning rhetoric is
now translated inta action. Time is not on our
side. With the threat of abolition of the GLC, our
communities musl rallv round the Labour GLC in
its hour of need. Together we must halt this
massive assault on Londoner’s democratic rights
and chase away his Orwellian spectre of 1984!

Vidya Anand, Chair, Ethnic
Minorities Working Party, Greater
London Labour Party — Ilford
South CLP
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Dagenham Witch-hunt? What

nonsense.

Dear Comrade

DURING my membership of the Dagenham
CLP, which includes nearly 235 years as Secre-
tary and Chairman, no member has been expel-
led from our Party. Even when the NEC was
discussing expelling Militant supporters, it was
generally accepted (although we strongly dis-
agreed with them) that we would not expel our
few, so it is hardly likely that we would start
with Charlie Baker.

His commen: that we are trying to reduce
our membership shows a surprising lack of
knowledge of our activities — or part of a delib-
erate attempt to denigrate the Dagenham Party.
For the last 12 months we have been actively
canvassing the Constituency. In view of the
Election result, it is a good job that we did.

One of our members accused Charlie Baker
of an ‘uncomradely act’. Inasmuch as he (Charl-
ie) sent a cutting, to a local newspaper, of a
letter published in the Hackney Gazette, which
attacked the member for alleged activities
during the course of his work in Hackney, when
employed by the Hackney Borough Council. It
is as well to know that the Hackney Gazette
published three letters — one against our
apgrieved member and two strongly supporting
him. but Charlie only sent one — the one
against. He did not send the cutting in his offi-
cial capacity with the ‘Cuts Campaign’, the
cutting had a few words on top, “Can you use
this”, signed Charlie Baker.

It is true that the note calling the Special
Executive Committee meeting to discuss the
complaint was not as specific as it should have
been, Charlie Baker was well aware of what the
meeting .was about, as prior to the meeting he
had discussed, with some of his friends, tactics
to be used when the accusation against him was
to be made. In any case, at the meeting, Charlie
did not deny sending the cutting. To talk about
a ‘Kangaroo Court’ is laughable, when Charlie,
and every other Committee member, participat-
ed at length in questions and discussion.

When the two “antagonists’ left the room, a
motion to expel was moved. but. on my advice,
only two members supported. A further motion
was moved that Charlie be asked to apologise
and that I should ask him not to fight his batt-
les in an unfriendly press, but try and keep it
within the Party. There was certainly no
mention of censoring anything he wrote, by
Councillors (what a quaint idea) or by anyone
else. That is just a figment of his imagination.

When Charlie returned. I asked him whether
he accepted the proposals agreed by the Execu-
tive Committee. He said that he did accept (it is
true that his accuser did not accept his apology)
and that, as far as the Committee was concern-
ed. was the end of the matter. However, to my
surprise, Charlie approached me, after the end
of the meeting. and handed mc a note — *1
herewith resign from the Dagenham CLP™,
signed Charlie Baker. Incidentally. nothing ab-
out pending an enquiry. as he stated in his
Briefing article

In view of the various reports and in fairness
to the Dagenham CLP, T felt that the facts
ought to be made known.

Harry Kay

Chairman, Dagenham CLP

Change of Heart?

Dear Comrade,
MARTYN Day’s “Everyday story of the Lab-

our Left” made sad reading: sad because on all -

the precedents his experience is inevitable. Yet
must it always be so?

He wrote of the painful awakening of yet
another generation of committed socialist ideal-
ists to an absolute and apparently eternal real-
ity — that purity of principle is maintained in
full innocence (and usually some arrogance!)
only by those without power. while those who
have taken power will inevitably see at least
some issues at least some of the time through
different eves.

This isn’t ¢ynicism, it’s fact. “Out-of-touch
idealists who don’t know what it’s all about™
have always stood opposite “Corrupted back-
sliders who've sold out to the establishment”
in mutual condemnation.

But isn’t it the truth that the way forward
doesn’t in the end come entirely from one side
or the other alone, but through their inter-
action? Both elements will inevitably exist, and
rather than seeking to eliminate each other
verbally or tactically, we could more positively
recognise and even welcome the tension
between them as a creative force for discussion.
learning and growth. Convictions may at times
be changed, whether by force of argument or
by the sharing of a leap of imagination. or
sometimes there may be — dread word? — com-
promise. For some, on some issues, there may
never be any resolution, but by and large this is
how life in general progresses, enriched by
expanded experience and understanding.

This reality makes it essential to look at the
ways in which we express political attitudes,
particularly in discussion with each other. Our
political beliefs are associated with the need to
attain power, but should not arise from a desire
for power for its own sake. They have a moral
basis. Therefore they must reflect, and be
reflected in. the way we behave through the
whole spectrum of life from the personal to the
public. In the context of political discussion,
this means open-mindedness and toleration —
both listening to unfamiliar ideas and hearing
the anxieties which can lie behind their
rejection.

As no more than a semi-activist myself, I
have nevertheless seen others of my politiecal
generation — more prominent and therefore
more vulnerable — suffering from slashing
attacks on their integrity by some of those who
are now experiencing the turning of the wheel
themselves. Can we at last break the cycle and
speak with each other in a comradely spirit? It
would be good if those who presently hold the
torch of political inspiration on the sidelines
could try to light the way for thase with power
and practical responsibility. rather than inciner-
ate them in flamethrowing attacks of searing
condemnation!

Jane Pepper
(Lewisham East CLP)

DEFENDING
IRISH UNITY ?

Motion passed by the Greater London
Council on December 20, 1983, with the
unanimous support of the Labour Group:

““That the sitting be suspended until
2.55pm in order to place on record the
deep outrage felt by the Council at the
cowardly and unprovoked bombing out-
side Harrods, as part of the continuing at-
tack upon London and Londoners by the
Provisional TRA; the Council’s condem-
nation of the Provisional IRA and their
political apologists; the Council’s praise
for the police and emergency services for
their rescue work; and to urge all Lon-
doners to co-operate with the
Metropolitan Police in helping to bring the
criminals to justcie.”

Our pages are open to any GLC Coun-
cillor who wishes to explain the Labour
Group's support for this motion.

THANKS TO OUR PRINTERS

Many thanks from Briefing to Phyll and
Bernie of Wermnham Printers for their very
generous donation of a bottle of whisky
and a bottle of vodka as prizes in our
raffle at the Briefing Xmas Social. They
were very much appreciated especially
by the two winners!
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MENTAL ILLNESS

BREAKING
THE SILENCE

What is mental illness or mental ill health, and what are its causes? Some would say that there is no such thing and that it is a concept
used by society to ‘normalise’ individuals and control social and political dissident behaviour. Others would say that mental illness is
not an individual problem but is a product of the type of society we live in. It occurs when people can’t ‘cope’ with the pressures
exerted on them by some socially determined force. A third view is that mental illness has a biochemical cause, ie a malfunction or an
infection in the brain. The probability is that each of these views has validity in particular cases, since mental ill health is not just one
illness, but is a symptom of many individual, social and political problems, which are often difficult to distinguish between.

What is certain, is that there are many individuals who at certain points in their lives will have ‘special needs’ and will require a
great deal of care and support, and in some cases medijkal treatment. At the moment, a large burden of the responsibility for providing
this support falls upon the nuclear family, but is that the best structure? In my view, the structure of the nuclear family coniributes to
mental ill health and that because of the strong emotional ties that exist in the nuclear family, care within that structure can often
exacerbate the problem. Also in many cases, the nuclear family cannot cope with providing the support.

At present, for the large majority of people, the only alternative *care’ is within a mental institution. ‘Care’ in this case usually
means control and containment by drugs and ECT, with little prospect of therapy or rehabilitation.

No-one could defend these inhumane institutions and indeed, at the moment, plans are being drawn up to run many of them
down and replace them with community care. Unfortunately, however, in a climate of cuts in health service and local government
provision many authorities seem to view this as a way of making savings. In fact, real community care will require enormous resources
without which the burden will once again be thrown back onto the nuclear family. Community care in this context means little more
than dumping people back into the community.

So how should we be providing this care and support? In what ways does society contribute to mental ill health? Despite the
fact that almost everyone will experience mental illness, either directly or indirectly, at some point in their life, it is still an issue on
which there is a great deal of ignorance and which is treated with shame and embarrassment, not least by the Left. But the reasons for
and consequences of mental ill health are political issues. We hope to stimulate a discussion on this issue by printing below some
personal experiences and views. Juwe Stockten,

Women-supporting each other for change

1 in 6 women and 1 in 12 men find themselves at some point in their lives in a psychiatric hospital. In other words, experiences like
these expressed in these quotes are not unusual, and they clearly have something to do with the position in society of those who have
them (the figure for black women is even more telling — it is 1 in 4). But what the significance of ‘madness’ might be, or how society
treats those of us who become ‘mad’, is still not part of any kind of political debate. The growing interest in all kinds of therapies
confines itself to dealing with forms of neurotic contradiction that are well within the bounds of the ‘normal’.

Until recently the women’s movement

shied away from breaking the silence
surrounding mental illness, but a group
of women have begun to organise to
change this. Many women are coming
to the conclusion that not only are we
more ‘at risk’ as women and suffer from
sexist attitudes embedded in the psychia-
tric profession, but that the experiences
of *‘madness’ itself has something to teach
us and needs to be explored.

CATCH 22

Why are twice as many women as men
admitted into mental hospitals? A double
standard of mental health imposes a
Catch 22 on women. American psycholog-

ist Phyllis Chesler in her book ‘Women
and Madness’ remarked: ‘Most. . . women
who are psychiatrically labelled . . . may
be deeply unhappy, self-destructive, econ-
omically powerless, and sexually impotent
— but as women they’re supposed to be.’
The characteristics of ‘normal’ feminity
as defined in standard psychological
tests are remarkably similar to those of
depression — unassertiveness, passivity
and introversion. It seems that a tendency
to become ‘mentally ill’ is part of our
feminine role. On the other hand, women
who show ‘masculine’ characteristics and
step outside that role are quite likely to
have the epithet ‘crazy’ flung at them to

(CONTINUED OVER)

I lost a stone in four days and looked
like a ghost. Part of me was functioning
on automatic pilot, but the rest of me
was down there desperately fighting for
my existence.’

‘When [ am depressed all my energy
goes into just getting through the bare
routine essentials. Sametimes I am totally
immobilised.’

‘For two months I was convinced that
everyrhing that went on around me was
a joke at my expense. Everyone was in a
secret I could not share; I was an exile
from the human race.’
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push them back into line. Both feminity
and the lack of it are definable as mad

according to masculine standards of
mental health. Catch 22.

Perfectly healthy behaviour in women,
such as lesbianism, assertive heterosexual-
ity, or openly-expressed anger are often
defined as ‘mad’. Psychiatry at an early
stage manufactured labels such as
‘hysteria’ or ‘nymphomania’ to explain

-behaviour which would be quite accept-

able in men. The post-war tendency to
medicalize emotional problems such as
‘depression” has had a particularly
destructive effect on women. GPs are
far more likely to give a psychological
diagnosis for women’s complaints than
for their male patients, who are more
frequently given physiological diagnoses.
‘Endogenous” depression — supposedly of
an internal, biochemical origin — is diag-
nosed far more frequently in women
than in men. The implication — as in the
classic diagnosis of “hysteria’ — is that we
are biologically unstable.

‘MAD’ NOT ‘BAD’!

Female criminal behaviour is more likely
to be defined as ‘mad’ than ‘bad’; Hollo-
way is at the top of the list of prisons in
Fngland for handing out tranquillisers
and anti-depressants. Girls who ‘act up’

Continued from previous page
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are taken into care or put under psychia-
tric treatment more often than are
delinquent boys. (Girls do not really
rebel — they are only sick). The fact
is that men have a much greater range
of acceptable behaviour open to them,
either within or outside of their tradit-
ional masculine roles.

Mental health legisiation leaves women
in an extremely vulnerable position.
Under Section 136 of the 1959 Mental
Health Act, any person who appears to
be suffering from a mental disorder in
a public place may in certain circum-
stances be detained by a police officer
and taken to a place of safety for a period
not exceeding 72 hours. This gives police
more powers than social workers (who
cannot remove anyone to a hospital
without a doctor’s permission) and
leaves the person picked up with no
rights at all. Another section of the
Act gives closest relatives — husband,
male cohabitee after six months, parents
_ the power to approach a social worker
or doctor to get a woman hospitalised.
A woman has no legal protection against
her family, husband/cohabitee, social
workers., doctors or psychiatrists. She
cannot even appoint a friend to be next
of kin.

The aura of esoteric knowledge and
power surrounding the medical pro-

fession and the dependent ‘patient’
role it engenders is even more dangerous
in psychiatric than in physical medicine.
Psychiatric treatment still relies almost
exclusively on the use of psychotropic
drugs and electro-convulsive treatment
(ECT). Many women are left with the
added problems of conguering drug
dependence and coping with the side-
effects of these drugs — effects which
are sometimes debilitating (one com-
monly-used anti-depressant can cause
Parkinson’s disease) but very little under-
stood. The fact that most psychiatrists
are men and most patients are women
reinforces and rteflects our dependent
social position; but even outside these
ratios, psychiatry as such tends to induce
and maintain dependence rather than
encourage self-help.

WOMEN ARE ORGANISING

A day school on ‘Women and Mental
Health® held recently in Sheffield
produced four proposals: refuges or
crisis centres for women in desperate
need of understanding support being set
up as an alternative to psychiatric hospit-
als; women and mental health groups
being formed to campaign to increase
awareness of the issue and to support one
another; the collective writing of a
book on our experiences; and the expos-
ure of certain particularly destructive
psychiatric practices and practitioners.
Two all-London meetings have been held
so far to discuss and begin to implement
these proposals, Support groups have
been set up in all areas of London,
there are plans for a newsletter, and the
group is approaching several organisations
for financial support to set up crisis
centres.
The response to the meetings indicates
a growing feeling that ‘mental illness’ is
more than a personal, private problem;
but our discussions and the fact that this
article, for example, is littered with
quotation marks, reflects our lack of
vocabulary to explore it. It will not be
the first time that the women’s move-
ment has unearthed and attempted to
understand hidden and nameless aspects
of our experience. Many of us are unwill-
ing now to bury and hide periods of our
lives which, although painful, taught us
something of value; others are unwilling
to unguestioningly pay the constant
price exacted for being ‘coping’, ‘adjusted’
women. We know that sanity and insan-
ity are points on a vast and constantly
shifting spectrum, that we are vulnerable,
and that accepting and understanding
times of disorientation, loss of control,
and emotional crisis is part of confront-
ing our oppression.
Celia Holt
Women and Mental Health Group

Women and Mental Health can be contacted at
Box 21, Sisterwrite, 190 Upper Street, London
N1. Support Groups in North London, Hackney,
South London, West London. Also sub-groups
on Drugs and Transquilisers, Women and
Alcohol, Women and Writing. For details,
contact above address.

Donations are welcome and can be paid into
National Wesiminster Bank, A/C number
27409767, branch number 60-22-08.
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A SGREAM OF RAGE

Twelve years ago, when I was 22, I spent six months in a mental hospital. Statistically my chances of being there were high, one i_n six
women, compared to 1 in 12 men will spend time in such a place, and the proportion of werking class women to do so is far higher
than that of middle class women. For Black women it is higher still,

I was there because of an attempted sui-
cide. I took 50 headache pills during a se-
vere depression. I had dropped out of tea-
cher training college, unable to accept the
middle class bias of the education system,
and unable to cope with relationships. I
was withdrawn, anxious, guilt ridden and
angry at the injustice of the world. I had
tried to express my anger by joining a
Trotskyist group, but was soon expelled
as an ‘anarchist’. There was nowhere else
to turn, so | decided to opt out. A failed
suicide attempt is usually termed ‘a cry
for help’. I think it would be better des-
cribed as ‘a scream of rage’, but neverthe-
less, the system feels obliged to offer
something, The first ‘help’ I experienced
was to have a length of rubber tubing for-
ced down my throat and water poured
down it to wash me out. It is one of the
most degrading things that can be done
to anyone, and I suspect that it might be
possible to find more humane ways to
neutralise an overdose, that this primi-
tive and brutal treatment is meant as a
deterrent. That was certainly the feeling
I got from the staff who carried it out.

EXPERIENCE OF A
PSYCHIATRIC HOSPITAL

Arriving in the psychiatric hospital, I was
kept in nightclothes for several weeks, al-
though 1 was a voluntary patient, until
the doctor deemed it was safe to let me
get dressed, I was put on Valium and bar-
biturates, the latter of which I saved up
for a second atte but took them be-
fore 1 had enough to do any serious harm.
I was told on myv weekly 15 minute inter-
view with the chiatrist that 1 would
have E.C.T. trea . I didn’t want it —
most psychiatric i . however de-
hock treatment

pressed, resist the i S
— it is too remin of brainwashing.
However unhappy vou are, you dan't

want your brain tampered with, But I was
told that if I wouldn’t accept the treat-
ment, I could go home — despite the fact
that 1 had now attempred suicide twice,
and was terrified of being sent out to
cope alone.

I gave in eventually and had six treat-
ments of ECT. I still believe, whatever [
read about the wonderful mood improve-
ments that are said to result from it, that
the effect is somewhat similar to being hit
over the head with a ten-pound hammer
— it disorientates you, makes you forget,
at least temporarily, the problems that
brought vou there, and makes you more

ADVERT FROM THE BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL

inclined to listen to the experts. It also
discourages you from getting inside a
mental hospital again, What it cannot do
is improve your self-respect, help you to
deal with your problems, to understand
vourself better, or put you on the road to
recovery. It encourages a feeling of help-
lessness and victimisation. Many women
there were returning for their fourth or
fifth dose of shock treatment — once out
in the world again, still taking the pills,
they were no better able to cope than
they had been before — but now they
knew what to do when the pressure got
too much.

A PLACE OF REFUGE?

It says a lot for the misery of a house-
wife’s existence that a mental hospital

is seen as a place of refuge. It was a
dreary place, ill-provided with financial
resources compared to the general hospi-
tal next door, so that the food was in-
ferior, the occupational therapy almost
non-existent, and the nurses and doctors
too busy to spend any time talking to the
patients. The only counselling and sup-
port we got was from each other — the
weekly interview with the consultant was
scarcely enough to check on the effects
of the treatment and prescribe a new pill.
It is a disgrace that, while depression is
considered to be an illness like any other,
people suffering from it are given treat-
ment far inferior to that in ordinary hos-
pitals. The patients are well aware that
they are being trecated as ‘loonies’, who
wouldn’t notice what they are eating, and
don’t deserve any better in any case.

(CONTINUED OVER)
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PSYCHOTHERAPY

ut of the cuckoo’s nest?

Three years ago, being generally depressed and depressed in particular with having a degree and no job, I went as a voluntary patient
into what was called a psychotherapeutic unit. Great, I thought! No bars on the windows or locked wards. No drugs which suppress
the symptoms without getting to the root causes and often leave those taking them in a zombie-like state. The doctors and patients
calling each other by their first names and thus breaking down the barrier between those prescribing and those receiving treatment
and, most attractive of all, patients and staff making decisions together about the running of the unit. If nothing else, it would be a
chance to rest and reflect in reasonably congenial surroundings.

My disillusionment was swift! The
unit was in fact the former nurses home
of one of the vast Victorian warehouses for
the unwanted which pass as mental
hospitals. From this there arose all the
problems of living in an institution.
Firebells would go off at all hours of
the day and night. Staff from other
parts of the hospital would wander into
peoples’ rooms without knocking. The
budget for food was hopelessly inadequ-
ate, which meant there were only two
meals a day and one went without a
proper breakfast. A sick social worker
was not replaced which meant that
those unable to cope with the humiliat-
ing hassle got no social security. How
people unable to successfully live on
their own or in a family were able to
bear up under the added pressures of
being institutionalised wasn’t explained,

A small amount of necessary work
cooking, cleaning etc. was considered part
of the therapeutic process. For this
patients were paid the princely sum of
£3 per week. Out of this one was expect-
ed to pay back £1 for the provision of

extras. These extras included fresh meat!

TREATMENT BASED ON INSULT

It soon became clear that treatmentdidn’t
take the form of understanding, care
and sound advice on how to deal with
the numerous problems which destroy
people as human beings in a capitalist
society, but was based on insult, making
those who felt inadequate feel even more
so. Patients were told that they were
clueless and lazy, that the unit wasa doss
house and that it was costing the state
£200 a week to keep them there. When I
criticised this I was denounced as an
infantile utopian socialist and told to get
off my soap box. When I suggested that
we write to Ken Livingstone about the
inadequacies in the functioning of the
unit, the chief psychiatrist, a man whose
income from the NHS was by no means
modest, said that he would like to urinate
on Ken Livingstone!

When I expressed my feeling that the
cause of my depression was unemploy-
ment and poverty I was told that my

problem was that I was greedy. I was
even informed | had devouring eyes!

All this springs from the accepted
psychiatric ‘wisdom’ that mental illness is
the product of organic malfunction or
individual failing and has no social or
economic causes. On this basis the aim of
treatment is to make the individual con-
form to and function within the prevailing
socio-economic conditions. That the
social structure itself may be based on an
irrational premise (the profit motive) is
never considered. Political commitment,
particularly socialist political commit-
ment, is seen as symptomatic of mental
disorder.

For those who would not conform to
this view the sanction was discharge from
the unit, ie. returning him/her to the
conditions which brought them there in
the first place. However, it was rumoured
that the chief psychiatrist kept about his
person the papers necessary for the com-
mitment of difficult patients to locked
wards.

Continued on next page

A SCREA

Eventually, I got myself out, and no longer
challenged the system. I got married, had chil-
dren, and kept my thoughts well away from
danger areas like politics. I couldn’t risk get-
ting depressed again. I was forced to lie on my
job applications — the only time I told the
truth it cost me the job. A whole part of my
life was taboa, because people became uncom-
fortable if I tried to talk about it. I was afraid
— 1 steered a safe middle-course, away from
highs or lows of feeling — I couldn’t trust my-
self. Only after years of security and stability
in married life, have 1 been able to begin to try
again, to explore the darker regions, to try to
become a whole person, with the help of the
Women's Therapy Cenire, and a therapist at my
local Child Guidance Centre. At last I am able
to see that I am not alone — that millions of
women suffer from being forced into a sub-
servient role, compounded for Black and work-
ing class women by their low social status and
economic deprivation. It is almost impossible
for a working-class woman to build a positive
self-image and sense of worth — the key to
mental health — when the women she observes
as she is growing up — her role models — are
oppressed, economically dependent, tired and
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disappointed with their lives.

WOMEN AND MENTAL
HEALTH CAMPAIGN

The Women and Mental Health campaign, re-
cently set up, aims to link mental health system
survivors to campaign for a better understand-
ing of why women are so vulnerable to mental
health problems, and to expose the insensitive
treatment usually given to women who cannot
or will not adjust to the role society has forced
them into. We hope 'to set up Crisis centres
where women under stress can receive sympa-
thetic help and understanding, to live through
the crisis in their lives and to use it as a time of
reassessment. We hope to put together the ex-
periences of women who have suffered under
the system into a book, and to show the kind
of injustices perpetrated under Section 136,
which allows for the police to forcibly admit
people to mental hospitals.

This is a whole area which has had little at-
tention, because anyone who has been a mental
patient is reluctant to talk about if, for fear of
losing credibility. Those who say that the men-
tal health system is inhumane are thought of as

(CONTINUED)

paranoid, after all, if they were right in the
head, they wouldn’t have been in there in the
first place. Here is a quote from Nick Heather,
Senior Clinical Psychologist for Tayside Area
Health Authority:

. most patients who get ECT are working
class and will therefore be unused to exercising
their rights and standing up to the medical pro-
fession. Particularly powerless are the lower
working class, the submerged 10% of the popu-
lation which provides the, psychiatric machine
with so much of its human material. To see
large groups of these shuffling, bedraggled, list-
less individuals, stunned and bewildered by
ECT being herded unprotestingly along hospital
corridors is a painful and unforgettable exper-
ience . . . we believe we have made progress,
and we shake our heads in outraged wonder at
the barbarities of previous ages in response to
the poor and wretched. Our progress in this
respect is an illusion. We have merely made pro-
gress in deceiving ourselves. ECT IS A CRIME
AGAINST HUMANITY.’

JAN WALLCRAFT
Hornsey C.L.P.
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GAYS FIGHT

No, you won’t have read it in the ‘Sun’
or the ‘News of the World’. In fact you
won’t have read it at all unless you
read selected Gay papers. In the last
few months these are but some of the
reported events, ie those that have
come to light:

— In Exeter we knmow of 6 Gay men that
have been sent down for charges such as ‘Indec-
ency’ and ‘Attempted buggery’, and so on.
It was widely believed that prosecutions of
Gay men for sex, over the age of 18 had ended
(the male Gay ‘Age-of-consent’ is 21), How-
ever this has now been proved not to be so.

— One 33 year old, who had a relationship with
an 18 year old was sent to prison for 2 years.
Gays in Exeter are so scared that these events
have only come to light through careful reading
of local newspapers by Gay men in London.

— In Earls Court, 25 Gay men have been arrest-
ed for ‘persistently importuning for immoral
purposes’. In fact they were entrapped by
police *agent provocateurs’, dressed in ripped
jeans and leather jackets! Again, due to the
very real threat of losing their jobs through
adverse publicity, most pleaded guilty, essent-
ially accepting that their Gayness is immoral.
Since this was reported in the last ‘Briefing’ a
defence campaign has been drawn up and it has
managed to extract the admission that the
police action s illegal.

— In Notting Hill Gate, police are monitoring
Gay men using the ‘Cottage’ (Public Loo) and
then arresting them. For many isolated Gay men,
and they are in the vast majority, using ‘Cottages’
is their only way of meeting other Gay men.

Police make a big fuss of how Gays bother
other non-Gays. However the amount of
Tesources put in catching these Gay men is
ridiculously high compared to the effort put
into what is a very real problem — that of
sexual violence against women,

In Scotland the Edinburgh Gay Centre has
been raided by police using the local ‘Sex
shops Act’. They took away a leather belt, a
copy of ‘Him’, ‘Gay Scotland’ and a bottle
of poppers, and deemed them all pornographic!
There is now the very real possibility that the

Edinburgh Gay switchboard, attached to the
Centre, will lose its tiny funding from the local
council. In addition all the local pubs and clubs
have been raided using the Scottish equivalent
of the Police Bill, passed a year ago, and the
patrons roughly treated. This Act has also
led to the number of people being arrested for
Gay street offences rising from (incomplete
figures) 3 to over 30 in a year, Incomplete
information from Glasgow says that very similar
things are happening there,

In London, two ex-Labour Campaign for
Gay Rights activists were visited in the early
hours of the morning by police ‘under instruct-
ions from the Home Office’, investigating the
rape of the Brighton boy. in the summer, and
the murder of the two.Scottish girls Maxwell
and Hogg. They were told that they were sus-
pects for all these offences. They were asked
for membership lists of LCGR, which they
refused to give, This is in addition to visits of

NEW THREAT

other places, all by police under similar instruct-
ions investigating the Brighton incident.

This is just the tip of the iceberg. Every week
you hear of some new even more horrendous
story, and with the introduction of the Police
Bill things will hot up even more, But Lesbian
and Gay organisations are not going to collapse
under the weight of repression. Gays in Earls
Court have formed a defence campaign. Ice-
breakers, the NCCL and the Gay Youth Move-
ment are taking up the Exeter cases with the
Home Office and contacting those sent down.
The Scottish Homosexual Rights Group will
fight any prosecutions tooth and nail, Labour
Campaign for Gay Rights and the newly formed
Gays Against the Police Bill will fight all
attempts at intimidation and indeed, all abuses
of police power.

It is the duty of every socialist to support
the slogan ‘an injury to one is an injury to all’,
You can help by contacting either of the
following:

Earls Court Defence Campaign and Gays
Against the Police Bill, ¢jo GALOP, 38 Mount
Pleasant, London WCI (01-278 6215).
London Labour Cumpaign for Gay Rights
Office, 39 Chippenham Road, London W9
2AH (01-286 9692,
National Labour Campaign for (Gay Rights
Office and membership secretary, cjo 21
Devonshire Promenade, Lenton, Nottingham
(0602 780 124).

Paul Lanning

Lesbian/Ga; YS

Labour
Campaign

for Gay Rights

Join us! Individuals from £1.
Affiliate your ward/CLP £5, Y.S. £2.
LCGR National Office,

Gay activists in North Wales, Sheffield, and 21 Devenshire Promenade Nottin%am NG7

Out of the cuckoos NESt? i ror s o

In the mind of the hospital administration
there was some confusion as to whether
patients were villains to be punished or
helpless inadequates to be patronised.
This latter view was reflected in the fact
that the library would never let patients
have more than two books per month. (I
argued and got four.) For whatever
reason patients were not allowed to read
text books on psychiatry and psychology.
Maybe it was thought they would read
Szasz. and start to question the whole
set-up!

Patients who tried to discharge them-
selves were often verbally coerced into
remaining. [ got round this by failing to
report back one Monday (we were

allowed home at weekends). However, a
neighbour who tried to leave one evening
had other patients, who believed every
word the psychiatrists spoke, clinging to
the bonnet of his car to prevent him.

I had hoped for rest and recuperation
and perhaps a chance to share and discuss
my problems with folk in a similar
position. What I got was an affront to my
liberty and dignity as a human being!

A SOCIAL PROBLEM

Faced with a threatened and resource-
starved health service there isa temptation
to merely defend what there is without

questioning what it does and why. Yet to
me the present NHS psyvchotherapy is as
useless for making unhappy, frightened
people whole, happy, self-confident indi-
viduals as is the drug and ECT treatment
which is also available. In planning for a
future socialist health service 1 would
argue that what is called mental illness
should be seen as a social not an individual
problem and that patients should be seen
as subjects, not as objects to be mouided
in conformity with the reactionary views
of a psychiatric elite

Terry Liddle,
Woolwich and Eltham Labour Party
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THE TRANSFER PRICE GAME

1. Take a product like Valium (original price £20 per kilo)

2. Pass it through your subsidiaries, preferably using tax havens.
3. Raise the price substantially at each transfer.

4. But ensure final transaction shows a ‘reasonable profit’

5. Sell your product to the NHS at £370 per kilo

6. Collect 1,850% profit, avoiding DHSS scrutiny cn excessive
profits.
OBJECT: to prove your firm ‘operates and may be expected to
operate against the public interest’ (Monopolies Commission
report on Roche’s actvitities

hal LL TSN

Bt ey,

THE THIRD WORLD GAME

1. Take an untried drug like injectable steroid contraceptives
2. Get ‘consent’ for testing from illiterate or low income groups
3. Usual test groups: 75% black, 25% coloured — no whites

4. If drug works, sell expensively in developed countries

5. If not, or too many side effects, sell to third world

6. If dangerous, do not release test results — hush it up

OBJECT: to maximise profits at lowest possible outlay whilst

maintaining a reputation for high standards of safety

Photomontage by Peter Dunn and Loraine Leeson.

NEXT ISSUE

The next issue of the Streetlife Sup-
plement will be on the theme of political
meetings and political organisation. Is it
possible to make meetings interesting?
Can we organise politically in a non-
hierarchical way? Does the present
structure of the Labour Party alienate
and prevent many of the groups we are
trying to attract such as women, black
people and working class people from

participating? How can we raise the issue
of personal and sexual politics in Labour
Party meetings? What alternative ways are
there to organise?

Contributions on this theme and on
any other issue relevant to personal
politics should be sent to Jane Stockton,
110 Agar Grove, London NW1 by
Saturday 4th February.

STREETLIFE MEETING

The next Streetlife meeting is on Thurs-
day 16tk February, 8pm at County Hall.
All Streetlife Supplement supporters are
welcome!
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UT OF NATO!

by JO RICHARDSON

The Labour Party’s position on NATO is quite clear. Annual Conference has so far rejected calls for withdrawal
from the organisation. As a Party member, and 2 member of the National Executive, I accept that decision; but I am
entitled as an individual to put forward my personal, long-held unease at Britain’s membership.

I am not one of those who say you cannot have a non-nuclear policy whilst remaining a member of NATO. It is
perfectly possible to remain with a conventional arms policy. Canada does, and there is fast-growing support for a

nuclear-free zone in Europe.

My objection is a different and a less
technical one, and it is an objection which
exiends not only to NATO but also to the
Warsaw Pact.

Firstly, I do not believe that the Soviet
Union is intending to invade Britain — or
any other Western country. Their build-up
of nuclear weapons is an indefensible as that
of the Western nations, but it’s based on
fear rather than on expansionism.

Secondly, it could well be that the debate
about NATO and the Warsaw Pact will
become academic, because there has been a
growing alienation of the satellite states of
hoth the United States and the Soviet Union
from the domination of their leaders.
Romania is virtually out of the Warsaw
Pact. Poland could hardly be considered a
reliable ally. Hungary has been distancing
itself for some time from Soviet policy. And
Czechoslovakia's adherence to the Soviet
Union is threatened by underground op-
position. There is dissension even in the Ger-
man Democratic Republic, long held (o be
closest to Kremlin policy.

On the Western side, American reliance
on NATO and on Europe is threatened by
the growth of the peace movemenis.
Although Cruise and Pershing Il missiles are
now being installed, the US was shocked at
the intensity of opposition within a number
of NATO countries to the installation of the
missiles, and thal opposition is growing.
Even the West German Government —

hitherto alwavs a compliant partner — has
not been keen to play along too readily.
There is an unwillingness throughout Euro-
pean NATO countries to increase their con-
tributions to the Alliance; and there are
growing policy differences between the USA
and her European allies — on the Soviet
pipeline, on Central America, on Lebanon,
and on relations with the Third World.

All this could lead to a considerable ero-
sion of NATO and the Warsaw Pact.

LABOUR—TAKE THE POWER!

I want Britain to have a non-nuclear,
non-NATO  defence  policy. Regional
military pacts increase the danger of war,
and cause confrontation. They also increase
the possibility of accident. since there is no
clear line of responsibility.

We have always depended, as a nation,
too much on the United States and latterly
on Reagan, who would use us cynically for
his own ends.
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Anti-Trident
Convention
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There can’t be anyone left who hasn’t heard of
the cruise missiles at Greenham Common. But
what about Britain’s very own Trident nuclear
weapons, which are to be based in Scotland?

Trident could be with us sooner than many
people think. The massive new complex in which
the submarines are to be built is now taking shape
in Barrow-in-Furness. The prototype centre sec-
tion to house the PWR2 reactor (shortly to be
tested at Dounreay) is already on the stocks.

£350 million or more may have been spent on
Trident by mid-1984. And that doesn’t include
the spiralling costs of the special new complex at
Aldermaston where the warheads are being
developed.

One means of stepping up the action will be
the anti-Trident Convention in the Free Trade
Hall, Manchester (which has now been postponed
to Saturday 25th February to avoid a clash with a
trade union conference on Trident on 11
February).

The aim of the Convention is to make Trident
a major issue for the peace movement throughout
Britain, and not just Scotland. In particular, it
will seek to develop a discussion aboul the most
effective forms of campaigning to stop these
weapons.

A major contribution can be made here by the
labour and trade union movemeni. Already ATC
has been using a petition calling on the trade
unions and local authorities (o boycott firms
working on Trident. Rolls-Royce workers at Hill-
ingdon, Glasgow, have successfully refused to
handle work connectad with Trident.

In particular, it may be possible to get action
on Trident from sections of the labour movement
that are hostile to unilateralism. Unions such as
the EETPU (electricians) or the EIS (Scottish
teachers) spring to mind here.

Above all Trident will be a test of the Labour
Party’s ability to act as a campaigning parly —
something which was not very evident in the
build-up to the 22nd October CND demonstra-
tion, despite all the fine words at conference.

Trident is not wanted by the vast majority of
people in Britain. 1t will eat huge recources (at
least £10 billion) which could otherwise be spent
on providing things we really need: jobs, health,
education, housing, and so on.

The potential is there — but will the labour
movement (ake up the challenge?

MARTIN METEYARD (Glasgow
Pollock CLP; Secretary, Anti-
Trident Campaign — in personal
capacity)

* For further details of the convention, contact:

Anrti-Trident Campaign, 420 Sauchiehall Street,
Glasgow G2 (tel. 041-332 3141).

| or as CLP or Branch delegates.

Options for
defence

A conference for all who are interested
in the NATO and Non-Nuclear Defence
debates

Speakers
Peter Thompson, Bob Cryer,
Dr Paul Rogers

Workshops:
NATO: The Case for Withdrawal
Non-Nuclear Defence Options
Campaigning by the Labour Party

SATURDAY JANUARY 28th. 1984
SHEFFIELD TOWN HALL.
SHEFFIELD, SOUTH YORKSHIRE

Labour CND

Some vital questions need to be considered at
this day school. Is British withdrawal from
NATO a positive step fowards Nuclear Dis-
armament? Is it possible to stay in the NATO
Alliance and at the same time unilaterally
disarm? How does the Labour Party campaign
for Composite 407 What alternative Non-
Nuclear Defence strategics are practicable for
the Labour Party to implement?

This is a dav school for Labour Party
members and Labour Party cards will be asked
for. Briefing readers are welcome as individuals

SUEING UNCLE SAM

th November 1983 and were displaved outside the Federal District Court to show

Over 300 telegrams arrived in New York on the morning of 9 de st
{ case against Reagan. American supporters held a vigil outside the Court House

the strength of British support for Greenham Women's cour

starting the previous evening and coinciding with the installations in Britain.

The plaintiffs in the case are 13 Greenham
women, their 17 voung children and 2 US Con-
gressmen — Ronald Dellums (California) and
Ted Weiss (New York). Our lawyers are from the
Center for Constitutional Rights, a non-profit
making legal and educational organisation which
specialises in cases involving civil rights, constitu-
tional and international law. They have amassed
over 400 pages of legal argument and expert
evidence [rom 30 specialist witnesses. [n addition,
over 150 US, British and European organisations
have also filed briefs in support of the case.

STOP DEPLOYMENT

We are asking Lhe court for an injunction Lo stop
the deployment of cruise missiles at Greenham
Common. Cruise missiles breach human rights
law and the law of war which regulates how wars
should be fought. Non-combatants, civilians and
neutral countries should be protected from at-
tack. Weapons which cause ‘unnecessary suffer-
ing’ or do irreversable damage to the physical en-
vironment are banned (Hague Convention,
Geneva Convention, UN Charter etc).

The US Attorney applied to have our casc
dismissed, arguing that we are dealing with
political, not legal questions, and that matters of
foreign policy and national security should not be

decided by the courts but by Congress. He added
that if the court heard our case anyone living near
military installations would be able (o bring legal
action — a dangerous precedent!

HEAR OUR EVIDENCE

We argue that the question of deployment is a
question of legality and that the court should hear
our evidence. There are several examples where
US courts have ruled that a President’s action was
unconstitutional. In 1952, during the Korean
war, President Truman authorised federal of-
ficials to seize steel mills threatened by strike ac-
tion on the grounds that the proposed work stop-
page would jeopardise national defence. Not only
did the court review the evidence but ruled that
the President’s action was not within his powers,
hence illegal.

We are now waiting for a decision from the
court as to whether it will hear our evidence or
not. If so, this should begin early in 1984. IF the
court decides against us, we shall have to appeal.
So in either event we expect the case Lo continue.

We would like to thank everyone who has
helped us with this case so far. For more informa-
tion please contact Greenham Wamen againsl
Cruise. 5 1.eonard Street, London EC2, phone 01
251 8046,




The new Campaign Strategy Commit
tee has almost unnoticed become the
powerhouse of the party’s revamped
organisation with a remit so wide it
excludes virtually nothing. It is very
much the leader’s own personal commit-
tee. Neil Kinnock chairs it and due to the
presence of half a dozen members of the
Shadow Cabinet, and four from Trade
Unions for Labour Victory. is assured of
getting his own way.

What is most disturbing is that he can
do so without having to win a majority
on the party’s National Executive Com-
mittee, elected by and accountable to the
party’s annual conference. NEC members
are outnumbered on the new committee
and the NEC’s own Home Policy commit-
tee, for many years Tony Benn’s power
base and the key committee in drawing
up Labour’s policies, has been pushed
into the background. Its chair. Doug
Hoyle, is not even on the Campaign with enquiries,
| committee, similar matters.

VETO OVER POLICIES

At the same time, new proposals for joint
policy formulation between the NEC and
the Parliamentary Labour Party have also
been adopted. While co-operation is to be
desired, many in the PLP undoubtedly
regard the plan as giving MPs and the
Shadow Cabinet in particular a veto over
policies adopted by conference which it
finds not to its liking.

There are other developments. A
committee has been set up to direct by-

Andrew Wiard (Report).

National Labour Briefing, along with a number of groups and papers in
the Party, recently received the Labour Co-ordinating Committee’s
‘Open Letter to Labour’s Left’, and devoted an important part of its
last Editorial meeting to considering its initial response to the ‘11 point
plan for unity in action”.

Briefing's attitude has always been that any proposal to unite the
left ‘in action’ must be taken seriously. In practice this has meant
supporting organisations like the Rank and I‘ile Mabilising Committee,
and particular activities with other eroups. Indeed, the National Brief-
ing Supplement was launched at Party Conlerence with the object ol
lacilitating unity in action amongst the left.

We welcome a number of the proposals about turning the Party
outwards made in the LCC letter. Many of the pointsare overwhelmingly
accepted on the left, and we look lorward Lo discussing with the LCC
how to move away from the gencralities of campaigning to et them
implemenied. We would want to start with a campaign to encourage
and boost the establishment of w orkplace branches up and down the
country.

On other issues, and in particular on Ireland, we welcome the call
for wider discussion.

But alongside this the Fditorial Board decided to fefeer the general
approach of the letter. Why? .

One issue was whether the LCC had really changed its spots, because
of their record in dumaging and obstructing the left's unity ‘in action’
in the past (they took the initial and decisive move in breaking up the
Rank and File Mobilising Committee, for example). But the decisive
point was the LCC’s view that the ‘prerequisite” for unity was support

DANGER!
CENTRALISATION

That the Labour Party machine was found wanting at the last general election is not in doubt. The need for a ra_dicalloverhaul was
self-evident and was something which featured prominently in Neil Kinnock’s campaign for the party leadership. Since October,
Labour’s new leadership has set about reform as promised. Much of what it has done has been common sense and necessary. At the
same time a disturbing trend towards centralisation has also been evident.

elections from the centre. A disciplinary
committee of senior trade union members
of the NEC has been established to deal
expulsions and other

To date there is no evidence that the
new leadership intends to misuse the new more profound constitutional change
machinery it has created to by-pass
conference, overturn policy or attack the
rights of constituency parties and indivi-
dual members. Neil Kinnock is unlikely
to ‘do a Harold Wilson’ if he can possibly
help it and would much prefer to take
conference with him.

POTENTIAL ABUSE
His New Year reaffirmation of the party’s
defence policy has allayed many doubts

WHAT PRICE UNITY
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Neil Kinnock and team.

and fears. But that is not the point. The
cause for concern lies in the potential
abuse of the new machinery that has been
created. In the wrong hands, what has
been sold as the ‘streamlining” of the
party’s organisation gould represent a far

than anyvthing brought about by the
Campaign for Labour Party Democracy
over the past five years, enabling a deter-
mined leadership to ride roughshod over
the party’s rank and file,

I do not suggest that is what will
inevitably happen. But the very fact that
it could should be cause enough for
concern.

?

for the new Kinnock/Hattersley leadershij

The Kind of support they mean is clear. The left should give up in
advance the possibility of using the elecroral collcge to ensure an
accountable leadership. It that is not a blank cheque. what is” It is
support for a leadership that is already takir ¢ the lead in continuing the
witch-hunt: that wants to water down and [udge the ‘absolute commit-
ment to unilateralism’. that support Habsbawm and his ‘coalitionist’
ideas,

What “constructive” attitude is the LCC taking to these issues, so
essential to getting a4 majority Labour G vernment returned that will
fight for the class i

Verv few people in the Party can now belisve that witch-hunts win
elections. They do what we have always said — the opposite.

Will the LCC therefore join with 1abour Bricling. Labour Against
the Witch-hunt. and other croups in campalzning against the decision of
the last NVC. led by Neid Kinneck., to ¢ el Tarig Ali because of his
ideas?

OF course the serivus lett will support Kinnock Hattersley 17 then
fight the Tories. but our goal must be more than that, It must invoelve
orgamsing for a working class, socialist alternative to the Tories, and for
a labour movement that will figfir tor this. This must be the basis for
unity. and the LCC letter will be wsetul il it provokes discussion on
praposals along tese lines.

The LCC's general approach is different. The unity they want is
around the status quo: the slosan is Peace in Kinnock's Time and on
Kinnock™s Terms. This kind of unity will not bring socialism anyv closer.

Nigel Williamson

presents?
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Support Reproductive Rights

‘‘Free abortion on demand — A Woman's Right to Choose'’. What significance does this have for women in the 80°s? This was the issue al

stake for the group of women active in the National Abortion Campaign who now intend to form a Women’s Reproductive Rights Campaign

following the split within the NAC at the national conference in October where a de

with no clear consesus for either argument.

We do not intend 10 stop working around the
issue of abartion but we see abortion rights as just
one of many reproductive rights which women do
nol have and of no greater importance than other
issues related to our own bodies. We can no
longer ignore the justified criticism of being a
predominantly white, middle-class campaign and
of failing to respond to different women’s needs.

With no mare restrictive bills on the horizon
(why bother to legislate 1o restrict availability of
abortion when the NHS cuts do it for you?) we
have been able to examine the shortcomings of
the services available to women and have
discovered that il is impossible to campaign
around abortion in isolation from other aspecls
of our fertility, all of which are inextricably link-
ed: free abortion on demand is not the *bottom
ling’ for an Asian woman being shot up with
Depo Provera without consent nor adequate in-
formation on side effects, nor for the lesbian who
is refused Artificial Insemination by Donor, nor
for the voung woman who is not counselled about
any methods of contraception other than the Pill,
nor for the voung woman who is denied access 10
the Pill. Further, where is the ‘right ta choose” for
black or working class women encouraged to ac-
cept sterilisation as part of the ‘package’ of having
an abortion or for the middle class woman who is
refused sterilisation? All these women are victims
of judgements made by the medical profession
based on the concept of the ideal mother, i.e.
white. heterosexual, middle class, fertile, aged
20-30. We reject this concepl. Reproductive
Rights means the right to decide if, when and how
to have children whoever we are and we demand
comprehensive facilities on the NHS 1o enable us
to carry out our decisions.

Work on these broader issues has already
starled, e.g. groups in Leeds, Cardiff and
Mersevside (to name but a few) have been work-
ing around reproductive rights for vears. In Lon-
don we have received funding to set up a

Women’s Reproductive Rights Information Cen-
tre and are currently working on a conference
hasted by the NAC London Survey on facilities
tor women in London. Meetings have already
been held on the recent *Pill scare’ in London and
leeds. In January we are holding our first Na-
tional Conference in Cardiff to launch the cam-
paign with the desire thal the campaign will grow
out of the issues taken up by local groups. The
campaign will be women only but we look for-

bate on Abortion Rights vs. Reproductive Rights took place

Labour Party Photo Library.

ward to the continued support of the labour and
trade union movement, The Women’s Reproduc-
tive Rights Campaign can be contacted through
the Women's Reproductive Rights Information
Centre at 374, Grays Inn Road.

In Sisterhood,

Sheila Ritchie pp Women’s
Reproductive Rights Campaign
(London)

No Retreat On Abortion

YOUNG women with CND badges march-
ed on the most recent Society for the
Protection of the Unborn Child march
and protest on June 25th ‘to commemor-
ate two million unborn children killed
under the Abortion Law.’

Dr Margaret White, speaking at the
rally, said: ‘So [ appeal to the Greenham
Women to link arms around the abortion
clinics and oppose the holocaust which is
taking place in our midst. I appeal to the
peace people; if we want peace in the
world we must begin with peace in the
womb’.

The new drive of the anti-abortionists
is more subtle than before.

They say abortion is a ‘sell-out to male
values’. They equate the doctor (presum-
ably male) who gives the abortion with a
rapist. Just as the rapist claims to be ‘giv-
ing women what they want, so the abort-

ionist affirms his (sic) right to provide a
service for which there is a feminine
demand’. (!)

It is in this context, along with back
door legal attacks and with the run down
of the NHS, that we have to understand
the debate taking place today in the Nat-
ional Abortion Campaign. The Trade
Union Liaison Committee of NAC main-
tains that we cannot back down in the
face of these attacks on abortion rights
and stor campaigning on abortion as g
priority. We were very unhappy to see the
London Regional executive vote against
our view at the recent National Abortion
Campaign conference as we feel that if all
the issues had been made clear the
London Labour Party would not wish to
retreat on this central question.

The anti-abortionists know that abort-
ion is the central political issue, ‘Just as

the suffragette movement became cohes-
ive and powerful by focusing attention on
the single issue of the vote, the new
women’s liberationists gain cohesion and
momentum when all their resources are
thrown into overturning abortion law’.

Why is this the case? Because the right
to contraception, like the right to vote.
has been established in our society. The
right for women to decide to terminate
their pregnancy has only been established
in a very limited form under the 1967
Act with the *permission of two doctors’
if certain conditions are fulfilled. And
that right is severely threatened.

Far from dropping the offensive on
abortion rights, it needs to be stepped up.
Support a Reproductive Rights campaign
if vou see these issues as vital but don’t
stop women campaign for the right not

to reproduce.  Valerie Coultas
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Nottingham conference for
lesbians and gay men

Nottingham City Council sponsored a one-
day conference for lesbian and gay men on
the 3rd December to make plans for
establishing a permanent dialogue between
Nottingham’s lesbian and gay community
and the City Council.

Conference proposals included the
establishment of a lesbian and gay council-
funded centre and a gay awareness training
programme for all councillors and staff.
The consultative conference is aiso asking
for the creation of a lesbian and gay sub-
committee of Equal Opportunities.

These initiatives are but one stage of a
struggle to ensure that policies made by the
City Council, as an employer and provider

THE FIGHT FOR
DEMOCRACY IN THE
WALES LABOUR PARTY

It's always been said that fashion in Wales
lags five vears behind London. Soitisin the
Labour Party. As yet no one councillor has
been deselected, let alone an MP replaced.
The old guard of the Wales Labour Party
with a few notable exceptions continue to
reign supreme. The old joke of the socialist
who applies to join their Labour Party
branch only to be told it is full is sadlv only
too accurate.

Yet it is the very strength of Labour in its
traditional South Wales valley heartlands
which has led us to where we are today. The
total domination of the party at all levels of
local government allowed the party to
become an election machine. In many areas,
Labour are still elected unopposed. The par-
ty became a major career machine for the
able and the ambitious. Nomination for a
parliamentary seat could mean a meal ticket
for life. In this situation, corruption could
flourish as control of the party passed to the
Labour barons. In Swansea, the Labour
council fell when its leader was jailed in a
corruption scandal, only to be returned
following the similar demise of his ratepayer
counterpart.

Changes are coming. Ironically, it’s the
Tory constituencies in Cardiff where the
party has shown the strongest signs of
revival. A new wave of members see their
job to rebuild the Labour Party. But
rebuilding the party goes hand in hand with
the fight for democracy. The temptation to
just take over and use the machine is strong.
Given the strength of the trade unions in the
Wales Labour Party the job of democratis-
ing the block vote, and -involving the
members in Labour Party politics will be
vital.

Graham Attwell
Cardiff Briefing

of services, reach lesbians and gay men liv-
ing and working in Nottingham. It all began
in October 1982 when the Labour Campaign
for Gay Rights published a campaign docu-
ment, ‘A Fair Deal for Gays’, and some of
LCGR’s members successfully sought par-
tial inclusion in the employment, leisure and
housing sections of the District Party
manifesto.

The City Council is now committed to
staffing a fully-operational, 6-person, Equal
Opportunities Unit within a year. This will
monitor employment and services as they af-

. fect women, gavs, blacks, the disabled and
other disadvantaged groups. Further details
from the Labour Campaign for Gay Rights,
21 Devonshire Promenade, Lenton, Not-
tingham, telephone 0602-780124,
(evenings).

Richard McCance

(Richard McCance was elecied to the City Coun-
cil in Nottingham as an openly gay candidate in
May 1983).

Lesbians ignite

At the end of November a new and rather
unique organisation was set up — Labour
Movement Leshians. This is the first time
that lesbians in Britain have organised to
take initiatives and support each other
within the labour movement. We come from
various different experiences; are active
within trade unions, the Labour Party or
both. We have too often been in the situa-
tion that both gay men and hetorosexual
femninists (not to mention other sections of
the left) have deprioritised issues that affect
lesbians, We recognise the need to make
alliances, but on our terms. Organised
together as lesbians we will be in the best
position to work out how we can support
each other in the various initiatives we are
already involved in in our CLPs and trade
unions and to organise around specific

By Terry Conway,
Islington North CLP

issues. We are as yet a very unformed
organisation and have to discuss out the
details much further. Our next meeting is
January 28th at 2pm at A Womans Place,
Hungerford House, Victoria Embankment,
London WC2. (Disabled access and creche).
Immediately beside Embankment Tube.
Further information from Sarah, c¢/o
Feminist Library, address as above.
Tel. 01-930-0715.

Lesbian Feminist Writers Conference
Sunday, Feb. 5th. 10.00am

Hampden Community Cenrre

150 Ossulston St. N.W.1.

nearesr tube, Kings X + Euston

Fully accessible, creche, singers, food.
Workshops, discussion, readings, poetry.
Evening — Feminist choir,(Lesbians only)

Next issue out on Friday February 17th.
Deadline for articles: Monday 6th February.

Next National editorial board meets on
Sunday 19th February, 12 noon at Liverpool.
For details contact Stuart Marshall Clarke at
051 632 3840.
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Welsh bombing trials:

NOT GUILTY!

ROBERT GRIFFITHS
ex-defendant and former
W.S.R.M. Secretary.

On December 5 last year, at the end of a 10-week trial in Cardiff, myself and three other defendants were found ‘Not Guilty’ on all nine charges
against us of conspiracy, planting bombs and possessing explosives. Another defendant was cleared of conspiracy but convicted of possession.
Two other defendants had pleaded ‘Guilty’ lo comparatively minor charges — and nevertheless were sentenced to 2 years and 9 years imprison-

ment.

At the time of our arrests, between April
and July 1982, all of us had been members
of the Welsh Socialist Republican Move-
ment — an open and public coalition of
socialists, Welsh nationalists and anarchists
(an incongruous and ultra-leftist mixture as
it turned out). The pretence for our arrests,
and for destroving the W.S.R.M., was the
bombing campaign carried out between
March 1980 and March 1982: the targets in-
cluded Tory Party offices and Government
buildings in Wales, and N.C.B. and Water
Authority buildings in England.

Throughout this period the W.S.R.M.
did not publish any statements advocating
or endorsing the bombings or the use of ter-
rorism generally. Instead, we built up our
work of publishing propaganda for a Welsh
Socialist Republic, commemorating the
history of the working-class in Wales, taking
part in industrial and international solidari-
ty work and so on. We also plaved a leading
role in exposing and condemning the mass
police raids on political activists in Wales in
April 1980 and October 1981 — widescale
violations of civil and political liberties that
utterly failed to catch any terrorists.

FRAMED FOR THE BOMBINGS

By early 1982 the W.S.R.M. had
become, in the eyes of the authorities, ideal
candidates to be framed for the bombings,
regardless of that minor technicality
popularly known as ‘evidence’. What has
happened since then should be of the utmost
concern to socialist, peace campaigners, all
radical dissenters, and to anyone who wants
to defend civil and political rights in Britain.

Firstly, none of the ten people subse-
quently charged in connection with the
bombings were arrested on the basis of
‘evidence’ in the hands of the police at the
time of their arrest. All of the ‘detection’
work was done in the pelice station after-
wards, where there were no constraints of
any sort on police behaviour. Most of the
ten names could have been drawn out of a
detective's trilby.

Secondly, what happened to us in police
custody is powerful testimony that the
Judge’s Rules and Home Office ‘guidelines’
— ostensibly drawn up to protect the rights
of suspects — are an ¢laborate fraud, with
more loopholes than a string-vest. Defen-
dants were deprived of food, drink, sleep
and exercise, were abused, threatened and in
some cases physically assaulted. For days
and nights on end we were the property of
the South Wales Serious Crimes Squad, the
Special Branch and. the notorious West
Midlands Anti-Terrorist Squad. Most of the
20 or more officers involved were bullies,
some were thuggish and sexually-disturbed

to the point of serious psychiatric disorder
— and every one of them later perjured
themselves in court. In the interests of
defendants still involved in legal procedures,
I can only summarise the cases of five of us:

® DAVID BURNS was charged with plan-
ting a bomb and conspiracy and remanded
in prison for 9 months. The ‘evidence’
against him consisted of spoken ‘admis-
sions’ allegedly made by him to police of-
ficers.

@ NICK HODGES was charged with plan-
ting a bomb and conspiracy and remanded
in prison for 9 months. He lost his job as a
result. The evidence was two written
statements largely concocted by the police
signed by him as a result of oppression.

® ADRIAN STONE was charged with
planting a bomb and remanded in prison for
7 months — and then the charge was drop-
ped! He was eventually tried for conspiracy
and possessing an explosive substance which
he claimed — successfully — had been
planted in his house by police officers.

@ ROBERT GRIFFITHS was charged with
aiding and abetting a suspect, planting a
bomb and conspiracy. As with Stone, most
of the ‘evidence’ against him consisted of
spoken ‘admissions’ allegedly (i.e. accor-
ding to the police) made by him to palice of-
ficers.

These are the four who were found ‘Not
Guilty” on every count. Half way through
the trial the charges were dropped against
another defendant. Then there was the scan-
dalous treatment suffered by ...

® DAFYDD UNDERHILL, charged in
July 1982 with planting a bomb, and
remanded in prison for a month until the
charge was dropped. He had been arrested
three times in attempts to bribe and bully
him into signing a false statement in-
criminating Burns and Griffiths in the bom-
bing of the Pontypridd Army Recruitment
Office. Because he refused, the police car-
ried out their threat — and charged him with
the bomb!

During the court case itself, police
witnesses were caught out lying on
numerous occassions; police pocket-books,
notes of alleged ‘interviews’, records of cell
custody etc. were shown to have been forged
and falsified on a massive scale. The jury
concluded that dozens of police officers
from three different forces, from the

lowliest uniformed copper up to the rank of
Chief Superintendant, had conspired to
fabricate evidence and pervert the course of
justice. I believe the conspiracy went higher
still.

So where do we 2o from here? The police and
the Attorney-General have set up their own
suitably-restrictive inquiries into aspects of this
whole affair — even though they are the ones who
should be in the dock! But the issues are too
serious 10 be abandoned to these frantic cover-
ups. They include:

— The use of conspiracy charges to import
political and prejudicial matters ino the trial;
— The decision fo prosecute on the basis of such
flimsy and suspect ‘evidence’;

— The use of arrest and search powers without
any supporiive evidence or reasonable prounds
for suspicion;

— Detention in police custody without charge
and without access o a Solicitor;

— the use of ‘verbals” tuncorroborated police ac-
counts of allezed interviews) as evidence for
charge and trial;

— The need for interrogations to be filmed,
taped, or witnessed by u defence solicitor;

— The power of macistrates lo remand in custody
on flimsy evidence, and in flagrant breach of the
Mugistrate Courts Acts;

— The right to compensation for unwarranted ar-
rest, harrassment, charge, custody and trial;

— Genuine investization and retribution for
police officers who are guilty of oppressive con-
duct, falsifving evidence, perjury etc.

‘DIRTY TRICKS’

In particular, we necd 1o investigate and publicise
the *dirty tricks’ used in this case: for example,
the three threatening telephone calls 1 received
(one of which is on tape); the ostentatious way in
which Special Branch cars and officers camped
outside my house and followed me around for 4
days. Then there was the abortive attempl to use
an informer in Cardiff gaol — an incestuous
drunkard, convicted brawler and drug addict
whose ‘incriminatory’ siatements were concocted
for him by senior police officers as part of a $or-
did *deal’ which backfired.

Despite the near-lotal media blackout of our
trial bevond Wales, these issues must be put
before the whole [ eft, working-class and pro-
gressive movements, and the people generally —
especially with the Police and Criminal Evidence
Bill looming ahead once more. That is why the
Welsh Campaign for Civil and Political Liberties
is establishing an independent public inquiry with
Lord Gifford Q.C. The Labour movement will be
well represented on the inquiry’s tribunal, and
public hearings of evidence are due to begin in
February.

The cost of conducting the inquiry and
publishing its report will be over one thousand
pounds. [ wrge all socialists ta win sponsorship
and finance for the inquiry. The Welsh Campaign
for Civil and Political Liberties can be contacted
at: W.C.C.P.L., 13 Dogo St., Cardiff, South
Glamorgan (Tel: 0222-42265).
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Dear Briefing,

READING Russell Profitt’s article on ‘Black
People’s Sections’ (National Briefing Supple-
ment December 1983). I was struck by a
contradiction: Russell can see the need for rela-
tive autonomy and unity of oppressed minor-
ities in the Labour movement, yet he immed-
iately proposes a scheme in total contradiction
to this need. I believe the so-called ‘black bran-
ches’ to be a disastrous muddle, or, less polite-
Iy, a piece of opportunism that will backfire.
What this proposal will do will be to shackle
minorities nationally to the Morrison House
machine, while setting minorities locally at each
other’s throats. One step forward, two steps
back. It’s a fine duplication of every problem of
the women’s movement!

Autonomy

Firstly autonomy. Obviously (as Russell
realises) this is the most important prerequisite
of a real fighting minority campaign. Perhaps
less obviously, this can only be won in the
Party by the creation of independent affiliated
bodies (in the ‘Socialist Societies’ section).
‘Black branches’ would have no sovereignty and
would be subject to the same kind of bureau-
cratic interference (only worse) as the women’s
sections. From their inception these branches
would be involved in a bitter struggle (like that
of women) for national unity and a real Confer-
ence. This would be a stagnant ‘new beginning’
for minorities — repeating the suffering of
socialist feminists. We have to learn from what'’s
gone before us, and the women’s section
‘parallel” is also a warning.

Secondly, the intractable problem of mem-
bership. With the women’s sections this is
straightforward enough (though the Party has
no provision for hermaphrodites), but with
ethnic minorities it’s a potential can of worms.
Who exactly is ‘black’? Would Russell admit a
Cypriot, for instance. or an Armenian? What
about a dark-skinned Italian? Then there’s the
problem of mixed descent: at what point
moving away from a black ancestor do I cease
to be ‘black’? As a grandchild? A great-grand-
child? Will we see votes taken on whether
people are ‘black enough’? The Daily Express
would love that, but don’t think it won’t
happen: it will unless minorities are organised
as autonomous affiliated societies based on geo-
political criteria (such as ‘Indian’ or ‘Carib-
bean’) with discretion as to membership.

Conflicts

Thirdly, conflicts. Different racial/ethnic
groups have immediate interests which don’t
always overiap. They also have particular cam-
paigns (such as Ireland and Cyprus) which they
would like to be supported on but on which
they want to have the final say. There would be
problems in general “black™ branches if groups
felt that their discretion was being overiidden,
for different groups have different social struc-
tures, national ties. and places in the division of
labour. Of course with affiliated societies the
problem of differentiation does not disappear
(it may even be reinforced). but {as women can
testify) inter-group friction is the price of
freedom. Moreover. if conflicting interests were
plaved out in black branches. ethnic sectarian-
ism would sooner or later reach crisis-point. like
the 1S/SLL battles of the early 1960s. Closures

and expulsions would follow, and we would
have learnt nothing from *history”,

I am not proposing a Militant-style burial of
racial problems until after the giorious Revolu-
tion. And I am not opposing the specific
proposal of ‘Black People’s Sections’ because i
am ‘uneasy’ or ‘positively terrified’ about black
people ‘getting together’. On the contrary. I am
frightened that a potentially liberating move-
ment will find itself enslaved by the bureau-
cracy — and will have been backed into this
corner by its own efforts.

Black organisation in the Labour Party will
only be given one chance in the near future.
Let's make sure the right course is chosen:
instead of holding Black Section meetings in
Herbert Morrison House (?!) black people
would do better to begin organising their own
answer to Poale Zion — socialist societies!

Douglas Hayward
Hendon South CLP

Dear Brieling, In her review of Peter Taichell’s
book, ‘The Baulle for Bermondsey', Sarah
Roelof’s suggestion that the principal issuein that
campaign was Leshian and gay rights is surely
mistaken. Te support her case she draws a
parallel with the persecution of Jews and
homosexuals in Nazi Germany. The comparison
does not really stand up.

Hitler and the National Socialis: Partv had a
definite ideology based on racism. They believed
in the inherent superiority of the so called Arvan
race, which, in their view was threarened by whar
they called ‘degenerares’, such as Jews, gvpsies.,
blacks, homosexuals and even  Jehovah's

Witnesses. The policy of extermination was
fanatically followed, even when it was clearh
against the best economic interests of Germany,

The situation in Bermondsey was verv dif-
ferent. The British ruling class is, and has alway-
been, fairly tolerant towards gay activiiy, par-

ticularly among i1s own members, even when such
practices were illegai. Many of them were
educated at single sex boarding schools, where
homosexuality was, and no doubt is, widespread
Only if someone had the misfortune to be caught
out publicly, as happened 1o Oscar Wilde, were
the penalties likely to be severe. There are, and
always have been, a number of gavs in all walks ol
life, including Parliament, who pursue thelr daily
round without let or hindrance. There have even
been strong rumours concerning members of the
royal family.

Prejudice against gays is much more
prevalent among the working class and some sec-
tions of the middle class. What happened in Ber-
mondsev was that the establishment, through the
media. plaved on this working ¢lass prejudice 10
prevent Peter Tarchell’s election. It is interesting
to note that the successful Liberal cardidate.
Simon Hughes, was much ol an age with Tatchell,
was also unmarried and had spoken in favour of
gay rightis, Yet he received quile sympathetis
press treatment. Surely the difference was no
that Tatchell was perceived to be a champion of
gay rights, but that he was seen Lo be a socialist
Therein lay the threat to a establishment. Hence
the campaign of villification to prevent any
discussion ol the political issues. Peter’s support
for zav rights, his Australian origins and his
refusal to fight in Vietnam were the weapons used
to destroy him, hut the issue was his socialism.
Many socialists have been subjected 10 similar
treatment. Tony Benn and Ken Livingstone have
been the victims of vitriolic campaigns of villifica-
he establishmen: and their watchdogs.
sations were different, but the methods
Neil Kinnock is tolerated not
respectable. married man®. bul
2ived by the ruling class ds pos-
heir wealth and privileges

non by
The

were the

s
ing n
Paula Watson, Westminster South
CLP

THE R.A.C.S. Political Committee has been affiliated to the Labour Party

at local and national level since 1921.

The Political Committee has a Political Fund which is used to support

and sponsor many progressive groups.

Next year elections will be held for this Committee and it is important to

keep it in Labour Party hands.

If you are already a member of the R.A.C.S. and would like information

about voting, or if you are not a member and would like to join, please fill
in the coupon at the bottom of this advert.

Any person from any part of the country can be a member of the
R.A.C.S. It costs just £1.00 for life membership.

[ 11 would like to join the RACS and be kept informed abour the elections.

elections.

[ ]1am already a member of the RACS and would to be kepr informed about the

Please detach and return to. Richard Balfe, ¢/o Room 190, County Hall,
London SEI 7PB. Or telephone his office: 01-855 2128,
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been repelled from the Labour Party by the vacillations and duplicity of successive right wing leaderships.

The National Briefing structure was set up following Labour’s election defeat as a response to the urgent need
for a new alliance of left activists and groups. However we believe
give uncritical support to the present Labour Party leadership, a leadership which is still witch-hunting socialists
from the party and attempting to overturn Conference decisions.
around proposals which seriously seek to challenge both the right wing of the Labour Party and the bourgeoisie and

its state.

We believe that the following is a basis for such unity,
proposals but merely a minimum programme for agreement. Indeed, we reco
policy which the Left urgently needs to develop through open discussion on as wide a basis as follows. To begin

this, we invite discussion on the following minimum programme:

We stand for a working class socialist Labour Party com-
mitted to fighting for a fundamental transformation of society,
which would take control of the economy and the state out of
the hands of the bourgeoisie and into the hands of the working
-class. To this end
(i) we seek the election of a majority Labour government
and oppose any coalition with anti-working class parties,

(ii) we oppose any attempt to make the working class pay for
the capitalist economic crisis in the form of wage controls or
cuts in jobs or services, and support the restoration of cuts
which have already taken place under this Tory government.
We give unconditional support for working class action in
defence of jobs, conditions, wages and services, even when that
means breaking anti-working class laws. In particular we
support all resistance to the present Tory attacks on the NHS,
local government services and the trade unions, and the
privatisation of public services and industries. We believe that
extra-parliamentary action is essential, and that we must turn
the Labour Party outwards and make it relevant to the work-
ing class by uniting in practice with those in struggle.

(iii) we seek the election of majority Labour councils. We
support the struggle for local democracy and the defence of
jobs and services, and we oppose any coalitions with anti-
working class parties in local government. We will work to
help unite those Labour councils who are prepared to resist
the Tory attacks.

We stand for an internationalist Labour Party committed
to an alliance of the international working class, and opposed
to all forms of imperialism. To this end
(i) we believe that Britain’s continued membership of NATO
is totally incompatible with this principle,

(ii) we support the Labour Party’s present commitment to
unilateral nuclear disarmament as set out in Composite 40 apd
will actively oppose the leadership’s present attempts to fudge
this commitment. We support direct action to achieve this
policy, in particular the actions of the Greenham Common
women and any direct action by trade unions.

(iii) we oppose British imperialism in Ireland, and support the
withdrawal of British troops and the right of the people of
Ireland as a whole to decide their own future.

(iv) we give full support to Eastern European working class
organisations, in particular Solidarnosc.

(v) we support the Labour Party’s commitment to British
withdrawal from the EEC, and oppose the leadership’s present
attempts to retreat on this Conference policy. We reaffirm our
commitment to international working class unity and the fight
for a socialist Europe under working class power.

(vi) we support national liberation struggles, especially in
Central America, Palestine and Southern Africa.

We stand for a Labour Party committed to fighting
oppression of women, black people, lesbians, gay men and
other oppressed groups, To this end
(i) we support the right of oppressed groups to autonomous
self organisation. We support the right of black people to set
up Black Sections in the Labour Party.

(ii) we support positive discrimination, in particular the
demands of the Women’s Action Committee and black acti-
vists in the party, and seek to practise positive discrimination
in our own left organisations.

(iii) we support the right of women to choose on abortion and.
to control their own fertility, We will fight for the Labour
Party’s policy on abortion to be fully included in future
election manifestos.

(iv) we support the right of black people to defend themselves
against racist attacks.

(v) we support the demands of the Labour Campaign for Gay
Rights.

‘We stand for a democratic Labour Party and Labour
Movement, without which none of our other aims are possible.
To this end :

(i) we oppose all witch-hunts of socialists. We will campaign
for the immediate reinstatement of the five members of the
Militant E. B., Tarig Ali and other expelled socialists, and for
the immediate re-establishment of Wythenshawe Labour Party.
(ii) we defend the existing gains made in democratising the
Labour Party, including the right to use the electoral college to
maintain an accountable leadership.

(iii) we will seek to extend party democracy. In particular we

turning the Labour Left

that there is no basis for unity in proposals that

Real unity of the Left must be based on agreement

though we do not intend it to be an exhaustive set of
gnise that there are many areas of

T

programme for uni

Labour Briefing strongly supports unity on the Labour Left. We recognise that while ideological pluralism and
debate are essential, we can now no longer afford to allow our differences to obstruct the maximum possible unity
in action on all those issues on which we are agreed. We must unite around the task of
outwards, taking it back into the unions and the mass movement, uniting with them in common struggle in order to
turn our socialist ideals into a practical reality and give them meaning in the eyes of millions of people who have
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ty of the Labour Left

“Unconditional support for working class action in defence of jobs, conditions, wages and services”. Above: Mass picket

outside Laurence Scott factory in Manchester, January 1982.

will campaign to increase women’s representation as set out in
the demands of the Women’s Action Committee, and to make
the PLP accountable to party policy so that the leadership and
the Shadow Cabinet fully represent the Labour Party’s view.
(iv) we support the immediate setting-up of Labour Party
workplace branches. Recruitment campaigns should be un-
dertaken both in the Labour Party and the trade unions,
especially among young people, women, black people and the
unemployed.

(v) we support the democratisation of trade unions, and
fully support those trade union Broad Lefts who are fighting
the right wing bureaucracies and are seeking to bring about
democratic change.

(vi) we oppose any attempts to weaken the historic links
between the Labour Party and trade unions, in particular the
attempt to impose compulsory ballots on trade unions before
they can affiliate to Labour Parties.

We stand for a Labour Party which is relevant to the lives
of ordinary working people. We recognise that politics is not
just about the relationships that exist between the ruling class
and the working class, or between the individual and the state,
but also about our individual relationships with one another
and the relationships within and between families. We recog-
nise the contribution the Streetlife Supplement has made

John Smith (IFL)

within London Labour Briefing in raising the issue of personal
and sexual politics in the Labour Movement.

It is our intention to stimulate discussion both on this
programme and on the wider policy issues which the Left still
needs to develop. We have initiated this process by organising
a series of open discussion forums, beginning with a day school
on NATO in March, followed by one on feminism and the
Labour Party. We hope it may be possible to conclude these
forums with a policy conference of the Left.

Finally, whilst we will fight for unity on the basis of this
minimum programme, we are determined not to allow our
differences to obstruct united gcrion on any individual areas of
agreement.

THE above programme is being sent out in the names of Jane
Stockton, Graham Bash, John Bloxam and Valerie Coultas, It
' has been unanimously agreed by them with one exception,
which was the inclusion of the statement supporting Labour
Party policy to get Britain out of the Common Market.

Jane Stockton, Graham Bash and Valerie Coultas voted
for the inclusion. John Bloxam voted against because he
thinks the policy is nationalist and reactionary, and that the
working class alternative to the bosses’ Common Market is
not an ‘independent’ capitalist Britain but a programme for a
common working class fight across European boundaries,
aimed at establishing a United Socialist States of Europe.
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Briefing interviews
Fred Halliday

REAGAN’S ROLL-BACK STRATEGY

In the first of a series of articles on underlying trends in world politics, we talk here to Fred Halliday, author of ““The Second Cold War"', on

Reagan’s global strategy. Oliver MacDonald asked the questions.

Briefing: What are the main features of the new Cold War as we enter its
fifth vear?

Halliday: First, and most important, the breakdown of the Geneva
talks, the consequent deployments of US missiles in Europe and
matching Soviet plans to instal new missiles in Eastern Europe and
facing California’s cities in the Far East. These decisions will have
a ratchet effect, taking us a notch nearer the total breakdown of
diplomatic relations between East and West and closer to a possi-
ble nuclear conflict.

Second, America is intensifying its intervention in the Third
World, both through invasions like Grenada and through sending
US forces into crises by agreement with local states, as in Lebanon
and also in the Gulf (where 15 warships and large numbers of
marines are ready for confrontation with Iran). Reagan had pro-
mised just such a militarisation of US relations with the Third
World before coming to office.

Third, Reagan has managed to gain a wide consensus within
the US for his policies, greatly strengthening his ability to pursue
them. This rests partly on the upturn in the US economy, but in-
cludes his drive against the USSR and his nationalist economic
policy towards other advanced capitalist countries. But it does not
include a blank cheque for military action in the Third World, for
example in Lebanon or Central America.

What Reagan has failed to achieve in his first three years is any
major Third World victories — only Grenada where, it has (o be
said, divisions within the Left prepared the ground for the defeal.

Briefing: How solid is the consensus in the US establishment?
Halliday: There are more dissident voices than in the British
foreign policy establishment — look at the statements by Mac-
Namara or Kennan for example. Nevertheless they got their MX
programme through Congress and are asking for a 1985 military
budget 17% larger in real terms than the 1984 figure. They won’t
get all of it, but a large part. And they have already far surpassed
the 6% growth in military spending Reagan was talking about dur-
ing his election campaign.

And Reagan has set the tone for US military policies for quite
some time ahead. And Democratic candidates this year will have to
maintain most of the arms build-up and Democratic calls for more
negotiations with the Russians will be framed as *‘negotiating from
strength™.

One interesting twist in the discussion is that it is the State

Department which is urging invasion of Nicaragua, while the Pen-
tagon is holding back over it and is unhappy about the Lebanon as
well. The Pentagon pushes for more arms but wants to avoid
military action in the Third World that would entail serious losses.
Briefing: What is the main political objeciive behind US policy towards the
Soviet Union?
Halliday: The long-term aim, openly expressed as a feasible goal
over one or (wo generations, is rolling back the socialist revolu-
tions of the Twentieth Century — nothing less than that. They talk
of a ‘window of opportunity’ created by the USSR’s economic
problems, its political weakness in Eastern Europe and its
domestic nationality tensions.

Their short-term aims, covering a couple of Presidential terms,
are: to force the USSR into an economically crippling arms race, to
press the confrontation with the USSR in such a way as to increase
tensions between the USSR and Eastern Europe, and to put max-
imum pressure on the USSR’s alliance system in the Third World.
The weak links are seen in this order: first, the pro-Soviet Third
World states, then Eastern Europe, then the Soviet Union itself.

Less to smile about at the sharp end: a GI in Beirui.

Taking the first of these, we find that 17 states voted for the
Soviet position on Afghanistan in the UN’s last vote. The US
wants to break up this core by economic pressure and military
harassment. So the Israelis are encouraged to harass Syria, the
South Africans to do the same for Zimbabwe, Mozambique and
Angola, and the Hondurans, Costa Ricans and others tackle
Nicaragua.

It is certainly true that the Soviet Union, as an undemocratic
and inefficient self-proclaimed socialist state, serves capitalist
ideology and strategy in (the West, helping to contain socialism by
being such a bad advertisement for it. But the present US leader-
ship bas downgraded such considerations in favour of a straiegy of
roll-back.

Briefing: What are the main obstacles on ihis sirategy’s path?

Halliday: First, US difficulties in taking on the Third World. The
Grenadan invasion, the one success, was a tragedy for its people,
but as a demonstration of the main imperialist power’s capacity to
alter the balance of forces in the world it was a joke. Even the
Nicaraguans and Libyans, the most exposed states, can hardly
take it very seriously. Secondly, the arms race with the Russians
won’t work because the Soviets are bloody-minded enough not to
give way — the Reagan administration miscalculated that — and it
contains the important political cost of greatly increasing the risk
of nuclear war — hence the dissent in ihe American establishment.
(Its economic costs are also great, diverting scarce resources
without having the counter-cyclical, stimulating effects on the
ecenomy that used to come from re-armament up till the 1950s).
Thirdly, the Cold War drive has produced deep tensions in the
other advanced capitalist countries. In the short-term Reagan
doesn't need to bother much — he has Thatcher, Kohl, Mitterand
and Nakasone in place. But sections of the US business and
political establishment are worried about the long-term crisis in
NATO and so on. And even the present allied leaders oppose
Reagan's economic policies — Thatcher herself has been shouting
about them.
In short, the strategy has no chance of working.




National Labour Briefing Supplement, page ||

Turning Grenada back to 1984

‘We have lost confidence in all Grenada’s Politicians’ was the slogan hanging inside a restaurant in Grenville, near the island’s small
airport. A fan overhead partly obscured an advert for ‘Kentucky Fried Chicken’ and the proprietor, Guy Archibald, was collecting

signatures on a petition asking the United States to let Grenada associate with

The slogan was similar in style and
sentiment to the few pro-US signs we
saw on the island. The supporters were
similar to others we met. They were on
the whole business people, small shop-
keepers and taxi drivers, or returnees from
the States. They, like the small boys we
occasionally saw clustered around the US
soldiers and their guns, thought they
were going to receive favours from the
Americans and could hardly contain
their excitement.

And they, like the small youth, have
a lot to learn.

PRUNE OUT WORKERS

In the few weeks between the invas
ion of October 25th and our arrival in
the island on December 11th, the real
combat troops from the United States
— their 50 person Embassy staff, 300
psychological operatives and the ubiquit-
ous business elements — had been to
work, Lists taken from the Ministry
of National Mobilisation of Grenadians,
who had been party members or active
in the National Women’s or Youth
Organisations, were used to prune out
workers in each government ministry.
Internationalist workers were asked to
leave. Because, as Nicholas Braithwaite, the
Chair of the Advisory Council said, they
posed a high security risk.

The practical effects of this is that
medical stations have no doctors, schools
cannot cover all the classes and agricult-
ural programmes will come to a halt
with those with the necessary cxpertise
banned from work. Many social and
economic programmes were also summai-
ily halted by the US. The literacy schemes,
distribution of free milk, womens co-
operatives, plants to process agricultural

produce have all been stopped and
workers laid off.
COLONISE THE ISLAND

The economic intention of the US is
clear. If factcries that enabled Grenada
to develop its own uses for local produce
are privatised, and if attempts to control
its own trade and marketing are thwart-
ed, the United States will be able to
colonise the island as its own market and
its own ‘back-yard’ farm. So, the Agro
Industry Plant is already up for sale and
contracts for sugar to be supplied to
Cuba are being scrutinised for possible
loop holes.

To back up the needs of the US
Dollar, the Americans have additionally
been using the Advisory Council and Sir
Paul Scoon to give it the political space
it needs to turn around the Grenadian
economy and let the memory of the very
popular programmes brought in by
Maurice Bishop’s government fade.

So, the Advisory Council also laments
the lack of Grenadian political parties
and right wing trade union leaders claim
that Grenadian workers are so dis-
illusioned with any form of political
activity that they have been handing in
their union cards. But this is all part of
the scenario the US want to create to
Justify their continued interference in
the affairs of another country.

What the Americans sav in Grenada today.

The majority of Grenadians had been
keeping a ‘disrespectful’ distance from
the US troops, but while we were there
people were beginning to move round the
island again, talk with each other in rum
shops and assess the many contenders
that were in fact putting themselves
forward into the political space the US
had been so keen to create, for them-
selves. Far from the previous 4% years
having stifled political debate, it had
begun the process of political education
for many women, youth and others and
they will be critical voters if nothing more.

it as a new state.

names from the pre-1979
period are already issuing statements,
the Grenada National Party, Gairy,
Winston Whyte Grenadians from abroad
in the form of the Grenada Democratic
Movement, said to be partly financed
by the United States and the Grenada
Unified Party, claiming to be pro-American
and Pro-Socialist. are arriving on the island.

Familiar

Within the country itself, a number of
civil servants and well known names, such
as Frank Philbert of the Christian Demo-
cratic Labour Party and Lloyd Noel, an
eX-supporter of the New Jewel Movement,
are looking for office, These two in parti-
cular will be looking for the support of
liberal minded, church going Grenadians,
who do not want to see the return of Gairy,

CONTEST THE ELECTIONS

But what many people, the US included,
are really wailing to see is if the New
Jewel Movement will be able to reform
and contest the elections promised for
the end of 1934, Bishop badges are
already visible on the street. The NIM’s
social and economic programmes were
undoubtedly popular, A layer of the
leadership are now dead or incarcerated
in Richmond Hill Prison, But others
remain and the memories of the gains
of the revolution are still intact.

However, any socialist government
that is elected will have to vet again
disentangle the country’s cconomy from
capitalist strings and deal with the fact
that the United States requires that no
country stands tall in her back-yard.
Maurice Bishop and the NIM party that
he led had the benefit of enormous
popular support. It is going to be a hard
act to follow.

Nadine Finch

(Islingston North)

Recently returned froma trip
to Grenada

Sarah Roelofs, Alan Freeman.
Crechie: Apply in advance.
Open to Labour Party members.

23 Bayston Road, London N16.

LABOUR AND NATO
— Breaking the US Connection

A Briefing Discussion Conference
COUNTY HALL, LONDON
Saturday 24 March

10.30 —5.00pm

Speakers include: Joy Hurcombe, Fred Halliday, Tarig Ali, Alan Thornet1,

Limited numbers. Send £1.50 for tickets and papers to:
Briefing International Committee,
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Ireland: will they ever learn?

Sarah Roelofs, Islington South CLP

WILL they ever learn? . . .
is going to pick up a gun ..

as long as British troops remain in Northern Ireland, and as long as there is no political solution, someone
.’ Bernadette McAlisky. As long as Britain occupies Northern Ireland there will be horrific deaths, mutila-

tions, terrible loss and grief. “As long as Ireland holds these graves, Ireland unfree shall never be at peace. ” And neither will Britain.

No, they will not learn, because it is not
in their inerests to do so. It is in their in-
terests to cry crocodile tears and make
statements of untold hypocrisy after the
Harrods bombing. Where were their tears
and grief on that hot summer’s day last
August when a British soldier knelt down,
took aim, got up, walked back, took aim
again, fired and killed Kidso Reilly who was
standing, unarmed, arms raised?

Tremendous Advances

And no, World in Action, we are not fooled.
Sinn Fein, as an Irish Republican political party,
has made tremendous socialist and feminist ad-
vances. Witness the discussions and decisions of
their recent Ard Feis that you — true Hollywood
gangster stuff — ‘bugged’. In fact Sinn Fein’s
clectoral and political successes have been such
that Jim Prior has been moved to warn of the
Cuba developing off our own shores!

No, we are not fooled. We will continue o
stand side by side with Gerry Adams and Danny
Morrison, not because these individuals are our
heroes, but because their caunse is just and is our
cause.

The Harrods bombing was a major setback
for the withdrawal movement in this country and
for the whole Irish national liberation struggle. [t
provided grist to the ‘hang-draw-and-quarter-
‘em’ brigade. It gave a platform for those just
looking for an excuse to ban Sinn Fein and
strengthen repressive legislation like the PTA. It
gave the media a field day — in fact to such an ex-

tent that the Irish Times of Mon. December 14, in
an article devoted just to the reactions of UK
papers, commented dryly: “‘Fronf page headlines
tended to be more emotional, as usual.”

While British imperialism bears primary
responsibility for the continuing deaths and
destruction as a result of its war in Ireland, British
labour movement leaders also carry a major
share. The latter have continued to collude with
British imperialism with their bipartisan policies.
““Until the British Labour Party can come up with
hetter answers than defending the division of
Ireland and ifs working class, than head-shaking
over dead hunger strikers and hand-shaking with
its Tory opponents, then Labour’s definition of
socialism will remain the most curious of all.”
(Geoff Bell, Troublesome Business, Pluto, 1982.)

Kinnock Off the Hook

The Harrods bombing allowed Labour leader
Neil Kinnock well and truly off the hook as he us-
ed the well-worn violence argument 10
categorically rule out any talks with Sinn Fein.

As socialists we are humanitarians. In fact itis
our humanitarianism, our value for human life
and our desire for social justice that makes us
socialists. Our sadness at death is genuine. We
know that only the achievement of social justice
for all will bring an end to violence and war, to
death and destruction. Only a united [reland will
allow for social justice in Ireland. Only a com-
plete and unconditional British withdrawal will
allow for a united Ireland. And the continuation
of a political dialogue with Sinn Fein is vital for
all these aims.

As radical socialists we must:

1. Continue to invite over Sinn Fein speakers.

2. Use every opportunity at every level of the
Party to correct the misinformation on Ireland.

3. Pass resolutions condemning the Unionist
veto, bipartisanship and calling for troops out.

4. Build the Labour Committee on Ireland —
join now and get your trade union, ward, CLP
and women’s section to affiliate. Request
speakers. Sell Labour and Ireland — new issue
just out!

(Sarah Roelofs is the women’s officer of the
Labour Committee on Ireland)

DAY SCHOOL ON IRELAND

(Organised by the Labour

Committee on Ireland)

Jan.28 < County Hall. Entrance £1.

Time 10.30.am-5p.m.

SPEAKERS — Desmond Greaves, Sue

Colfer, Geoff Bell, Sarah Roelofs.

AGENDA Republicanism and Socialism
Republicanism and Feminism
Irish and British T.U.
movements
British Labour Party

CRECHE apply in advance

Open to Labour Party members and
L.C.I. supporters

Send £1 for tickets and papers to
L.C:1.

BOX 42,

136 Kingsland High Road, London E8.

Message from Armagh

The following message has just been smug-
gled out of Armagh prison.
“‘While the strip searching here in Armagh gaol af
all prisoners leaving and returning (o the prison
has become a standard practice since November
1982 an incident involving a republican remand
prisoner last week leaves us greatly disturbed as 1o
the motive behind the adminstrative’s stance on
“the issue. The woman was brought to the recep-
tion area of the prison on the day of her weekly re-
mand appearance at Armagh courthouse. She
was ordered to strip naked. Having stripped (o
her pants she informed the screws that she had her
period and requested that her panis and sanitary
towel remain on. She was told that both pants and
s. towel must be removed. The woman refused to
comply due to menstruation and the female chief
officer was summoned. Again the woman ex-
plained why she had refused to strip completely
naked but was told by the chief officer to "be a
good girl and take your pants off and you can
hold your pad with one hand.’ The woman refus-
ed and the chief officer ordered thai the pants and
5. towel were [o be removed. Those screws present
then forcibly stripped her of both andd left her
standing completely naked while the ‘visual in-
spection” was carried out of her body. The
pruesome ordeal left the woman in so highly an
emotional state that one member of the board of
visitors found her crying bitterly in her cell when
she was relurned to the wing. Due to her ex-
perience her periods stopped. Worried she seen

the prison doctor. He, Dr. Cole, assured her that,

firstly it was a healthy sign for a period to stop

midway In ils course and secondly when she com-
plained about the overall effect strip searching
has on her was informed that it was also ‘very
healthy for a woman to strip in front of a man or
indeed anyone’. This man is supposedly a
qualified doctor engaged to medically provide for
we prisoners. We consider his views on sirip sear-
ching as both unethical and perversive. Rather
than calm the woman’s fears who must endure
this behaviour every week he has lent to increase
her anxiety since he clearly sanctions the ad-
ministrations misuse of authority in this par-
ticular area. We the prisoners have during the
past vear continuously called upon all influential
eroups to lend their weight to having this measure
withdrawn. We ourselves have and continue (o
petition N.I.O. in the hope that such will be
achieved. But to date N.1.0. refuse to over-rule
the governors decision on this maiter. As we enter
‘84 we again appeal to the public and those in-
terested bodies for your help in resolving this
issue. Women have been compelled to experience
degradation to have the privacy of their bodies
violated for far too long in Armagh prison. The
pyschological effects of this procedure are too
great and too alarming for any yvoung woman.”’

Labour Women for Ireland is campaigning
against the strip-searches. Contact Sarah Roelofs
on 01-607-5783.

WHY WE NEED ONE LABOUR
COMMITTEE ON PALESTINE
Proposals for Unity

The Labour Committee on Palestine was
formed in the wake of Israel’s invasion of
Lebanon. Within 3 months its emergency
motion to Labour Party conference calling
for a democratic, secular state in Palestine
and recognition of the PLO had been passed.
It achieved more in 3 months than the bourgeois
pro-Arabist Labour Middle East Council had
in 14 years. A large number of sponsors, affil-
iates and members had been built up and a
national conference was held at the end of
1982. A split in the anti-Zionist forces occurred
there which could only benefit the Zionists and
bourgeois Arabists, Since then both the LCP and
the 1.abour Movement Campaign for Palestine
have continued their work. The LMEC, using the
pressures on the PLO to compromise, has moved
closer to the Labour Zionists, condemning the
idea of a democratic, secular state in the same §
terms as the Zionists. And they used a Labour
Friends of Israel fringe meeting to attack the Nor-
wood resolution to Labour Party conference.
The anti-Zionist left needs maximum unity
and there is no political reason for two Labour
committees on Palestine. So we have written to
the Secretary of the LCP proposing immediate
talks aimed at unity. The Palestinians’ cause in
the Labour Movement can best be served by such |
unity and we look forward to the imminent |
merger of our organisations. ]
Tony Greenstein
Chairperson LMCIP
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Palestinian women organise in the West Bank

March 8th, International Women's Day 1978 was the launching day for the West Bank’s first national women’s organisation. Officially named
“The working women’s committee’’, its title reveals lar more about the political constraints on all Palestinian organisations in the committee
itself. Legally speaking it is a women's subsection of one of the Palestinian trades unions recognised by the Military Government. (Israel
recognises those unions recognised by Jordan on the eve of occupation. Under neither regime have they been able 1o function effectively). In
practice, however, ‘‘The working women’s committee’” is a national, nationalist organisation which does not confine itself to traditional ateas
of union concern, nor is its membership centred on women wage workers.

I spoke with some women from the
Ramallah branch of the committee last sum-
mer; their centre was just about to be re-
opened having been closed for 60 days by
the Military Government. The door was still
welded up; chairs and tables lay where they
had been overturned by the soldiers; Stars of
David had heen painted in red lead paint all
over the walls and the tiled floor.

CONSTANT HARASSMENT

"“We face the same constant harassmeni
from the Israelis as all Palestinian national
organisations’ said one of the women.
“They hate us because we represent (he
Palestinian national unity that they want ro
destroy. Bur as a women’s organisation, the
Israelis are not the only problem we face.

We have many other problem:, not least of

these is that many women are so overworked
that they have neither the time nor the
energy needed o pariicipate effectively in
aur organisation.”’

Many women have five, six, even ten or
fifteen children. The task of caring for these
and doing general housework falls entirelv
on them. In addition to this, many Palesti-
nian peasant women are also increasingly
having to take on heavy work on the land,
much of which was previously done by the
men now seeking waged work inside Israel.

Many of these women are constantly
pregnant. For many of them, all the water
needed for cooking, washing and cleaning
must be fetched by them in buckets from the
nearest well or standpipe. And travelling, be
it to do shopping, take someone to the doc-
tor, or to trace a child detained after one of
the street or schoolvard demonstrations that
are now part of evervday life in the West
Bank, is both time consuming and uncom-
fortable due to the totally inadequate public
transport system. No wonder-‘that, in the
words of one of the Ramallah women,

Pulestinian women in Jerusalem celebrare
International Women's Day, 8 March 1981.
“Many of these women suffer guite simply
[from serious exhaustion.”

BREAK OUT OF ISOLATION
Most of the work done by the women's commitiee
cansists in organising around these day to day
problems thal they as women have to face. They
establish local makeshill clinies to be visited once
a week by doctors sympathetic to the committee,
thus eliminating the problem and expense of
travel. They organise ralks on hirth control and
on nutrition for pregnant women, Thev get
together to set up local creches to ease the pro-
blem of child care. The impartance of the wark
done by the committee reaches far beyond the im-
mediale 2im ol alleviating the workload on
women however — a task which in the present
situation of the West Bank can be carried out only
to a verv limited extent anyway.

The actual process of organising together
gives many women a chance to break out of the
isolation of their homes, to meel and talk with
one another, to discuss issues important te them
and 10 work oul rheir own political views. The
committee’s work builds up a strong solidarity,
Both on a personal and political level, between the
women involved — a solidarity which is absolute-
ly vital to the present stage of struggle in the West
Bank.

ISRAELI POLICY

The main rhrust of Israeli policy in the West Bank
at the momen! i1s aimed at the destruction of
Palestinian unitv behind rhe PLO and the
obliteration of 1he Palestinain national identity
— aims which are vital for Israel to achieve nol
only wirh regard 1o the perpetuation of the zionist
colonisation of the West Bank, but also to the
future stability of the colonial state of Israel
itself. Israel is involved in trving to break up the
Palestinian popularion of the West Bank socially
and politically, in Ihe same way that they have
already carved it up geographically with a massive
network of Isracli settlements. In order ta do this
they are trying Lo impose on the Palestinians local
leaders, who are appointed by the Isracli military
government, and who represent the sum (otal of
“*self-determination” the Palestinians will get
under Begin’s aulonomy plan,

At the same rime the subjecr of the history of
Palestine has been erased from school curricula,
and the word “*Palestine’” is uself illegal, In the
face of these deiermined altempts to alomise
Palesinian society. the sort of work being done by
the women’s committee is of greal political im-
portance to the national struggle.

Palestinian women have a long history of
political activism. but the women’s committee
represents  their [irst  arlempl to  organise
autonomously. As such the political significance
of the commirtec stretches bevond its vital con-
tribution to the national struggle. As an indepen-
dent voice and an independent power base within
the narional struggle, the committee is able o
fight for that struggle and to actively take up their
own fight agains| their oppression as women.

By Anna Wagstaff, Oxford East
Labour Party

Let the voice of Labour’s rank and file be heard!

Delegation will be us for Annual Conference: one delezate per CLP il

Constituency Labour Parties are where:

second delezate £2.

ar female); second delesare whao must be female. FEES: firse delecare, £3.

VISITORS WELCOME (recisiration £3).

+ All the active individual Party members are organised. . . - ) ‘ )

% All the hard graft of local and general slections is done; where CLPS are also invited to SPONSOR THE CONFERENCE for an
Labour's fight-back will be lost or won. additional fee of £2 minimum. Sponsoring CLPs (whether or not

¥ In addition to the recorded corfxtrii;utxclm to Plartyl qusi 1fmcguuted they have sent delegates) will receive any written record of the Con-
millions are raised every year for local (mostly election) funds. .

Y Regular, intensive policy discussions take place on local government, ference pmduced * and conference papers.
national and international issues. )

+ Party women. and increasingly black members. are organised. CLPs Conference. clo Islington South Labour Party, 295 Upper
BUT: Street, London N1.

¥+ CLPs have no regular forum to exchange ideas on local CLP o oo

campaigning and organisation.
¥¢ (CLPs have no lobby to further their needs and rights.
¥ CLPs get only 9% of votes at Annual Conference.

ISLINGTON SOUTH LABOUR PARTY will host a

National Conference
for CLP delegates

on February 25th and 26th 1984
at County Hall, Waterloo, London SE1

Please send credentials for one delegate/Iwo delegates.
We enclose £3/€5/£7-plus (for sponsorship) pavable to Islington South &
Finsbury Labour Party.

Slenell . e s o S R B
Creche: please help by lettine us know in advance, it vou cun,

i vau
are brinving children.

Plegse inform us if vou meed can offer vvernieht ueconmodation.
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Triple Alliance launched

Britain’s three most important industries,
steel, coal and rail are being deliberately
wrecked by the Tories. They face savage
cuts, closures and cash starvation. At last,
after four years of premeditated onslaughi
by the Tories and after pressure from the
grass roots activists, a triple alliance has
been formed. Our leaders have come to ex-
pect what we have learnt from the bitter ex-
perience of the 1980 steel strike, the Welsh
coalfield strike and the traindrivers strike,
that the future of coal, steel and rail is intert-
wined. Cuts in one industry rebound on
another.

The following is the battieplan agreed by
the industries’ seven union executives:
1. Forging of new triple alliance link ups
wherever they are needed.
2. Regular talks between alliance trade
union leaders.
3. Six monthly joint conference between
union executive committees.

4. Mass rallies in key cities bringing in local
government.

5. Publicity campaign for the unions’ case.
6. More triple alliance meetings to be at-
tended by national officials.

7. A triple alliance group of MPs,

8. Joint industrial action to be considered if
one union faces trouble at local level.

9. Setting up of inter-union links raising tri-
ple alliance issues at branch and Labour par-
tv meetings, backing initiatives from the
alliance  campaign  against  closures,
privatisation and cash cuts, demanding
jobs, community ownership, higher invest-
ment, import controls, railway electrifica-
tion and CHP schemes.

The document outlining the above plan
was issued by all three unions. 1 went
through it with a tooth comb but apart from
one short sentence no reference was made
about joint strike action. [ tried but failed to
speak at the triple alliance launch meeting

last October at Brighton., 1 wanted to
remind the platform that the rank and
file had proved their mettle against the
Tories. They have shown that they are
prepared to fight; and that all that’s been
lacking in recent vears is the question of
leader\mp The only way in which we are go-
ing to convince Thatcher and her industrial
vandals from the CBI that we are serious in
defending jobs in coal, steel and rail is if the
leadership is seen 1o be seriously building for
the ultimate struggle. Anvthing less will be
treated with the contempl it deserves. Let us
all then enthusiastically welcome the laun-
ching of the triple alliance, but recognise
that it is one small, but useful, step in the
right direction and build one which rank and
file activists must fertilize and build with all
their might.

Ray Davies ISTC

Defend the Party of Labour

Having rounded off 1983 with the betrayal
the TUC is close to agreements with the Tories on arrangements for trade unionists to contract out of the

‘According to reports,
political levy.

The negotiations can not have been
very arduous. The Tories have not con-
ceded any of their proposals for destroying
the financial basis of the Labour Party.
They are pressing ahead with their pro-
posals for compulsory ballots on the
political funds, which is aimed at break-
ing the links between the LP and the
trade unions. If successful, this would be
a change of historic proportions in the
British labour movement, and a big blow
against the Labour Party

STATE FUNDING

The Party gets 75% of its funds from the
unions, apart from donations at election
time, and local affiliations. Unlike the
Tories and the SDP it could expect no
money from husiness sources. The altern-
ative wonld be some form of state fund-
ing, which would make the parliamentary

of the NGA Len Murray has wasted no time in setting a similar course for 1984.

party even more independent of the
constituencies, There are plenty on the
right wing of the party who would wel-
come moves towards individual member-
ship social-democratic parties on the
European model. Their counterparts in
the uwnions, the likes of Chapple and
Duffy, would alse welcome this.

NON-POLITICAL UNIONISM

Their model is of ‘non-political’ business
unionism of the American type. Both
wings would then be free to wheel and
deal around coalition policies towards
the SDP, the Liberals and even the
Tories. This would be a huge blow to the
prospects of forming a majority Labour
Government; a blow to the Party as the
party of labour; and it would massively
strengthen the right in both the Party and
the unions.

There should be no complacency on
the left on this issue. Five major unions

already have a majority contracting out
SOGAT, NGA, ASTMS, COHSE, &
ACTT. Unions with large numbers con-

tracting out include TASS, EBU, UCATT
and the Tobacco Workers. A MORI poll
in Jlanuary 1982 showed a majority
against LP affiliation in the TGWU,
AUEW. GMBATU, EEPTU, NUR and
USDAW. According to this poll only the
NUM and NUPE would support affiliation.

At the last TUC Congress one-third of
unions were non-affiliated. Murray and
co. are not directing the unions towards
closer co-operation with the Party. They
are going in the opposite direction. The
left neecds to starl organising now to stop
this threat.

Pat Hickey
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YTS: Government steps upaction

AS THE Youth Training Scheme struggles
into 1984 with only two-thirds of its places
filled, the Government and Manpower Ser-
vices Commission are stepping up action to
suppress trade union criticism and force
reluctant school-leavers in to the scheme.

SHOP-FLOOR OPPOSITION

Opposition to YTS began early, fuelled
by experiences under YOP, where even the
Manpower Services Commission said 30%
of trainees were used for ‘job substitution’
(ie doing the work of permanent
emplovees). Although the TUC and most
unions backed the scheme delegates to 1983
union conferences gave YTS a rough ride.
® NALGO voted against NEC advice only
to accept schemes paying the union rate
® NATFHE only narrowly rejected
(216-176) an amendment for a campaign
against YTS. _

@ the CPSA executive’s motion supporling
YTS was defeated.

® the POEU’s special conference in
November threw out a scheme already ap-
proved by the NEC and running in British
Telecom.

Even where unions have agreed to par-
ticipate nationally, shop-floor opposition
has boycotted many schemes. According to
a recent survey shop stewards committees
have rejected 13 out of 31 schemes, because
of refusal to ‘top up’ the £25 allowance and
the threat of job substitution. Examples
given were
@ paper makers Portals Ltd, where new
technology will cost 200 jobs in 2 years,
wanted to take on trainees while permanent
staff were being re-trained.

@ Liverpool Central Oil proposed a
on a site due for closure.

THREATS

Union opposition is echoed within the Man-
power Services Commission itself, where
many trade unionists — including the
Society of Civil and Public Servants — are
opposed to YTS in its present form. But
public criticism from within has been muted
by management threats.

The MSC is now threatening trade
unionists outside the civil service. The most

scheme

blatant case was Edinburgh Trades Coun-
cil, which issued a report 3 exposing
@ the extent of privatisation
@ lack of health
® false claims of union support
The MSC tried to stop them holding a
press conference, backed by a call from the
Area Manpower Board chairman — also
DPeputy General Secretary of the Scotlish
TUC — to say the conference could go
ahead if there was no criticism of the MSC.
Needless to say, the Trades Council went
ahead with a critical press conference
receiving much press and TV coverage.
Government ministers have attacked
unions for denying school-leavers a
‘chance’. The NUM was singled out by
Peter Morrison for stopping the NCB
scheme. But trainees are ‘voting with their
feet’. Only 67 of approved places were filled
by 8 December. The Government are reply-
ing with compulsion.
® careers officers are reporting
unemploved school-leavers to the DHSS for
refusing YTS places
@ school-leavers refusing places are liable
to a 40% reduction in social security for 6
weeks.

In the latest development, the Tories
have altered the rules of their infamous
Young Workers Scheme which gives a
straight £15 subsidy to emplovers paying
less than £42 per week and £7.30 to those
less than £47 from April 1s1.
® 16 vear olds will not qualify for YTS sub-
sidised jobs
@ the subsidy limit is raised to £50 at the
full £15 rate.

This will make 16 year olds more expen-
sive to employ than 17 year olds for most
low-paying employers. If the Tories suc-
ceed, jobs will dry up for 16 vear old
school-leavers and they will have no other
choice but YTS or reduced social security.

1. Bargaining Report 30, price £2.50 from LRD
Publications, 78 Blackfriars Road, LONDON

SE1 BHF.
2. A national conlerence was held in Sheffield in
December. and Birmingham have produced a

YTS Briefing pack, price 60p. Contact YTS Ac-
tion Group, 7 Frederick Street, Birmingham, for

other contacts and 1o add vour name Lo the list.
3. Youth Commitice Bulletin, December 1983,
Edinburgh District Trades Council,
Place, Edinburgh

12 Picardy

Gordon Griffiths
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N.U.S. conference report

This Conference saw major changes in
organisation. The three sectoral Confer-
ences (Further Education, Public Sector
Higher Education and Universities) were
for the first time held as part of the
whole Conference.
There were only five policy debates (on
grants, the Youth Training Scheme.
education policy, education cuts and
peace and disarmament.) It was agreed
to hold a national day of direct action
against education cuts. Buf perhaps the
best policy-decision was an amendment
calling for British withdrawal from
NATO — carried by a surprisingly large
majority.

Token support was given to the NGA.

but the emergency motion passed con-
demned ‘violence’ in the Warrington
dispute. A similar motion was passed
in support of Warwick University Union
in its fight against the £30.000 fine
imposed on it by the University after a
demonstration during Sir Keith Joseph's
visit to the campus last term. Bur it
‘condemned’ minorities who indulge in
violent confrontation’.

In this the NOLS (National Organisation of

Labour Students) leadership of NUS are in
close alignment with Neil Kinnock. They
frequently attack direet action, trving o
counterpose it with mass involvement, vet
their only strategy for fighting education cuts
is to demand negotiations with the Government.

Further Education delegates were aagry at

Alick Bridger
Delegation Leader,
Sussex University

the way their sector has been neglected by the
National [\LL. even though they provide the
majority of NUS members. This anger was
translated into ormanisation when over 200
delegates  wulked off Conference floor in
protest at the neslect of the FE sector. They
also stood candidates for elections: in  the
Executive Dbye-clection  they  pushed Left-
Alliance back into 3rd place losing ta NOLS
by only 55 vores,

With Lefr-Alliance in decline. Further Educar-
ion delegates prov ided the major challenge o
the NOLS-dominuted Executive. The impact of
groups like SWSS. the RCP and Militant was
negligible. Socialist Students {the lelt taction
within NOLS) were the only political group
exerting pressure on the Exec. from the left und
by strengthening its support in the Further
Education sector it will continue to do so.
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Victory at Lefrays

Lefrays Toy Factory is situated in the Gwent
mining area. Employees who have joined
the T&GWU to fight for better pay and
working conditions, have just won an im-
portant trade union victory after sixieen
weeks of action against their employers.
Diane Taylor, shop steward, talked to Brigf-
irtg about that fight.

‘65 emplovees at Lefrays joined the
TGWU in May 1983 hoping that the
management would recognise the union. We
joined because of bad conditions and poor
wages. While receiving our annual pittance
of a pay rise the bonus scheme was being
quietly eroded away until many of us, over
the year, had been unable to earn bonus,
making our take home pay an average of £43
for a 40 hour week.

Conditions in the factory were also very
bad. In the case of a fire most of us would be
unable to escape o doors were boarded up
and loys and boxes were stacked in
gangways etc. First aid was non-existent ex-
cept for a box of plasters and a bottle of
aspirin. This was highlighted when a girl
received burns from a glue gun and no pro-
fessional help was called.

LOCKED OUT

Between Mav and August we sent letters 10
the managem:nt asking them to meet the
union but to no avail. On August 22nd, we
called a one-day token strike for unien
recognition. We returned to work the
following day to find we had been locked
out, and, on August 26th we received our
notices. For sixteen weeks we maintained a
picket of the factory — with support of
other trade unions — the miners supplied us
with fuel and a caravan, the dockers blacked
the toys Lefray imported from Korea at
Southampton dock. Donations and help
have come from steel workers, trades coun-
cils, branch Labour parties, etc. We
organised a campaign against Lefrays Lovs,
we called public meetings. The longer the
dispute went on the stronger we became.’

They held a successful day of action out-
side the factory and the police decided to try
and break it up. There were violent incidents
perpetrated by the police who made eight ar-
rests eventually. Three more people have
been arrested at other times on the picket
line.

UNION RECOGNITION

On December 15th-16th the sacked workers
were (old afler discussions between union
officials and the Lefray management
through an arbitrator, that they have won
their fight for union recognition (previous
talks had broken down) and that they would
be offered their jobs back or they would
receive a cash repavment.

There are important lessons to be learnt
from the Lefray pickets victory (which, in-
cidentally, came at the same time as the
NGA defeat).

The essential ingredients for any victory
are a rank and file determined to win, a
trade union leadership prepared to lead,
political leaders determined to support and
finally no less important a committed and
tangible support from the TUC.

By members of Caerphilly Briefing.

snbald Satecn wanog

LABOUR-
TAKE
THE POWER!

ON November 20, in C

oventry, the National

majority to follow London,
Merseyside Labour Briefings in
“Labour — Take the Power!” as our masthead
slogan. Accordingly it appears on the front page
of this issue. There is a tradition and theory
behind this choice of words....

the demand, systematically addressed to the old leadership—
“Break with the bourgeoisie, take the power!"—is an extremely
important weapon

eon Trotskyfllthe Transitional Program

1. We in BRIEFING are interested in
power. Anyone who is not shouldn’t be in
pOIIm;’S,'Power is not necessarily the same thing
as office. Those of us who are now in positions
of formal control or influence on local or
metropolitan district councils are (or should be)
well aware of this by now.

3. There can be no successful conquest of]
power without a relentless onslaught uniting
all sections of the movement against the
reformist parliamentary leadership of the
Labour Party. The essence of reformism is the
refusal to struggle for power, combined with
the mistaking of office for power. Labour
leaderships in the past have consistently cringed
in face of the City, the judiciary, the monarchy
and big business, even when they have been
piven mandates and parliamentary majorities 10
govern independently in Labour’s name. We
demand: “Break with the bosses! — Take the
power! — Or make way for those who will!”

4. We want the Labour Party to realise its|
potential as a2 mass organisation of the working
class, and its potential — given a deepening of
the constitutional changes already achieved —
to transform itself into an alternative machin-
ery of state for a future Labour government.
No coalitions! For Labour to govern in its own
name alone! The moment a Labour administra-
tion is formed — regardless of who is leading it
— we intend to orchestrate the demand that it
break with the Ttuling class apparatus of state
and take full power into its own hands, under
the amended slogan “All power to the Labour
Government!” Any ruling class resort to extra-
parliamentary obstruction must be met with an
answer in kind.

Chris Knight,
{ Lewisham East CLP
and London Labour Briefing)
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