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bonus T HE DECISION OF THE serious Left deputies, ‘Tony Gregory,
.c:] s:ﬁ; Joe _Sherlocli,_ Paddy Gallagher and Proinsias de Rossa, to vote
wy and, for a Fianna Fiil government in preference to a Fine Gael one
el s very much to be welcomed. It shows a degree of political
205 maturity that Labour, unfortunately, is yet to display, oz
on an ﬁfe_t, Labour is clearly in tran_sition. The Administration Council o
decision to oppose active coalition offers the chance for Labour e
rate the to develop a totally independent strategy for socialism, even if,
eptable at the moment, it is in an effective state of passive coalition.
rs, and q crucial tor hopes of Left Hrd or e e .
e advance in the immediate. But V¥ late publication of this
the new ;Vfc@fgﬁs :;0 be Iﬁmﬁd is rth]i; ;f::e of the Irish l:S:‘nr_u:1::1:13m11: 'It';hm 5
1gnt 10r soclallsm nas 1o | been caused Yp ucton
. Group based on the working class move- | difficulties outside of our con-
£ T R
| C.l s a Mg issue , parha- ’ 0 4 OoTrwar sOome '::3"
;3 a;fw mentary arena. matter originally intended for
500,000 What needs to be worked out the May issue and to publish
! that a is how to combine the parliomen- | (&S 38 & joint Apri/May issue.
the ex- tary struggle in the dail with | (oF OO O hat this :
»gotiated extra-parlimentary struggle, and B el S and: horeth - be e
e1gs | espemaJil? o & bnng_ [RE tace back to normal in the next R
g unions wnto achive political cam- issue. can play an
e when paigning. important role for Left advance.
running Within the déil, it is clear from ing for a British Dedlaration of
1able In- the budget and the anti-social at- Intent to Withdraw.
~va s ocwnere” doploed (o wRY MAY DAY GREETINGS
Fianna Fail will have to be re- Thirdly, the Left must be wary
fram the solutely opposed. Their weak- of Haughey’s willingness to sac-
R con nesses of the present time offers rifice meutrality for @ spurious and, ' f ?
Foir Teo a great opportunity for forcing in those circumstances, useless THE COMMUNIST PARTY of Ireland once again greets the Irish working class on this May
concessions of a progressive char- unity. Tied in to the imperialist Day, a time of great opportunity for political advance by the workers, but a time, too, of
per Mills acter. military alliance, Irish unity would economic recession of unemployment and of serious industrial problems.
closed on But the prospects of this are, in mnot be independent. _ _ _ ;
to correct fact, weakened by right wing  The Left should criticise Haugh- 10 key to that possible ad- organised a seminar, open to all, clanify exactly what tactics and
ul;n{nm- etk catarieass oo Fm Gael. ey, not fmlsn n:hg ‘standpﬂint of vance 'hea in the unity _of the L«'-.:ft. on thc' problems of Left Unity. strategy s:hould be adopted. :
deed However bad Fianna Fiil may be, defending imperialism a@s Jim This @s why the inmitial tentative Dlscusmc?ns on the economy, on T‘here 1s, of course, division of
nsiies of Fine Gae]l is a hundred times Kemmy does, but should point out dsewlﬂplznent _ of the Socialist the ~mational question, on the opinion on the Left about what
eyt worse, as the two budgets showed. that reliance on contacts with the Iorum is so important. This May political options facing the working should be done. Thhis is why
e So long as opposition to Fianna US or private deals with Britainare 13y weekend, the TForum has class present an opportunity to such discussions are vital, Certainly
rnings. Fail’s capitalist policies is posed mnot the way forward. some elements will not be won
lé;surkm in terms of a Fine Gael alternative, The fight for meutrality is in- - to the broad co-operation that is
itials com- there is mo alternative. This is gmegral to the fight for genuine necessary, for example, Jim
: not because the two parties are wunity, It is part of the world fight CoN N 0LLY SUN DAY Kemmy’s mnew party which is
k’who'h“" 18 the same. Far from it. for peace and democracy, fou avowedly pro-imperialist.
iy Fianna Fiil represents, in gener- weakening imperialism and for ANNUAL C.P.I. COMMEMORATION But if the serious Left can
?ﬂ, the interests of the manufactur- strengthening the struggle of the OF JAMES CONNOLLY overcome sectional differences and
per week. Ing sector. Tq_mhm ext;nt,'ﬁwm working class for socialism. reach out to combine the social
is more possibility that it will de-  National independence, national SUNDAY, 9th MAY, 1982 od retionll S EEIRE have &
>d to fight fend mnational economic interests wnity and peace fare the three . 4 coherent  political  framework
t from the and will Eavnu_:r a development cornerstones on which the ILeft ARBOUR HILL — 2.30 P.Mm. within which to work out specific
E:ﬂ#niﬁlnl: atm;‘egy mdummﬂy o should build its programme. programmes for defence of Irish
xment that mmmmmlmw;? co?f sovereignty,, for economic develop-

this group lie in close association
with and subordination to foreign
interests, as in regards to the EEC.

They lie in tight, rigid fiscal and
monetary policies — which, inevit-
ably, bear hardest on the working

Social

HE DECISION of the Gov-
ernment to proceed with a

whether or not to become mothers.
They will continue to exercise that

Rights Attacked

ever, is that sight might be lost of

the real purpose of the referen-

ment, for social progress, for
democratic advance, for the

specific interests of the working
class.

Britain that class — and as a consequence they jeferendum to write the illegality right, PR, e ]
zuilt in Ire- must relegate development meeds of abortion into the Bunreacht, or - _ : on,agdk :ﬁ ﬂih; tz con-
ssion upon (the provision of jobs and an eco-  Constitution, js more than just a o what 1s at stake In the seveption, e dwt“m ac e
ss  popular nomic future) to second place gesture of appeasement to a vicious referendum ? Quite simply, it is mls! E:Hinm social on women’s
behind fiscal rectitude — what and vociferous group of narrow the right to proper and full con- <2 society, on sexuality and l

. John Kelly quaintly describes as pigots. It is a threat to a whole traception. It was noteworthy that BI arenthood.
 in Ireland “seq years of old-fashioned thrift.” 2o b Socikl toluits” Wor * alber those opposed to a right to con- y F_ﬁrked contrast, the sup-
eaceful or Secondly, the mational question traception made every effort from Posed ° right to life > which bothers THIS MDNTH
st ultima ¥ 49 many years of hard struggle. : : thie muliokig ;

declaratia; — the right of the people of Ire- the start to confuse the issue with el it sectarians does not |
no right in land to unite their country in The most obvious point about tPat of abortion. And they have e to living human life. They
| commit it- independence from British im- the abortion referendum is that jt Cclamed that contraceptives are _mot concerned about capital ® HAUGHEY’S
nity and in- perialism — is central. It will not  js not needed if the purpose is to abortifacients. ’mms_“m

ands of civil

go away just because it poses

make abortions illegal. They al-

We will need to read very care-

ing a right to a minimum of
decency and dignity in life.

CRUSADE

difficult issues. The Left must se¢ ready are, and there are no con- fully th ding of posed (see page 2)
fl :stslcaﬁitgy to it that Fianna Fail and Haughey ceivable possibilities that any r:‘;n:tituw mﬁf:d::it’p!‘:“d ‘0 tth. are they N
fesim thaans do not backtrack, and unless they change would occur in the fore- draw public attention to the dan- o effects of the constitutional
o Syiiinatcs do the Left will never be able 1o  seeable future. bois. Statements on private property on ® ECONOM
otestant sec- gain the suppost of the majority many hundreds of old aged pen- ICS
h people to of the working class. Of course, the referendum will  One problem, of course, is that sioners, young married couples and (see page 3)

lems peace-
ide domina-

res all that,

This means that while rejecting
sectarianism and the silly militar-
ism of the Provisionals, the Left
must give the lead in opposing

not stop abortions. Women will
continue to go to England for abor-
tions, and all the bigotted moral-
ising in the world won’t stop that

many people will rightly want to
assert the right to choose of a
pregnant woman and to campaign

others now, by courtesy of the
property owning judges of the
Supreme Court, at the mercy of
rapacious landlords.

® WOMEN

s, It is i against the narrow sectarian bigot-
realise ﬂ; imperialism: by fighting for demo- ~— because more and more women ry that has inspired this proposal. It scems that there is life and (see pages 4 & 5)

cratic advance, and by campaign-

are claiming their right to choose

The grave danger in this, how-

Iife,
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Common Market

HE 25th ANNIVERSARY of the founding of the Common
T Market has produced the normal quota of nauseating gush

from the establishment press in Ireland. Not a single paper
attempted to offer a balanced assessment of how successiul the
Common Market has been or what its prospects for survival are,
nor how Ireland fared as a consequence of our membership.

Instead, all the problems of the EEC were glossed over. We
were treated to the empty rhetoric of European unity being a
means to avoid European war, and the rest of the pious European
clap-trap,

The reality, of course, is that the EEC does not represent
European unity, but the unity of the Western European multi-
national companies and conglomerates with an institutional power
greater than that of the sovereign states which individually make
up the EEC.

And far from being a stimulus to peace, the EEC bloc has
been used as a weapon by West German revanchists to keep the
political pot boiling in Europe as they dream of rewriting the
Second World War and of reconquering the East. The Common
Market divides Europe.

Not much idealism in that. Nor much democracy either, for
the power of natonal parliaments and the sovereignty of national
states, including Ireland, have been whittled away to service the
profits and manipulations of the multinationals.

And the EEC is riddled with contradictions. The CAP is con-
sidered vital for France; it is reviled by Britain, And already
the French are providing their own national supports for agricul-
ture as the CAP declines in real value.

To pay for this, they will have to protect French industry, and
this will weaken the interest of British capitalists in EEC mem-
bership.

In ?reland’s case, our sycophants have consistently urged us to
be “good Europeans”. It is as if by tugging our Iorelocks most
vigorously we could persuade our betters to be kind to us. And
so we see the ludicrous sight that, despite the absence of a com-

mon fisheries policy, Irish fishery prpotection is used against Irish
fishermen alone, while every other EEC country uses its protec-
tion service against non-nationals and turns a blind eye to its use.

There are signs, however, that while John Cooney in the Irish
Times might have apoplexy about it, Fianna Fail at least is be-
ginning to sound less euphoric about the EEC. Fine Gael (in-
cluding its Labour right rump) along with the-Irish Times con-
tinue to preach ‘“good Europeanism’, but Ray MacSharry was

quite willing to speak openly about flaunting Common Market

rules (so-called) if Ireland’s interests were served thereby.

It is a step forward. But it is not enough. EEC membership
has a thorough-going effect on the structure of our economy, and
dissipates, especially in the higher ranks of the civil service and
state development areas, the very effort of will needed to switch
ito a new structure which alone can lay the basis for resolving our
economic and social problems, _

And what type of new structure is this ? In the final analysis,
only socialism will end poverty and poor development, end emig-
ration and unemployment, and all the indignity and misery that
go with them. But the first step to establishing a socialist society,
one with equality of opportunity and distribution of wealth, is for
the state to assume a more dynamic role in the economy itself.

Prvate enterprise will not create the jobs or the type of re-
structuring that we require. It can neither accumulate the funds,
nor avoid the need to subordinate development to profit. The
state must, therefore establish manufacturing industries directly,
increasing the range of what is covered by the public sector.

The LD.A. strategy of looking to foreign capital to provide
the jobs has failed. They haven’t provided the jobs, but we have
provided the highest profit return to American investment of any
country in the world - a very sorry boast indeed, though one that
the I.D.A, apparently is not ashamed of. & R

Direct state industrial development would be based primarily
on our own resources, especially in agriculture (e.g. the meat
processing industry currently being run down) and our potential
in fisheries, mining etc.

And simultaneous with this extension of the public sector must
come state planning, the subordination of all economic activity to
the state plan which, by its public character, is subject to demo-

"~ Bankruptcy

ONE OF THE sorriest sights of the present political situation has been
the bankruptcy of the right wing of the Labour Party as expressed by
Fine Gael hacks Barry Desmond and Ruairi Quinn.

Both of these gentlemen have proved to be more monetarist than
th monetarists themselves. They seem determined to uphold fiscal
stringency as the sole economic virtue, and are utterly unconcerned about
the e{flfectn of such policies t‘iﬁl the wurlcin;lgh class.

uinn’s arrogance in this area is onliy matched by his ignor
To hear him decry the proposal to apply VAT on imports aE ﬁnia: c:'f
entry as discriminating against Irish industry was truly mind-boggling
Even Brian Lenihan, not noted for his economic acumen, knew tlfat, 1{
it had any effect, it would discriminate in favour of Irish industry and
e B m&pqrts_ reads of Paul T

ut Quinn too many ansey’s pseu P
tribes. He and Desmond both accept totally the pm;:;; czfnﬂtﬁc o
economy, despite its evident failure and despite the fact that it contra‘:hm
Labour’s own Mcy of supporting state planning, cte

Fianna Fﬁlthwouldueem,amclotertuLabourpoﬂ than
Labour T.D.s. It would clarify the political situation if chm anzlﬁ o
would cut the cord and join Fine Gael where they obviously bl;kmg ¥
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Washington dead-end for
Haughey crusade

By CORMAC O’RYAN

THE NEW Government’s return to emphasing the question of Irish umty a.nd the
campaign for a British Declaration of Intent to Withdraw is most welcome, the illusion that

The simple fact that has to be
faced is that US imperialism, and
the ultra-hawkish political forces
represented by Ronald Reagan,
have deeply entrenched strategic
interests in common with British

imperialism; and Britain, with Mar-

garet Thatcher at the helm, has
proved itself the most consistent
ally of US imperialism in the pre-
sent tense aggressive climate.

It is absolutely idle to believe
that the US imperialists would
jeopardise their close and harmoni-
ous relationships with Britain to
bring the type of pressure to bear
on the Irish question that is meed-
ed.

It should be noted that Haug-
hey’s pilgrimage to the land of the
brave is not a unique effort.
Eamon de Valera, during the War
of Independence, spent many fruit-
less months on a similar quest. He
got much sympathy, and the sham-
rock was sported on St. Patrick’s
Day, but the US gave no political
support to Ireland then, and will
not Now.

SUMMED UP

Reagan summed up American
policy succinctly when he stressed
it was not his role to interfere,
though he hoped the parties would
move to a settlement. In other
words, the first priority is to sup-
port Britain, and the second is to
be relieved if the issue can be
taken away.

Another point has to be faced,
too. The Irish question does not
command a voting block that can
influence domestic US politics, and
to that extent it doesn’t count. We
must also realise that it is not just
a question of Reagan, Irish com-
mentators delude themselves when
they imagine that Edward Kennedy
would make a difference.

There would be a difference of
emphasis, perhaps, a little bit more
pressure—but in the final analysis
the strategic interests of US and
British imperialism are too close to
allow Ireland to upset them, even

with an ‘Irishman’ in the White
House.,

This is not to say that attention
should not be paid to the US, both
in terms of influencing its public
opinion and official policy. Large
public demonstrations of hostility
to British policy in Ireland are an
important weapon in isolating
Britain internationally, and genera-
ting the pressures that will lead to
change,

But it is obvious that the em-
p?lasis should be placed on invol-
ving the Irish American commun-
1ty in democratic action. Talking
to the Administration is useless.

SERIOUS

I_ndccd, if we are serious about
an international campaign to isolate
Britain and to pressure for the
Declaration of Intent, we must
lﬂ?k to the natural allies of the
I_nsh people—the national libera-
tion movements, the Third World
and the socialist countries.

There is, in fact, an enormous
fund of goodwill towards Ireland
which can be tapped in a positive
manner. A socialist government in
France, whose solidarity with Ire-
land during the Hunger Strike
crisis was rebuffed by the Fitz-
Gerald Government. We can look,
too, to Greece and to Cyprus,
where progressive governments
have a great deal of understanding

of the reality of British colonialism.

We can look to the countries of
Africa and Asia which have fought
for and won their freedom. Our
problems will be understood there.
We can look to Latin America, and
to the glorious example of revolu-
tionary Cuba, a small island like
Ireland confronted by an aggressive
larger meighbour.

We can fight in the United
Nations and in international fora
throughout the world to argue the
justice of our case, to bring for-
ward the interim demands of de-
mocracy and civil rights which are
so essential to make sense of a
policy of seeking a Declaration of
Intent, and to expose the vicious
basis of British policy, its responsi-

the United States can be won to play a positive role in this campaign can only ultimately damage
the policy and discredit it.

bility for the crisis in our country;
and with such international pres-
sure, alongside a renewed mass
democratic movement in the North
itself we can force Britain to yield.

Of course, the mass movement In
Ireland itself is vital for this. Here,
it is absolutely crucial that the
Provisionals cease their disastrous
military campaign and allow mass
politics to be rebuuilt.

And the Govzernment, to0o, can
play a role, by positive support for
such a movement and understand-
ing of the necessity of the civil
rights demands which, up to now,
they have dismissed out of hand.

It is worth noting that Haughey
relies on pleading his case to the

(continued on page 3)

When Will They

Ever Learn?

HE PROVISIONALS it seems are destined to learn neither
from history nor reality. They seem determined to refuse to
face up to the fact that the military campaign is a failure. They
genuinely seem to believe that no other method of struggle is

possible and that therefore the end of the military campaign
would be the end of the ideal of a free united Ireland.

Such, alas, is the contempt with
which all elitist organisations re-
gard the mass movement of work-
ing people. But the people of Ire-
land, especially in the Republican
areas of the North, are not and
will not become supine before the
assaults of imperialism.

The military campaign has not
stiffened their resistance ; on the
contrary, it has weakened the re-
sistance by sowing confusion and
disunity within the anti-imperialist
camp.

SORDID
The killing of three British sol-
diers in a well-executed ambush in
Belfast last month does not alter
the sordid nature of the Provisional
campaign. Of far greater signific-
ance is the death of an 11-year old
boy in a bomb attack in Banbridge,
and shooting down in front of his
children of a man who left the

UDR many years ago.

At best, this is a reckless disre-
gard of the sectarian consequences
of such actions; at worst, it is sec-
tarian — truly, mindless, pointless
killing,

We do not go along with those
who regard the deaths of British
soldiers in the same light. These
soldiers were mercenary killers,
hired gunmen who have the blood
of Irish children on their hands,
the proud terroris ers of defence-
lcs's people, the torturers of
prisoners,

But we also know that their
deaths will not advance by one
second, Irish unity, democracy, the
coming together of Catholic and
Protestant, or the weakening of im-
perialist rule in Ireland. It’s better
than killing civilians, but that’s all
that can be said for it.

And the killing of the former
UDR man is not an isolated in-
cident. There have been far too
many such Killings, soft targets all
of them. The brutalisation of

Irish society has gone a long way
when civilians like this—and he
was a civillan—can be gunned
down so callously in front of his
children.

And the degeneracy of those
who would liberate us is further
shown by their turning in on their
own. The informer is always a
repulsive character, but the internal
suspicion and mutual distrust
which has bred so many willing to
sell‘ their comrades reveals the
political emptiness, deep down, of
this ‘liberation’ army.

Undoubtedly, British intelligence
has sown profitable seeds of dis-
trust, and one can only wonder
how many innocent men have been
copdemned as informers after
being set up by British Intelligence.

:And what can be said of the
social views of those who believe
that fathers should be shot for the
alle_ged crimes of their children?
It is so unbelievable, because it
sounds just like the rantings of a
Fine Gael Law and Order crus-
ader. What sort of Ireland would

it be if such people had state
power ?

And yet, behind the sordidness
_thcre still lie the remnants of an
lde_al, the republican ideal of the
unity of all the people of Ireland
In a free independent country.
There are many drawn to the Pro-
visionals by the despair, frustration
and fear of British violence and
cruelty who are motivated by
genuine ideals.

Can we reach out to such people
and urge in the name of the people
of Ireland, in the name of a demo-
cratic future of peace and indepen-
dence, that the military campaign
be called off, publicly and cleanly,
and the way cleared for mass poli-
tical ar::tion to resume its thrust for
the dismantling of sectadanism

and the imperialist structures of
rule in Ireland.
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N THE 18th CENTURY, there lived in England a man called Thomas Robert Malthus. He
wag an economist who was very concerned about population growth.

He believed that the population
was growing much faster than the

tion 1s the best and most efficient

telligence of the working people. Cogiaaes e BaE
foundation for organising an econ- &3 G G

Like Barry Desmond, he throws % ety

food supplies of the country; omic system. his hands up in despair at the Irish  &25% . "2 >
sooner or later there would not be Economists recognise that capi- People. They (the people), have gt
enough food for everyone and mass ‘talism is not up to the task of pro- been living beyond their means for _
starvation would follow. viding full employment, so the Vears, he moans.
The only solution, he thought, was  theory is used to justify this in- Along comes Garret FitzGerald & = a3
to cure population growth. Atthat  capacity, and Barry Desmond to clear up :  ##7  u
time, the Poor Law system was set P dsadiss obvious  wh Pacoa the financial mess which the people i
up, offering some tiny relief to the 4“4 400 ote the oge olicy and their Fianna Fiil governments 7 #7d = S
worst degradations of the poor. which would impose the grE atesj’; were responsible for. ' =002 S Sl oisy

No sooner have Garret and [ 8 & Foortl /R Y B0 48
Barry instilled a sense of “reality” WS @¥s Boo 1o F Sy o)
into our economic affairs than they “ A& e & SRR B &0 S & AL
are dismissed by the people in S8 = SEeEE O > S O ey
favour of Fianna Fail, and free- ~ “gi & SRNeSF giics =~ S e
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hardship on poor people as a
means to achieve his objective.
Why not advocate more liberal
contraceptive policies or abortion?

Malthus was unable to advocate

Malthus campaigned for the
abolition of the Poor Laws, arguing
that they encouraged people to
have more children than they could

afford to feed by themselves.
Malthus was hated and reviled

in his day. History has disproved

his theories and the passage of

time has not lessened the derision -

with which his name is greeted.

But the memory of Malthus has
not deterred a latter-day economic
“expert” from proposing essentially
the same solutions to Ireland’s
economic problems.

Paul Tansey is an economist
who writes for the “Irish Times”.

He professes to be very con-
cerned about the employment situ-
ation.  Population, he says, 1s
growing faster than new job oppor-
tunities for young people.

His solution 1s to curb popula-
tion growth. The best way to do
that is to attack the poor.

The social welfare system, ac-
cording to Tansey, encourages, Or
enables poor families to have more
children than they could otherwise
maintain from their own resources.
Therefore social welfare benefits
should be taxed on each additional
child.

It is a measure of the bankruptcy
of bourgeois economics that a Mal-
thusian solution can be proposed
to the unemployment crisis by an
economist, and apparently be taken
seriously.

It is easy to see why he would
choose a Right wing solution (curb-
ing population) rather than direct
his attention to the need to create
more jobs.

Bourgeols economics, accepts, as
part of its framework of analysis,
that private enterprise and private
ownership of the means of produc-

Haughey
Crusade

(continued from page two)

international] men of substance be-
hind closed doors (like Patrick
Sarsfield ag déanamh a ghearain
leis ma rithe), while FitzGerald can
think no further than institutional-
ising sectarianism through power-
sharing at best, and at worst de-
manding that the Catholics apolo-
gise for having been the victims of
discrimination.

Agdin there is nothing new in
this. During the War of Indepen-
dence, de Valera spurned the sup-
port of the fledgling Soviet Repub-
lic. He preferred to deal with the
men of substance, the men of pro-
perty. He got nothing, and the
Free State Treaty was imposed on
Ireland instead.

Irish democratic opinion must

raise its voice and make sure that
thie miiatalre ¢ At reneated now

contraception because it was not
available to the masses as it is to-
day. He considered the option of
abstinence from sexual intercourse,
but decided against it. Being a very
religious man, he thought that ab-
stinence would only encourage the

spread of “perversions” among the
lower orders.

In a different sense, Tansey dis-
plays the same kind of moral right-
eousness and contempt for the in-

HY ARE interest rates rising
in Ireland and falling every-
where else in the world ?
Basically because the demand
for loans on the Irish money mar-
ket has been rapidly increasing
over the last few months. In these
circumstances the banks can afford
to get away with increasing in-
terest rates, to choke off excess
demand for funds and at the same
time attract more deposits.
In the rest of the world, the
recession has dampened the de-

In a report which ﬁppearcd in
the Irish Times recently Mary
Flaherty pointed out that many in

Ireland had ideas which mever got |

further than a pub counter.

The Government said'the former
Minister, could not meet the de-
mand for jobs (a welcome admis-
sion to what Fine Gael promised
during the election last summer)
and she suggested that if people
saw a product of foreign origin
they should ask themselves if they
could make that same product by
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Such irresponsibility!! What im-

maturity the ignorant masses have
displayed! Quite simply they de-
serve everything they have coming
to them; they must be made to pay
for their foolishness. Tax social
welfare benefits! reduce living
standards! that’ll teach them.

These are the hysterical rantings
of bankrupt men who are power-
less and full of resentment.

Long may they remain so!

mand for loans by business, for-

cing banks to drop interest rates
in an effort to attract more bor-
IrOwers.

Upward pressure on Irish rates
has come from two sources.

Firstly, the Coalition Govern-
ment decided to raise as much of
their borrowing requirement as

possible on the domestic financial

market,

Secondly, before the coalition
gained office, semi-state bodies,
businessmen and farmers borrow-

starting a small industry of their
own.

The former Minister must think
that all of us pint-swilling poli-
ticlans are half-blind, besides
being thick.

For her information, the reason
}vhy most of us are out of a job
is precisely because three-quarters
of the products on sale in the
shops are foreign manufactured.

One of the ‘great ideas’ many
people have been carrying around
for quite some time now—and it
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@ With the price of food so

high, Paul | T might

abletoﬁmd

another method of population control.

ed heavily from banks on the
continent where they could avail
of lower interest rates.

These borrowings were guaran-
teed against exchange losses by the
then government. People who bor-
row from abroad can lose heavily
if currency exchange rates subse-
quently move the wrong way. The
government guaranteed to compen-
sate borrowers for such losses.

However, the coalition with-
drew the guarantee. As a result
businessmen and farmers are

Pub talk proposal is very hard to swallow

didn’t have to originate in a pub-
lic house where the ex-Minister
apparently does her homework —
13 the solving of the housing
shortage.

Not alone would employment be
given to thousands of skilled and
semi-skilled workers, but the end
Pro::iucr would go a long way to
improving the health and well-
being of tens of thousands of
families,

As a Minister at the Depart-

ment of Health, she should surely
know that much.

E.E.C. FACING A BLEAK FUTUR

HIS YEAR THE E.E.C, celebrates its 25th

Why interest rates are rising

afraid to take the risk of further
foreign borrowing.

They have switched their bor-
rowing back to domestic banks.

The extra pressure for funds
from these two sources makes
itself felt initially on the Dublin
Inter-Bank Market.

This is a money market where
financial institutions can borrow
money to meet their short-term
needs.

If money is relatively scarce
and demand is strong, lenders can
receive a higher rate than the
prevailing rate in the economy.

Speculators take advantage of
this by borrowing money from the -
‘banks at the mnormal rate, and
‘then lending that money back to
the banks at the higher rate pre-
vailing on the inter-bank market.

'To liminat 1 sndfall
gains, banks have to increase the

anniversary. However, the mood of the
Brussels oligarchy is anything but celebratory.

Opinion polls in Britain and other member
states reveal that support for E.E.C. member-
ship it at an all time low.

The councils, commission and Parliament of
the community are convulsed in the perennial
crisis over farm prices, the albatross of the
Common Agricultural Policy and disputes over
Britain’s contribution to the budget.

New socialist governments in France and
Greece are placing their mational interest be-
fore E.E.C. rules. .

Even the Irish government, once model
““ Buropeans,” are saying they'll break the rules
to protect Irish interests.

Set 'againd’s.t a backgglmnd of over IO‘mﬂﬂ;i‘gﬁ
unemployed, a seemingly endless recession a
a dangerously tense international climate, these

factors point to a very bleak future for this

wonlldhe cinerteyurar

policies cannot work un-

less there is a massi i

available to re-struc‘turewtoiwcnatmalmumty surpl‘m
and harmonise their varied interests.

The bulk of the surplus is absorbed b

C.;AJP- An an attempt to have common Mﬁﬁ
prices in amcaﬂm'um_!l goods by holding enor-
mous faod_stoclgsm:mmmﬁm. This in itself
is the antithesis of free-trade and everything
the E.EE.C. is supposed to stand for.

- No progress will be made until the CAP
is abolished because Ireland, France, Imiy;
Denmark and Greece benefit greatly from the
present system and will veto any attempts to

1T,
On the other hand, Britain will veto attem
- pts
to make progress in any other direction
as the C.AP. remains intact. dm“ e

ceconomies

of

W . . el s

itwiﬂrmim_atmtomsunimwithfmm

ment of
frontiers.

But one cannot even have a proper Common
Market when member states, especially France,
continually impose selective sanctions on im-
ports from other member states 2o protect their
ownwine:‘rnimtworwhmcwr.

The decision by our own government to

impose V.A.T. on imponts at the ?'Ecof entry

strikes at the very hearnt of the
sophy.

It is all & far cry from the heady days of
1972 when the forces of Fianna Fail, Fine
the FUE and IFA closed ranks in holding

the vision of full low prices, high
zmomes b e 'mePmtymnmd,

Their vision is taking on all the appearances
@ nightmare which will not survive another
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SOCIALISM AND FEMINISM

A discussion article

By MARY JONES

| ARTICLE is based on notes for a talk given by Mary

Jones at the James Connolly Forum on November 4th, 1981.
The main concern of the talk was to suggest directing the energy
of the women’s movement towards a renewed consideration of the
exploitation of women both in domestic labour and in paid labour

outside the home.

EMINISM is the mark of a

diverse movement of women
seeking change in their positicn in
society. The adage, sisterhood is
powerful for me remains valid,
but with qualifications. Sisterhood
is powerful, but as a movement
feminists must acknowledge both
theoretically and practically that
some are more powerful, and some
more vulnerable, than others.

The initial energies of the con-
temporary women’s movement
were towards a focus on the com-
mon aspects of women’s lot. All
women were seen to be oppressed
by the image that social and polit-
ical institutions such as the media,
the churches, and schools, imposed
upon them.

CONSTRAINED

All were constrained by socio-
economic structures such as the
family and legal systems, and few
could boast of economic indepen-
dence. All were oppressed by the
perceived social necessity and
‘naturalness’ of service, as vocation
to the needs of men and children.

For a number of reascns the
early focus of the movement was
on reproduction, It was an assumed
commonality of experience — all
‘women potentially, and most
women eventually bear children.

As long as the liberty of a
woman to make choices was cur-
tailed by the possibility of con-
stant pregnancy, it 'was considered
futile to make claims which would
only apply to the minority who,
by choice or circumstance, did not
bear children. Reproduction was
also the area that both ideclogi-
cally and in ‘real life’ was deemed
to be ‘women’s lot’.

This early stage of the contem-
porary women’s movement, from

the 1970°s onward, was a time
when many essentially 1liberal
claims for reform in women’s
position were at least considered
At this time the recession was only
beginning and most women were
novices politically. As in the earlier
struggles by feminists, single issue
solutions- were seductive — the
vote, education, the pill. Women,
no less than men, were not above
seeking the easy solution.

Ten years on_ however, what is
becoming increasingly apparent is
that although reproduction in bio-
logical terms is a common potential
of all women, the conditions in
which women reproduce, or choose
not 10, are in most cases depen-
dent on factors such as health and
wealth. In relation to reproduction
these involve questions of nutrition,
of maternity services, of ante and
post-natal care, of fertility and of
fatality.

CIRCUMSTANCES

Such differences, when consid-
ered in relation to first and third
world countries, are patently
obvious. What we have to deal
with are the differences in the cir-
cumstances surrounding the re-
productive function of women in
relation to those women in Tere-
nure and those women in Tallaght.

Essentially political demands for
control of our reproductive capac-
ity cannot be viewed in isolation.
The demand raises questions, two
of which bear brief consideration.
There are class differences in re-
gard to the capacity to exercise
choice — economic wherewithal
and the status it confers effect
both the capacity to cbtain suitable
contraception and the capacity to
deal with an unwanted pregnancy.

In the case of the latter, the
difference between a boat to Eng-

LCT.U. - WELCOME
STATEMENT

N THE occasion of Inter-

national Women’s Day the
Irish Congress of Trade Unions
called on the government to re-
move all major obstacles to the
achievement of equality for
women,

Congress demanded the intro-

on of child care facilities for
working parents, the elimination of
discrimination against women in
the Socal Welfare sysem and legis-
lation to end discrimination against
women in education and in the
provision of services.

Congress condemned the lament-
ably slow progress being made in

WOMEN IN BRIEF

BELFAST RAPE CRISIS
CENTRE
CCORDING TO statistics
compiled by the Nornthern
Ireland office there were 296 re-
ported cases of rape in five years
from 1975 to 1980. Only 76 cases
went to court and on average
there were 10 convictions each
year.,

To cope with the growing in-
cidence of domestic violence and
rape in a city where violent events
are constantly in the news, mine
women opened a Rape Crisis
Centre in Belfast on March 8th.,
International Wowen’s Day at
which there will be a 24 hour
answering service at Belfast 49696,

»  WOMENS WORK

ENCH WOMEN with jobs
outside the home have a work-
ing week eight hours longer than
their husbands because they spend
more time doing household chores.
A recent study found that work-

-----
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@ MARY JONES . .. pictured in Connolly House where she spoke

in the Women’s Forum series.

land and a quiet check up with
discreet D & C is only one of the
less palatable aspects of class
adaptation in Irish scciety.

A second question is in relation
to global politics, the most notor-
1o0us prospect being nuclear war
and the curtailment of all choice.
When individual choice is posited
as the most critical feature in
political control by women of their
own bodies, it presupposes absol-
ute rights for individuals and scant
regard for social need. The ques-
tion is thorny in the extreme, but
both ethically and politically it
must be raised.

Production

REPRODUCTION

The area of reproduction in
relation to women’s labour has
been and continues to be the sub-
ject both of debate and of political
struggle. The area, however, of
women’s part in production —
either in unpaid labour in the
home or paid labour in the wage
market — is both less debated
and more in need of 'concerted

political action on the part of

feminists,

I would like briefly to look at
two areas where women’s place
i production has been considered
but only, I believe, tentatively.

(1) Women in Left Movements:
Towards the flatter part of the
1970°s it became increasingly com-

monplace to find women’s pages .

in both the popular press and
party mewspapers. A later develop-
ment was the liberated women’s
magazine, funded by party polit-
ical machines, or by press barons.

In the early euphoria it seemed
to many women that their strug-
gle was both acknowledged and
supported by their comrades. A
few years on, however, it becomes
difficult to deny that the Woman
Question has been ghettoized —
publically acknowledged and there-
fore not treated to either rigorous
analys’s or serious incorporation
into Left theory and practice.

Many men who are involved in
class struggle at the workplace are
unwilling to translate their strug-
gles against the oppressor. at the
workplace to the oppressor in the
home. Like benevolent bosses, ben-
evolent oppression in the home
does not absolve the oppressor of
complicity in exploiting another
person’s labour.

If the Left acknowledged the
woman question, mo aspect of its
analysis would remain unchanged

— NO economy viewed as :n the
past, no future control of economic
or social organisation envisaged
without a reconsideraticn of the
reality of work in the domestic
arena.

For all the rhetoric, there seems
to be a real danger that a rephras-
mg of an old adage applies:—

This time not labour must wait,
but women must wait,

(2) Women in academia: Some
years ago I was in a context in

‘which most theoretical energy from

women was directed at endeav-
ouring to place women’s labour in
a framework which took account
of the insights of Marxist analysis.

Briefly, the argument was based
on the notion of productive and
unproductive labour. In Marxist
categories, productive labour is
that labour which contributes dir-
ectly to a surplus, i.e. labour which

- produces enough to pay to main-

tain the worker, plus a little (or a
lot) more to be pocketed by cap-
ital or some surrogate.

Unproductive labour is that lab-
our which does not produce 3
surplus, which was seen to in-
volve the production of use value
only rather than surplus value.

Using this framework, labour
done in the rearing of children and
the maintenance and repair of a
domestic unit with labourers in
it was seen to produce use value,
but did not directly ccntribute to a
surplus, did mot have any direct
relationship with capital, and was
m effect outside of the area deem-
ed to be ‘the economy’.

Such a short account does not
do justice to an argument based
on the political economy of women.
The problem, however, is that for
the main part this debate at the
academic and theoretical level did
not translate into wider debare
and concerted action, but dispersed
its energies into particular, special-
1ised groups which were, by defini-
tion, limited.

DOMESTIC ECONOMY |

By domestic labour, briefly, I
mean the work involved in bearing
and rearing children, in mainten-
ance and repair of physical wel-
fare of men and children, in
working, ironing, cleaning, econo-
mising, cooking, growing, buying
and a thousand other labour inten-
sive projects that constitute what
the Chase Manhattan bank has
acknowledged to be a 90-hour
week,

Over the next few months
we intend to publish a num-
ber of discussion articles in
order to stimulate debate on
the Left on a number of im-
portant theoretical and prac-
tical issues.

This month, we are pub- |
lishing excerpts from a talk |
given by Mary Jones on
socialism and feminism, and a

reply by Eoin O Murcha.

Contributions from party
members and other readers
will be most welcome, but
contributors should confine
themselves to a maximum of
500 words, unless they have |
cleared it first with the editor. |

The whole area also raises ques-
tions of relationships to capital, to
male wage earners, etc.

The whole question of domestic
labour and its part in economic
organisation remains periphperal.
It has been unrecognised in history
and in political analysis because
private, unacknowledged in econ-
omic analysis because unpaid, and.
until very recently, unquestioned
in socioligical and psychological
perspectives, because deemed
natural,

-In addition to the question of
women’s work in the wunpaid
domestic economy, increasingly
women are involved in the paid
€conomy — often the black
economy — and in sectors which
consistently underpay their work-
ers.

Again, regardless of rhetoric ex-
tolling the virtue of satisfying, ful-

filling work, this is no more a
commonplace amongst women than
it is amongst men, Work is work.
If one has good comrades at the
workplace, conditions can be im-
proved and work can be satisfying
but generally speaking this is the
case for few,

TYPE

What is a major problem is the
type of work meost women, parti-
cularly women of the working
class  have historically always donpe
but now do in times when we
feel some progress ought to have
been made.

In the area in which I work,
Tallaght, an increasing number of
women are engaged in part-time
work during hours thar allow them
10  continue unimpeded their
domestic labour. Capital has al-
ways been accommodating if it
increases profits.

To give an example, a number
of firms in Tallaght operate a
twilight shift, from 5§ — 10 pm,
for peak periods of production.
These women are laid off when
production eases. They then apply
for unemployment benefits, which
fmlsa cnsure some continuity of
Income.

This arangement 1deally suits
employers reluctant to compensate
for loss of earnings, or 1o employ
workers for long enough to ensure
that the women qualify for holiday
pay, etc.

Also, again on the increase, is
home labour — the old term is
sweat and it is blooming, A num-
ber of examples can be found of
both semi-state and private com-
panies contracting out work in
this way, especially in the manu-
facture or alteration of clothing.

Women see such labour as bene.
ficial, both economically and in
terms of time: most work at night,
or between chores, i.e. it is done
n addition to domestic labour,
thus making it a second job.

Whilst appreciating that such
factors are significant, it must be
4 major concern of feminists,
trades unionists and the Left that
such exploitation exists in times in

(continued on page 5)
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THE DEVELOPMENT of the
women’s movement since the six-
ties has led to a widespread recog-
nition of the central fact of
women’s oppression in class soc-
ilety. It has forced the political
and economic organisations of the
working class in particular to
search for a deeper analysis of the
ways of class exploitation, and to
accept the vital importance of this
democratic question for any social
advance, let alone for the achieve-
ment of a real socialism.

But, to a very large extent, the
debate has been characterised by
vagueness and woolly-thinking.
And I think this is particularly ex-
emplified in Mary Jones’ article,
published here. There is, I think,
only one aspect of her article that
I would fully agree with and that
is her statement that the women’s
question has been ghettoised and
“therefore not treated to either
rigorous analysis or serious incor-
poration into Left theory and
practice.” Her article shows the
lack of such treatment.

Many active in the political and
trades union movements have a
tendency, particularly if they are
men, to pay lip service to the idea
of women’s liberation, to agree
with anything that any ¢feminist’
says. While this superficially
looks like overdue support for an
important aspect of revolutionary
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A REPLY TO THE DISCUSSION

change, 1t is in fact pushing the
issue 1nto the area of the not
Serious.

This has meant, on the one side
that the women’s movement has
been a prey to the wildest ideas,
including the absurd notion that
sex division rather than class divi-

By EOIN
O MURCHU

sion is responsible for social in-
equality; that it has lacked serious
theoretical coherence, and has
therefore been a prey to the op-
portunism of bourgeois politics as
in the infamous £9.60 scheme; and
a tendency for disparate specific
issues to be made major focus
points—e.g., abortion rights—with
a blurring over of the more cen-
tral social questions of women’s
status in society, and economic
questions of women’s role in pro-
duction.

On the other side, the Left in
general has failed to grasp the
vigour released by the women’s
movement, has been unable to
direct it to a revolutionary chal-
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lenge against the denial of demo-
cratic rights by class society, and
has been unable to analyse the con-
sequences of the relationship of
the superstructure of society—its
social forms—with the economic
base of social life—its economic
forms.

The series of discussions organ-
ised by the Communist Party’s
women’s committee have been an
important part of the process by
which communists can play their
part in developing the women’s
movement and in enriching their
own theory and practice for re-
volutionary change. And it is in
that spirit that I wish to criticise
Mary Jones’ article.

My first point is that the vague
and imprecise methods of expres-
sion hide vague and imprecise
thinking on the subject. This is
most evident in the almost mysti-
cal use of the word ‘political’.
Thus, we hear of “essentially poli-
tical demands for control of our
reproductive capacity” and ‘“poli-
tical control by women of their
own bodies”. .

Quite frankly, I don’t know what
this means, and suspect that it
doesn’t mean anything. Is it a
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playing a full role in all the affairs of their party.

Socialism and Feminism

(continued from page 4)
which we pride ourselves on pro-
tective legislation,

AGENDA

Before finishing, I would like to
raise a couple of items that are of
current interest and potential use-
fulness in politicising women's
part in production.

(1) This concerns the £9.60
offered by the Fine Gael Party.
This £9.60 costs a government no
more than the administrative cost
of transfer, Any increase in this
figure, however, can only occur
in direct proportion to pelitical
control of male resentment at
what is referred to as State dir-
ection of ‘private’ purse strings.

Other increases could come
from central government funds —
but would be severely limited by
the availability of funds and by the
overall ability to raise revenue:
such ability is limited in turn by
the political will, or lack of it, to
tap alternative sources.

Finally, the only other source
could be a levy on employers, Al-
ready this group argues that they
pay a family wage. By definition
employers seek profitability, which
is why any notional commitment
to 2 ‘recognition’ by government
of women’s labour in the home
has rested on the assumption of
government funding,

But this payment, token though
it is, can, I believe, be used pol-
itically. What it is paid for is for
‘stay at home wives’. What is a
mistake is to translate this, or any
other payment, into wages for
housework.

Housework is one component of
the work done by women in the
domestic arena. The payment for
those working in the home directs
attention on the domestic unit as
a unit in the economy, When once
payment is made, correlations can
be made. The Chase Manhattan
estimate, as has already been noted
is 90 hours a week for child rearing
and house labour.

This is equivalent, under the
government’s proposals, to a wage
equivalent to 10p. an hour, e.g.,
20p. for a two-hour laundry ses-
sion to provide full laundry facili-
ties for, say, three children and
two adults. Not :arth-shattc*ging
—but potent propaganda, particu-
larly in terms of consciousness
raising for those women who stll
consider the movement of women
as something that does not con-
cern them.

(2) This concerns the area of
part-time work. Since 1970, the
number of part-time jobs has in-
creased from two to four times
faster than the total number of
jobs in most countries, the rise

being mainly in the service sector
(where three-quarters of part-time
jobs are to be found) and in jobs
held by women.

For, although the proportion of
part-time jobs varies a great deal
from country to country, one
feature is common to all : women,
who make up less than two-fifths
of the labour force, on average
account for four-fifths of the part-
time jobs.

Women not only do more part-
time work but also work less over-
time. Thus, women generally
work shorter hours than men, and
the growth of the female work
force tends to reduce the average
hours for the workforce as a whole
(cf. ‘Structure of the Labour
Force’ in OECD Observer, Nov-
ember 1980).

If the overall composition of the
workforce is changing, and if such
change is marked by shorter work-
ing hours, it seems reasonable to
suggest that all trades unionists
should again consider women and
paid work.

The battles they choose to fight
are above all political, and to fight
for women part-time workers is to
negotiate for reasonable conditions
of work for all the future labour
force—and it is quite some time
since workers celebrated the be-
ginning of the 40-hour week.

reference to the need for legisla-
tion, to achieve rights to contra-
ception and abortion? I think that
would be rather a prosaic assump-
tion, and it is clear from the re-
verential way the word is used,
that ‘political’ is meant to be a
statement of something deeper.
As I would understand the
problem, women can only be free
when they have equal status with
men in society, and that means
equal status at work and for work.
Our society generally regards work
as secondary to women while pri-
mary to men; child-bearing and
rearing, on the other hand, is
thought to be women’s primary
role, and only a secondary role—

ing services (domestic labour,
child-care and sex) is not the real-
ity for the vast majority of couples
married or unmarried.

It is posing as the norm a tra-
gedy of relationships that, while all
too prevalent in our tension-ridden
society, is a minority problem. It
doesn’t help any analysis of the
women’s question to pretend other-
wise.

And it is not just politically con-
scious men, i.e. men who are
aware of the importance of the
women’s question, who do not beat
their wives. But what is at stake

is the idea that a woman can find

full personal satisfaction of her

at best—for men.
REPRODUCTION

Society must have reproduction
and child-rearing (otherwise it

ceases to exist), but apart from bi-
ological limitations on the first
part, men are capable of sharing
the other responsibility in full
equality and partnership. Women
do not need to be confined to the
role of mother.

The political demand, it strikes
me, is that women have a right to
work in social production, just like
men. But to realise thus demand,
provision must be made by soci-
ety to allow women to take
their place in the workplace,
creche facilities, better health care,
more extensive education provision
as well, of course, as the right to
plan for parenthood (and it i1s a
joint plan by mother and father),
which includes rights to contra-
ception and abortion, the woman’s
right to choose.

I place my emphasis on bring-
ing women fully into social life by
involving them in the productive
work of society. Ms. Jones, and
much of the feminist movement,
places her emphasis on the
woman’s “political control over her
body” in abstract, in individuo.

INDIVIDUALISM

This individualism, it strikes me,
has its counterpart in the notion
of sisterhood. At the most basic
level, ‘sisterhood’ only implies that
all women irrespective of class, are
discriminated against to some ex-
tent by reason of being women.
And this, of course, is correct. The
woman of Terenure (presumably,
from Mary Jones’ reference, mid-
dle class, well-heeled and articu-
late) has as much right to freedom
from inequality vis-a-vis men as
the woman from Tallaght (pre-
sumably working class). In this
sense, sisterhood is a valid and
proper slogan.

But there is also an implication
that is to be found in Ms. Jones’
article that sisterhood is the oppo-
sition of women to men, the divi-
sion of society on sex grounds. Like
individualism, it escapes from the
economic realities of class society
and reduces all antagonism, all
conflicts, to personal relationships
and personal qualities.

weakness of the petty bourgeoisie:
alienated from big capitalist soci-
ety, but afraid to put its trust in
revolutionary change by the work-
ing class.

And this escapism becomes
paramount in discussion of domes-
tic labour. In a general sense,
domestic work is none of society’s
business. If I don’t cook, its my
problem how I eat; if I don’t
wash, it’s my discomfort what my
clothes feel like (though my work-
mates might object to the smell).
Basically, domestic labour is a per-
sonal matter.

So, there is no such thing as un-
paid work in the home. Certainly,
if a man hires ‘help’ and doesn’t
pay up, that would constitute un-

paid labour. But the assertion —

and it is fully implied in most
feminist declarations—that a mari-
tal relationship is only one of giv-

humanity through housework,
child-rearing and a closed relation-
ship with her husband.

I repeat my assertion that, in
general (there are individual ex-
ceptions), she cannot. Full satis-
faction of an individual’s human
capacity — given the limitations of
society’s existing technological
level — can only come from a full
and equal role in social produc-
tion, in social labour.

The task is not to try and con-
vert domestic labour into paid
labour, but to bring women into
the workforce, and share domestic
labour. I find it incredible that
women who profess to fight for
their sisters’ liberation cannot see
that liberation is to be found out-
side the home.

£9.60

The £9.60 scheme, which Ms.
Jones appears to favour, was de-
vised to reinforce bourgeois soc-
iety’s excuses for keeping women
in the home. It is fundamentally
anti-women.

Nor is the argument helped by
a crude misunderstanding of Marx-
ist theory of value. In fact, sur-
plus value only arises under capi-
talism, and the division of produc-
tion is production for the market
(exchange value) and production
for use alone (use value). A com-
modity only has exchange value if
it is useful for someone (who will
buy it), and it only has exchange
value if it is brought to the mar-
ket (to be sold).

Sexual intercourse is not the
production of use values, except
perhaps in prostitution. And here
arises another absurd implication
of the extreme feminist position :
that all sexual relationships be-
tween men and women are those
of prostitution. And neither is a
child a use-value, unless it is born
so that its labour can be used. A
child’s labour may be used, but in
our society that is never the pur-
pose of reproduction, and it is
ridiculous to assert otherwise.

CONCEDE

I must concede, of course, that
Ms. Jones has not openly stated
some of these points, and may not
even consciously accept them, But
the logic is there in her method
of presenting the issue. .

I have concentrated on my
points of difference, naturally. But
I would stress the importance of
the fight not just for a woman’s
ﬂx!:t. to work, but her right to
training and education for skilled
work, her right to equality in the
Iabour force. Women must not be
confined to the menial and low-
paid areas of employment.

Nor do I think that the women’s
question is purely an economic
one. On the contrary, it is social:
ft relates to the status of women
In society, and the e of speci-
fic democratic demr:‘&. thm
required to win a change of status.

But, the way forward is not
through uncritical acceptance of
the feminist line. Mary Jones’
article has at least proved that
Marxism has a special part to play
in giving real theoretical coherence
to the women’s question and the
vigorous progressive movement
that has developed around
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By DERMOT NOLAN G T N THE 25th OF last month,
i N s T the body of the Chilean trade-
HE RECENT VISIT of Professor E. P. Thompson gave a welcome boost to the rapidly | 3 e e S S union leader Tucapal Jimenez was
» . . -\‘ l?':.':- _"""I'r‘"'r':"-‘::-:ﬂ 1' . 3 . . . - 1 ol
growing Irish peace movement. Professor Thompson, here as a guest of the Irish Campaign for = G . T fllwﬁ‘ Zr‘;i m S agt*i‘gf de Chie.
: : e 08 i R N e had been murdered.
Nuclear Disarmament (ICND), addressed overilow meetings in Maynooth, Dublin, Galway, Derry & NG T, Tucapal Jimenez, who was
and Belfast. R S S president of the National Associa-
In Dublin 1,200 people attened first made by the Polish foreign as ports, airports and communi- & §F e N, im0 LK :‘Servantf, B mm?}lly
the meeting and another 400-500 mimister Rapacki in 1957 and was cations facilities should be perman- & & & - % & o welcomed Pinochet’s coup, but

promoted by the Irish Government
at the UN in 1959,

Prof. Thompson referred to the
growing threats to Ireland’s

turned later into an outspoken
critic of the military regime.

The organisation which he head-
ed is one of those professional

had to be turned away because of
lack of space.

Prof. Thmnpﬁma
historian and author of

ently mined (as they were during & & - #%d = Sy
the Second World War) with the @8 #7528 o = Gl
objective of denying them to com- & s & =& & hal

a [leadin _
g batants in a war.

i(the

making of the English working neutrality and security. There is  Prof. Thompson said that the SR & ° & M { R ASS0C1ations which have mot bﬁz
class”, has given up his academic the possibility that Cruise missiles implementation of this type of SEEEEEE e W e T g It Iepr?enﬁtzj Hl'-::it:llfz
work and spends all his time in Will be placed in the 6-Counties policy of Europe and of the world, | ol R e IR main, members o tld mll .
the struggle for peace and disarm- and the certainty that military Any more to'join in NATO or any e cl'fa-sses :and does mot hold any lefit-
ament. communications facilities are and form of so-called “European ,,fm. TR ey wing views.

will be located there,

It 1s also likely that NATQO is
putting continuing pressure on the
26-Counties - Government to pro-
vide such facilities here. And in
the event of threat of war it is
quite possible that NATO would
grab our airports and ports.

If the continental peace move-
ment is successful in preventing
the location of Cruise missiles on

Defence Agrement” would threaten SESSES
peace rather than promote it.

ARGENTINE FOLLIES

TI-IE CRISIS between Argentina and Britain over the Malvinas
Islands, stolen by British volence from Argentine sovereignty

nearly 150 years ago, has elements of farce mixed with the danger
of loss of life.

Anyone who heard the debate in

Tucapal Jimenez “disappeared”
a few hours before he was mur-
dered; his body bore the marks
of torture. A week before his
death he had called for the creation
of a National Patriotic Front in
opposition to the regime’s disas-
trous economic policy.

An interview with Tucapal
Jimenez, recorded in Chile at the
end of December has reached us.

Speaking in Liberty Hall, Prof.
Thompson referred to the”absolute
urgency of moving towards dis-
armament. Nuclear deterrence has
been a disastrous failure, Instead
of gradual disarmament and an
assured peace, deterrence has led
0 4 mMAassive arms race.

Not one nuclear weapon has
been dismantled — jinstead there
has been a huge increase in the

@® E. P. Thompson

matter of concern — there s no

hori Here’s an exocerpt :
number @nd power of . these the laﬂd S of the NAT.O the British House of Commons way that they could maintain it. i 5 . : oe:rpi oo Ak it
e gt countries it is likely that they will 500 have thought he was listening It is a hard thing for  the o o Y

Most frightening of all, NATO
genemals and leading western
politicans are now talking in terms

be located on ships off the west
coast of Ireland ¢hus putting
Ireland at the very centre of 2

the country; the expulsion order
was reversed only at the last in-
stance. I don’t know why, but it’s

British empire blimps to face up to
but the days of the empire are
gone.

to another age. The jingoism, the
hysteria, the contempt for the
‘dago’ — it was all there a plenty.

of “limited and “winnable” nu- global war instead of being on the p." worst of all, it was as strong All the more surprising, then, 2 cﬁm? in our country to speak
clear war based on horrifying new  periphery as has hitherto been  on ghe Labour benches s in the that the Irish Government took YOur mind. _
technologies ~ developed  under expected. Tory ranks of Empire Loyalists.  such an equivocal position at the We, the men engaged in trade-

cover of deterrence.

Neutron bombs, Cruise and
Pershing mussiles are all designed
to allow the US to fight a nuclear
war in Europe while leaving their
own territory unaffected.

Prof. Thompson sees the answer
to this threat as the campaign for
European Nuclear Disarmament
(END) — the proposal to exclude
nuclear weapons from the territory
of Europe — from Poland to
Portugal.

This proposal (in effect for a
European nuclear-free zone) was

National

‘Prof. Thompson pointed out
that for our own security, indeed
survival, it is not enough that
Ireland should resume the role it
played in the past of actively pro-
moting disarmament and acting as
a mediator between the US and
USSR.

Ireland should be declared a
Nuclear Free Zone guaranteeing
that it will not be used for manu-
facture, storage, or passage of any
nuclear weapons or components of
weapons.

Potential military facilities such

Burke and the

Interest

T°S A GOOD THING, the national interest. Like God, it is

shaped by man in his own image and any politican who would
lbe God need only seek it in his own heart.

There was @ great deal of
apparent heart-searching before
Dick Burke finally agreed to
return to Brussells and all in the
end would have us believe that
they acted in the national interest
Charlie Haughey, who had in the
past refused to renew Burke’s
term at the European Commission
suddenly felt that the national in-
interests be ignored in the search
for a suitable candidate for the

keep him away for some consider-
able time to come.

“WE HAVE AN obligation and a
duty to play our part in this strug-
gle. If not the blood of the hanged
will be partly our responsibility.”
So said Sean Hosey, an Irish-
born ‘Trade Unionist, who had en-
dured five years in a South African
jail for his attempt to assist black
trade unionists. He described the
conditions in the jails—the electric

The British Labour leader
Michael Foot made an absolute
disgrace of himself. His main
complaint seemed to be that the
Tomes hadn’t rattled the sabre
early enough or hard enough. It
was an appeal to the worst chau-
vinastic sentiments of the Bnitish
people. ,

However, not all of Britain was
caught up in the impenalist
fervour. Tony Benn and the Left
of the British Labour Party along
with the Communist Party, took
the courageous but unpopular
position of condemning the send-
ing out of the fleet, and called for
real megotiations,

Of course, all the British pos-
turing over their mulitary deter-
mination is plain nonsense. To
wage a maval campaign so far
from Britain and so0 mear to
Argentina is just not on. The lines
of communication would be too
thinly stretched.

And even if the British could
recapture the Malvinas — and
that would probably mean destroy-
ing most of the population whose
welfane s supposed to be the

Our obligations to S. A.

The wave of trade union deten-
tions taken with the death of Nile
Aggett another trade union official
who died in detention, gives rise
to serious concern for the lives of
all other detainees in South African
jails.

The message in the JAAM Bul-
letin appeals to all supporters to
start mobilising now for sanctions

United Nations. Britain, of course,
has no more right of sovereignty in
Ireland than it has in Argentina.
But perhaps, most importantly
for us, is the fact that the very

forces who are most obdurate in
relation to Ireland are the ones
who have sabotaged the mnegotia-
tions with Argentina over the last

20 vyears.

The assertion that those minor-
or

ities — in Malvinas, Gibraltar
Northern Ireland — who claim
British citizenship can have a
right of veto against the decolonis-
ation process is profoundly
reactionary. Surely, no responsible
Irish government could recognise
such a claim, and our tagging
along behind the imperialist band-
wagon at the UN and in the EEC
is hard to understand,

A defeat for Britain will mean
a defeat for the whole mentality
of jingoism and for the psychology
of empire. It will strengthen the
hand of those in Britain who wish
10 come to terms -with the Irish
reality. It is a defear which we
shqqﬂd do all in our power to

There are thousands of black
workers who could be trained; why
does the regime not make skilled
jobs available to black workers?”

The South African Congress of
Trade Unions calls on Irish work-
€rs to support the struggle of the
black workers of South Africa and

to refuse to emgrate to that
country,

union work for many years, have
no vocabulary for these conditions;
we don’t use pleasant-sounding
phrases. We are men who develop-
ed through struggle and who have

passed through a special kind of
university; not the university that
is now open to a certain class, to
people who have money, but the
university of life,

It has taught us the heat of
struggle and the cares and prob-
lems which the working people
face every day.

We had no idea what a dicta-
torship meant. Of course such a
situation existed in other countries,
but we really had no idea of the
dimension it would assume, espec-
ially when the regime’s security
services exercise such absolute con-
trol, not only over the individual
but also his family.

This is terror by fear, and lots
of things aren’t done because of
it,

Our trade-union movement has
had to pay for its lack of ex-
perience in opposing a dictator-
ship. It has exacted a great social
price. Living under a dictatorship
for eight years is an experience
which we wouldn’t wish even our
worst enemies to make.

Our country has many volcanoes,
above all in the south. One of
them, about 400 kilometres from
here, is especially beautiful.
There’s fire in the mountain, and
there’s snow. But when there’s
an eruption, there’s an end to this

beauty; it sweeps everything away.
I believe that our country also
has many volcances of a trade-

shock tortures and other tortures.

against South Africa, and the mes-
Sean was speaking at a public

Over the past years Western
sage went on to mention * Irish

Europe governments and industry wnlon nature, which will also cease

led by a man who really does eeiny . : : . 2¢ INQUSILY  heing beautiful da .
place T | ting 1n Dublin. trade with South Africa must be have provided the racist minori . oy and which
Brussels mdmzhom the role of He called for solidarity action for brought to a halt.” with all the apparatus of rcpreg lWﬂl Ty cverything away. I be-
St Bee s inmhis pot find  the release of all political prisoners _The Apartheid regime and mul- 5101121. A . | leve that this day is approaching
e et o 18 Cabinet, jailed by the South African regime. tinational corporations are inten- B ecently they have helped South  With giant strides.

i the national interest @  The TAAM reported in its March sifying the campaign to attract fica acquire the atomic bomb. A
man of such outstanding talent bulletin that it had received an ur- workers to go to South Africa. BANOSRt da byl Weston
should remain in Ireland. gent appeal from the South African.  There are two conditions insisted Rt Oy of ey

A WOMANS RIGHT TO
CHOOSE

Congress of Trade Unions to take

up the case of the President of the
South African Allied Workers

vestment, supply of technology, of
arms, oil, loans etc. and the role
played in it by the EE.C.

on—you must be white and skilled.
The white workers who undertake

: : to work for the regime are offered © 3 'l‘HE DUBLIN Well Woman

real question ?lmuﬂhcmt the whole E?:;lchqﬁ:% chm Ef :c&!glitat;ie? several privileges but what does for ggﬁ;:p?;t b:.:iilés ﬂi}: ;;E?is;rl?; _ Oenh{c recently announced the
carnival, and Jmany mot loyal to m hospital, he was released and ﬁ?q:thexd offer black South and morally indefensible European | pauguration of a sperm bank from
cither party will concede that Dick etained by security police, ficans ¢ involvement to an end—and ensure  V21UCh it 3ims to provide insemina-
M_ ¢if has done the nation some It is reported to be the sixth d The system prevents them from that Europe plays its part in aiding = 0N by donor. Insemination has
80od by going and hope that his  inee to be taken to hospital sistcs 3:;11 ii:ih:ﬂiii;ﬁr% b %ﬁ vaton  Aticiveration struggle in South been provided for cight women
commitment 10 its interests will (he beginning of the year, S, Obs with starvation Africa. AR with a further 13 women awaiting

| & URKE insemination,
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By MICHEAL O’RIORDAN

HAVING BEEN GIVEN a few minutes question and answer chance to speak on Radio Eireann

I fee] like beginning with an “as I was saying before I was interupted ” lead in. REDS is
a mighty film not only in its over three hours showing but in the scope of its treatment. It is right-
ly regarded in the US as an excellent production that put it on the line for 12 Academy Awards,
but even more n the sense of it being an important political breakthrough, That assessment is
understandable since Hollywood has long been the centre of organised anti-communist propaganda
— don’t forget that it was the stable that Ronald Reagan came out of.

It is indeed a rare experience to
see a film portraying the founding
of the Communist Party of the U.S.
some 60 years ago, and showing it
as a reaction to the Soviet Revolu-
tion of 1918. The latter event is
presented as an event of inspiring
grandeur, but at the same time as
the almost bloodless event that it
was — the blood came later with
the counter revolution of the rich
and with the massive intervention
of the 14 imperialist states,

Basically, the film is about the
well-to-do born American John
Reed (Warren Beatty), his develop-
ment as a progressive journalist in-
to a revolutionary fighter. It deals
to a large degree with the develop-
ment of his relationship with
Louise Bryant (Diana Keaton) and
her progression from a middle
class bohemian into one who de-
fiantly declares her stand with the
Soviet Revolution before one of
those U.S. Committees.

Betty acts mot only the main
part; he also directed and produced
the film, in which he introduced
the technique of contemporaries of
Reed recalling impressions, memo-
ries and facts relevant to panticu-
lar parts of the film.

INNOVATION

An interesting innovation that
injects an element of documentary
without destroying the thread of
the film-story.

I’s a pity that the “witnesses”
were pot identified with some cap-
tion as one would almost have to
be a contemporary to Iecognise
them. The credits show that they
were a rich galaxy and one cmtlld
almost kick oneself for not having
known them when they appeared.

For myself, having had the ad-
vantage of meeting some and hav-
ing familiarly known of others, I
still could recognise only A'I't
Shields, veteran U.S. Communist
journalist, William Weinstone, cO-
founder of the C.P. of the U.S.A.
with Reed, and Hugo Gellert, a
true artist of the American people.

Naturally, there will be some
who will try to fasten on to somec
scenes in the film to bolster th}:zr
anti-socialism. One is in w_hgch
Reed is depicted as an insensitive
party leader trampling on the
serious personal problems of
another who he castigates. Lat_er,
he himself is shown arguing with
Zinoviev, a Russian leader of the
Communist International, who In
turn behaves like an inhuman

robot,
ENEMY

How many will know that Zino-
viev was a far from typical example
of the revolutionary leaders? He
was in fact an enemy of Lenin and
it was he who along with another
anti-Lenin character, Kamenev,
who deliberately blurted out the
decision to start an armed revolt
just before the actual October Re-
volution date. Zinoviev was ex-
pelled from the party in 1927.

There is the portrayal of Emma
Goldman who argues that the Re-
volution had failed, but in no way
18 she revealed as an anarchist and
not as a Communist.

Regd answers her point that
Russia is in a mess simply because
of the 14 nation invasion of its ter-

ritory and the tight capitalist
blockade that tries to choke the
young soviet republic.

Reed further makes the more
important point that every revolu-
tion carries with it the worst prob-
lems of the pre-revolutionary era
and they don’t simply disappear
overnight, as the pipe dreamers of
anarchism and other pseudo-revol-
utionaries believe they should.

What I would have wished for—
but I suppose it would have been
too much to expect even in a film
of its length—would have been
even a glimpse of the “Irish con-
nection”. Reed’s time was the time
of Big Jim Larkin in the U.S. and
it would have been good to have
even a fleeting remark if not a
glimpse of Larkin.

Big Jim like Reed was a co-
founder of the Communist Party of
the U.S.A. and he later also served
in the Communist International in
Moscow. Like many of the Ameri-

Were Libyan hit squads a
U.S. ‘plant™

So asks the headlines in the
“Evening Press” (4/1/82). Most
people now seem to think it was
just that.

In the same Evening Press on
another page, we read the head-
line “Castro’s Rejects Terrorise
New York,” and that police have
arested about 1,000 Cubans in the
past year for crimes ranging from
robbery to murder.

In New Jersey, officials say
arrests of Cuban immigrants have
averaged one a day for the past

18 months.
Unfortunately for the Yanks, they

are unable to blame Fidel Castro
for the wrongdoing of Cuban
immigrants, for the majority of
Cubans living in the States are
refugees from Castro’s Red Cuba
—Refugees because they disliked
living in a country where the
people are in control. *
Many of course are mnot just
engaged in robbery and murder
but in plotting with the coopera-
tion of the C.I.A. to overthrow
the People’s Government of Cuba.

WHO IS

WHENCE THE THREAT
TO PEACE

Available, New Bmlfs
43 East Essex St., Dublin 2

PRICE £1.00

Whence the Threat to Peace is the
title of the book brought out by
the Military Publishing House of
the USSR Ministry of Defence.
This is not merely an answer (o
the massive propaganda campaign
mounted in the West with regard
to the so-called “Soviet war tl'lrcat-”
and which has been given an offi-
cial character in the USA. As
General of the Army Valentin
Varennikov, First Deputy Chief of
the General Staff of the USSR
Armed Forces, said at a press con-
ference in connection with the pub-
lication of this book, the authors
had the aim of showing, in facts,

cans 1n the film, Larkin was a vic-
tim of the infamous ‘Palmer Raids’
which incarcerated him in Sing
Sing Prison for a long period.

A last word: It is significant that
the film should come out of
Reagan’s and Haig’s America at
a time when the cold war is being
stoked again—but then when one
remembers that the actual filming
took over four years to complete
one realises that it was pre-Ronald.

The detente that existed then is
needed now, not only on the para-
mount issues of life and death—but
also, as a bonus for life, the pro-
duction of really good films.

The film ends with the off-screen
voices of the pro and anti witnesses
If you listen hard enough you will
hear as the film fades out the voice
of Hugo Gellert summing up the
life and work of John Reed (and
himself incidentally)—‘the revolu-
tion is something to live and die
for.’

NEWNS IN BRIEF

Dr. Kireiskey stated that al-
though he believed the Catholic
Church was a great moral force it
was not cut out to give leader-
ship to the Polish workers.

He compared the Church’s
stand to the attitude of the Papal
Nuncio at the time of the
attempted coup by Austrian
Nazis in 1934.

As for the Reagan Administra-
tion, Dr. Kireiskey said “it could
hardly claim to wunderstand the
Polish trade wunion movement
after the way it had treated its
own striking air traffic control-
lers.” ¢

EE.C. confirms dumping of
nuclear waste in Irish Sea,

The “Irish Times”, 11/12/81, in
a report from its correspondent,
Leonard Doyle, states “that Radio-
Active waste from Britain, Holland
and Belgium is being dumped off
the Irish coast.”

This fact of course has been
known by the Government, and
the previous Government, but then
we cannot afford to give offence
to our E.E.C, partners.

and by comparison, the actual bal-
ance of military strength between
the United States and the Soviet
Union, NATO and the Warsaw
Treaty.

The book brings together a
wealth of objective facts, from
which the reader can draw the con-
clusion for himself and answer the
question posed in its title. What
are these facts?

It is the USA that initated the
building of a fleet of inter-contin-
ental strataegic bombers and nu-
clear-powered submarines carrying
ballistic missiles. It was the USA
that first launched the massive de-
ployment of ground-based if::ter-
continental ballistic missiles
(ICBMs). Quite recently Washing-
ton announced its decision to begin
the full-scale production of neutron
ammunition and adopted a pro-
gramme for the deployment of
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SLUMMING IT

TELL THEM EVERYTHING by Margarette D’Arcy,

Publisher:

Pluto Press.

by NIALL FARRELL.

R ANYONE WITH an interest on how women in Armagh
Goal endured the mental and physical torture of the no-wash
protest, this book would certainly seem a worthwhile buy, as the
author tells the story of how she spent three months on this protest

in N.Ireland’s women’s prison,

Her prosecution and that of ten
others for picketing this very same
jail on International Women's Day
in 1979 shows to @ certain extent
the arbitrary legislation which is
part and parcel of everyday life
in the North. But while you get
a slight glimpse of that side of life
in the first 30 odd pages of the
book you become more aware of
the actions of Ms. D’Arcy and her
compariots, who are all members
of “ Women Against Imperialism.”

Indeed, the political maturity of
this very group comes very much
under scrutiny at this very stage.
The evening before they are to
appear in court for the first time,
their fiery brand of revolutionary
socialism is tested. This all occur-
ed because they were completely
unprepared, they had mot decided
how to approach the comung court
case and disagreements arose be-
tween two sections of the organ-

This was accentuated by the fact
that “one section had begun
drinking too early,” and worse
still “the other group had arrived
sober just before closing time”
(P.26).

What an unfortunate combina-
tion for making a political argu-
ment, but clearly a sign of the
infantile political make-up of this
organisation.

As for Margaretta D’Arcy, there
are mnumerous incidents @n the
learly part of the book, which
illustrate her true character. Prob-
ably one of the most vivid is when
she discovers, while jet-setting it

ANOTHER REAGAN LIE

NAILED.

U.N. experts have failed to find
proof of chemical warfare in Cam-
bodia and ILaos. Their findings
failed to substantiate U.S. charges
that Cambodia and Laotians re-
sisting the Communist regimes
were killed this year by a poison-
ous yellow rain as alleged by
Washington. U.S. sources had sug-
gested the poison must have been
produced in the Soviet Union.
(Irish Times, 26/11/81).

many thousands of air-, sea- and
ground-based cruise missiles.
Such being the case, could the
Soviet Union just sit around and
do nothing? We had to respond
to the military threat the United
States had created and, for our
part, deploy the necessary arma-

ments, Valentin Varennikov poin-

ted out. But the Soviet Union has
never sought and does not seek
military superiority.

However, the arms race is mot
the way to ensure peace, the
General noted. Itis in the interest
of both the United States and the
Soviet Union to come to an agree-
ment on limiting armaments and
on radically reducing them and
lessening the military danger. It is
this programme—the Peace Pro-
gramme for the 1980s—which is
the official policy of the Soviet

Union.

between London and New York,
that there’s a warrant out for her
arrest for not paying a fine relat-
ing to her court case,

She quickly returns to Belfast
to spend her time “going ike a
yo-yo in and out of the security
gates in the middle of the city”
(p.37) hoping to be picked up by
the police.

Alas, to mo avail and event-
ually with the assistance of
“Women Against Imperialism ”

(sic) she gives herself up, at the
second attempt, to what seems,
believe it or not, a very reluctant
RUC man.

The author, .uhmwgghWt the rpest

of_rbhebook,memmmassiﬂvas

this scene portrays her, although

being in a4 prison cell 23 hours a
day and under the discipline of
the highly organised set-up of the
political prisoners did limit her
activities quite considerably.

Any hopes through that D’Arcy
— “a writer committed ito the
integrity of the written word,”
as she likes to describe herself —
will tell us everything @bout life
in the harrowing conditions of the
no-wash protest mever really are
fulfilled; mot mreally surprising I
suppose, “slummers” seldom get
to grips with the stark realities of
a situation.

For example, certain awful as-
pects like the smearing of excre-

ment on to the cell walls are told
so indulgently that one could be
forgiven for thinking she was
actually enjoying herself.

As for her understanding of the
friendship and unity of feeling of
all the prisoners the reader does
get an idea of this, but this is to
a great degree marred by D’Arcy’s
underlying condescending app-
roach to the majority of her fellow-
mmartes.,

In tact, to get to kmow what
life was really like in Armagh jail
during this period, it would be
much more worthwhile to pead
some of the letters written by the
protesters, which were smuggled
out of the prison and have since
been published.

THE REAL THREAT TO PEACE?

Washington’s approach is differ-
ent. The United States aims to
break the existing approximate
military parity no matter what the
cost. This policy is expressed b
the astronomical increase in mili-
tary spending by the US adminis-
tration and in the development of

ever new types of strategic
weapons.

The present administration in
Washington does not conceal the
fact that it has adopted a course
of “direct confrontation” with the
Soviet Union on both the global
and regional scale. Moreover, em-
phasised Valentin Varennikov, the
United States continues to rely on
the preparation for war with the
use of strategic nuclear forces in
different variants—from a global
nuclear war to a nuclear conflict
limited to the confines of individual
regions of the world.
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By NOEL MARTIN

L AST MONTH, craftworkers, general operatives, store issuers
and drivers, members of the A.G.E. & M.O.U. employed by
CIE. in Dublin walked off the job to discuss on unprecedented
situation which had occurred in CLE. |

That morning, members of that
union had been victimised in
relation to the Proposed Pay
Agreement (Public Services).

Although Clause 1. of the
agreement stated clearly that mno
group of employees would be paid
the monetary terms until all the
unions representing the particular
group had accepted the deal,
C.1.LE. went ahead and paid some,
but not AGEMOU.

The manner m which the deal
was pushed through raises funda-
mental questions regarding trade
union democracy C.ILE. manage-
ment’s cover up of the potentially
most expensive “White Elephant”
in the history of C.I.E.

Firstly let us deal with question
of trade union democracy.

The past National Wages
Agrements, narrow though they
were, at least contained some in-
put from the trade unions.

However this present Public
Services agreement contains mnot
one iota of trade union aspirations
except maybe in the dlause re-
garding annual holidays.

Undoubtedly this agreement
which is supposed to be a ool-
lective bargaining agreement will be
used by the right wing of the trade
unions to justify future National
Wages deals and decry free
collective bargaining.

In CIE. only one union con-
vened a General Meeting of its
C.1.E. membership to discuss the
Company’s proposals and widely
circulated copies of the proposed
agreement. That wunion was the
AG.EM.O.U.

At that meeting, two Clauses,

(4) which refered to Major Changes
and (7) which refered to annual
leave, were rejected subject to
clarification by the company.
At a meeting between A.G.E.&
M.O.U. officers and CIE. Man-
agement, the union side expressed
fears that Clause 4 of the agree-
ment would result in redundancies
or layoffs and Clause 7 would
result in the erroson of service
related days.

Management, in  answering
these questions, said that Clause 4
was mainly aimed at the one man
bus operation. They would mnot
be declaring redundancies but
would be seeking voluntary
severances.

On Clause 7, Management
accepted the union point of view
that this Clause could lead to
the errosion of the service days,

but pointed out that two sections,

JOIN THE

Bus Workers and General Opera-
tives had accepted this.

A.G.E&M.0.U. members would
not be paid unless they accepted
all sections of the agreement. So
this is what led to the walkout
by A.G.E.M.O.U. members and
a vote for official action.

The implications of this agree-
ment coupled with the gradual
reduction of staff, productivity
agreements, buying in of new
parts for a fleet that is due to be
scrapped and subcontracting out
of work that could be done within
C.I.E., put together like a jigsaw,
points to a coverup by C.LE. of
the enormous and escalating costs
incurred by the acquisition of the
Bombardier fleet with its mpumer-
ous faults and maintenance costs.

200 of these buses are due to
have corrective work carned out
on them, much of the work of
major proportions.

The comspiracy by C.I.LE. man-
agement to cover up has become
so blatant and alarming that a
group of shopstewards representing
such unions as AGEMOU, AUEW
NEETU, ITGWU, E.T.U.,, and
ATGWU, employed in Broadstone
Overhauls, Dublin City Services
and Dublin Provincial are meeting
with Socialist T.D., Tony Gregory
S.F.W.P. and Michael D. Higgins
and also hope to meet with the
Minister for Transport to discuss
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‘ What mother would have pride

in C.LE.
A set of proposals including

the setting up of a Commission to

investigate the reasons for :&ward-
ing the contract to Bombardier and
to look into other sources of bus
building such as the ICARSUS
bus which is supplied by Hungary
to the Socialist and other countries
and a further Commission t0 in-
vestigate industrial relations and
grade of pay in C.L.E., are to be
presented to the T.D.

A deal between the Hungarian
and Irish Governments to build
the Icarsus buses in Ireland would
be a major step in co-operation
with the Soctalist Community. It
would not be without precedent as
a Hungarian State-owned company
is already operating in Ireland
manufacturing light bulbs.

An illustration of the faults with
the Bombardier bus can be gleaned
from the facts that the bus has
suffered from premature engine,
transmission, brakes, steering and
welding faults, some potentially
lethal, and one bus has been sent
to Germany for stress tests because
of the numerous welding breaks
in the chassis etc.

The public must be made awane
of the C.I.E. conspiracy and those
responsible, such as Liam St. John
Devlin and others should be dis-

Nuclear free Dublin

T ITS MEETING on Apnl 5,
Dublin Corporation unanim-
ously passed a mesolution declaring
the city to be a Nuclear Free

Zone.
The resolution stated: “In recog-

nition of the importance of the

Special Session of the U.N.
General Assembly on Disarmament
called for Jume 1982, Council
resolves to declare Dublin City a
Nuclear Free Zone in terms
similar to those adopted in Belfast
Cork and Derry.

“The declaration opposes the
manufacture, positioning or tem-
porary  presence of mnuclear
weapons or related equipment on
land or water within Dublin City.

“It refuses transit, docking and
communications facilities to any
vehicle or craft carrying such
weapons oOr equipment and ex-
presses its support for the region
extension of such Nuclear Free

CLOMMUNIST PARTY
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Zones as first proposed at the U.N.
“Council further recognises
Inish Neutrality as a means of
promotion of Peace and Disarma-
ment and encourages the Govern-
ment tO imitiate efforts to secure
guarantees from Nuclear States
not o use r threaten the use of
nuclear weapons Nudlear - Free
Zones and non-nuclear states’.

LATE RESULTS
Fianna Fail 1 (Burke o.g.), Fine
Gael 0.

Argentina 3,000, Britain 80,

(Righteous indignation stopped
play).

THE PRIOR PLAN for a watered
down form of power-sharing as a
solution to the Northern crisis is
doomed before it even starts—and
Prior knows so. It is a reflection
of the refusal of the British Gov-
ernment to face up to the real
issues, and, especially, a refusal to
face up to unionism.

The simple fact of the matter is
that unionism is a system of privi-
lege and discrimination, and it is
absurd to expect unionism to agree
to anything that will dismantle its
power.

Equally absurd is the idea that
anything short of dismantling the
unionist system of rule through
sectarianism can bring either a
solution or a step towards an ulti-
mate solution.

The Prior plan is doomed not
because it attempts to make the
unionists move, but because it
doesn’t, and the Irish Government
is quite right to dismiss it out of
hand, It is a pity that SFWP do
not appear to understand this.

Clo

ndalkin State

ment
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Socialist T.D., Tony Gregory, and
to S.E.W.P., who sought specilic

commitments on Clondalkin 1in
their negotiations with Charles
Haughey.

The issues involved at Clondal-
kin were, of course, distorted by
the media at the time. FKor the
record, we publish a statement
from the workers giving the facts

about the case.

The Board of Clondalkin Paper
Mills Group decided to put Clon-
dalkin Paper Mills into voluntary
liquidation on 5th November, 1981.
The work force received four
weeks’ notice which, in effect,
meant that the mill would close
during the first week in December.

During the months of November
/December 1981, and into the first
and second week of January, 1982,
extensive mnegotiations took place
between Foir Teo (State Rescue
Agency), Clondalkin Group Ltd.
and the Trade Union Group cater-
ing for all the workers in Clondal-
kin Paper Mills,

It was agreed that it was feasible
to create a new company which
would be financially structured on
the basis of, Foir Teo 45 per cent.,
Clondalkin Group 45 per cent. and
the work force 10 per cent.

The negotiations were aimed at
securing manning levels, labour
costs, etc. which would enable the
new venture to be operated viably,
that is to say that it would make
a profit.

The Unions’ Negotiating Com-
mittee had, through their endea-
vours, reached the decision where
they were prepared to put to the
total work force the following ;

157 redundancies (a reduction
from 458 to 301); ‘

, private buyer can’t be found 18 a

i ' . 3 . ..
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A seven month pay freeze until
May 1982

A two and a half year wage deal
of 8 per cent. in 1982, a further 10
per cent. in 1983, with no further
increases until 1984 (approx. CPI

for same period 60 per cent.);

A commitment to negotiate a
new house agreement tatlored to
the requirements of the new com-
pany ;

An injection of approximately
£700 per employee into the capita-
lisation of the new company:;

A commitment to have ICTU
Industrial engineers examine the
existing or other possible bonus
schemes which would produce suf-
ficent savings to contribute to the
viability of the new company and,
in addition, to agree to arbitration
should management and unions
fail to reach agreement on an
agreed bonus scheme.

The foregoing must illustrate the
sincerity of the work force. These
conditions were totally acceptable
to Foir Teo, as a tremendous com-
mitment from the workers, and
Foir Teo itself was prepared to in-
ject their 45 per cent. into the new
company.

However, the Clondalkin Group
were not satisfied and withdrew
from the negotiations. They claim-
ed, without explanation, that a new
bonus scheme would save £500,000
per annum. They insisted that a
new scheme would replace the ex-
isting scheme which was negotiated
as recently as 1979.

The Trade Unions were willing
to consider a new scheme when
three months of normal running

had been completed, to enable In-

dustrial Engineers to perform their

function.

To accept that in the final analysis any problems arising from the

bonus scheme would be resolved by

arbitration, was a tremendous con-

cession to be made by the work force. This was appreciated by Foir Teo

but derided by management,

We want to make it clear that, at this point, Clondalkin Paper Mills
withdrew from the negotiations and allowed the gates to be closed on
22nd January, 1982. We are issuing this statement in order to correct
erroneous statements which appeared in the media and which undoubt-
edly influenced the thinking of not alone other employers but indeed

fellow workers in other employments.
It has been stated that Clondalkin

£50 per week and that it was fair

have this figure reduced; it has bee

Paper Mill workers earn bonuses of
and reasonable for the employer to
n stated that the workers receive a

basic rate of £150 per week to which must be added bonus earning
: 5-."{8&?7 9are th:0 fm : thi bzllsic 5?]? of Clondalkin Pape:'l lell' wursl-ters
is .79 per week. In addition, there are j i 1als com-~
m;‘nsural:e withh;he skill of the operztl?:;. AR Jmte v

or those who operate a twenty-four hour cycle shift there 1
a shift premium of 25 per cent. of their basic rge. For tmwm em::
bonuses there is an additional payment which by the company’s admis~-

sion is on average—&£24 per week.
Office staff salaries commence at
These are the facts.

the princely sum of £59 per week.

It is understandable why the workforce unanimou agreed
for the right to work. They have been guaranteed fuJISIysupport f::mﬁfll:et

rest of the workers embployed by

Clondalkin Paper Mills Group plus

the tremendous support pledged by the Dublin Council of Trade Unions.

And now they have won a commitment from
Fianna Fail must not be allowed renege on. ¥he; gontcament . T

PRIOR PLAN DOOMED

Quite frankly, the democratic
demands which the Communist
Party makes Iin common with
SEFWP will only come about if they
are imposed on unionism. And
they are of value only to the ex-
tent that they allow the. Irish
people to come together and so
make sure that reunification is on
a democratic anti-imperialist basis.

The Communist Party supports
the democratic demands as a stra-
tegic weapon to smash unionism’s
hold on the Protestant section of
the working class. They are not
an end in themselves, though their
strength lies in the obvious justice
of the demands—a justice that has
been ignored by all establishment
parties.

But the major obstacle to pro-
gressive advance in Ireland is not
unionist intransigence—that is, in
the final analysis, an internal Irish
problem—but British intransigence,

It is Britain that claims part of
our country., It is Britain that
created and sustains the unionist

power base. And it is Britain that
turns a blind eye to its guilt in Ire-
land, and pours repression upon

repression to suppress popular
resistance,

Any peaceful advance in Ireland
—as opposed to a peaceful or
violent stagnation—must ultima-
tely involve a public declaration
from Britain that it has no right in
Ireland, and that it will commit it-
self to work for Irish unity and in-
dependence.

_ The democratic demands of civil
rights and a devolved assembly
tied in by constitutional outlawing
of sectarianism is an interim means
of breaking the hold of unionist
ideology over the Protestant sec-
tion, allowing the Irish people to
resolve our _own problems peace-
fplly and without outside domina-
ion.

The Prior plan ignores all that,
and is therefore useless, It is im-

portant that the Left realise this
t00.
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