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Introduction

On 9 February the TUC’s Trades Councils
Joint Consultative Committee decided to
expel any trades council found supporting

an event it disapproved of: a labour
movement conference on Ireland due to
be held in Coventry on 14 March by the
Smash the Prevention of Terrorism Act
Campaign. A few days later the Commit-
tee issued a circular to all trades councils
warning them to stay away. Soon enough
the General Council of the TUC endorsed
the Committee’s decision, declaring that
trades councils should have ‘no assoc-
iation of any sort’ with the Coventry
conference. Any trades council sponsoring
the conference, sending delegates to it or
just going along to the proceedings would
cease to be ‘recognised’ as a ‘local body’
of the TUC.

Why did the TUC take this extra-
ordinary step? Why has the leadership of
the trade union movement decided to
proscribe a conference supported by
numerous trades councils, union branches
and active trade unionists — and, initially
at least, by a Labour MP?

For the Smash the PTA Campaign, the
Coventry labour movement conference is
part of a campaign to change the TUC’s
policy on Ireland. We organised the
conference because we wanted to launch
a debate on Ireland in the labour move-
ment. Our aim is to convince British
workers that they should support the
Irish national liberation struggle. In our
view the TUC leaders responded hyster-
ically to the conference because they feel
it is their responsibility to maintain
working class support for British rule in
Ireland. In this pamphlet we examine the

TUC’s peculiar sensitivity to the war in
Ireland and appeal for your support for
the objectives of the Coventry labour
movement conference.




“The TUC believes that the confer-
ence, organised by the Prevention
of Terrorism Act Campaign, directly

conflicts

with Congress policy,

which does not for example favour
withdrawal of troops from Northemn

Ireland.’

(‘TUC tells trades councils to shun H-Block
meeting’, The Times, 23 February 1981)

/

The peculiarities
of the Irish War

Everybody in Britain knows that violence
— riots, shootings, explosions — is an
everyday feature of life in the Six
Counties of Northern Ireland. Many
also know that, over the past 12 years,
thousands of Irish men and women have
been arrested, tortured, detained without
charge and imprisoned without proper
trial. It is obvious that Britain can only
keep a semblance of law and order in
Ireland by force of arms. Without the
British army the local paramilitary forces
(the Royal Ulster Constabulary and the
Ulster Defence Regiment) would be un-

able to contain the anger of the nationalist
population of the Six Counties.

Anybody who has read and thought
about the conflict in Ireland, or visited
Belfast or Derry, knows that the two
main adversaries in this war are the
republican movement and the British
state. And yet the media always present
‘the troubles’ as a sectarian feud between
Catholics and Protestants. The first
peculiarity of the Irish War, therefore, is
that its real character as a national liber-
ation struggle is always obscured and
denied in Britain.

Anti-guerrilla operations in Ireland
form the most important engagement for
the British army since the Second World
War. More men and resources have been
committed to fighting the Irish people
than to any other action during the last
35 years; more soldiers (over 300) have
died in Ireland than in any other colony.
Moreover, British military strategists
anticipate a long campaign: as former
commander of the British forces in
Ireland Sir John Hackett put it, the Six

Counties contain an ‘explosive mixture’,
one which promises to ‘continue to exist
into the foreseeable future more or less as
before’ (quoted in Hibernia, 9 August
1979). But despite all this, the conflict in
Ireland is always portrayed as a question
of lawlessness, a problem for the police-
man rather than the soldier. The British
press disguises the reality of the War
and depicts Irish freedom fighters and
prisoners of war as psychopaths and
common criminals. This is the second
peculiarity of the Irish War.

The issue of Ireland is peculiar in one
other respect. It is the one political issue
that never causes dissension in Parliament.
Labour, Tory and Liberal politicians
agree that Ireland is too important to
become a focus for political debate. As
James Callaghan told the House of
Commons when he was Prime Minister:

‘,..there are some issues on which the
opposition seems desirous of ending what
should be a national approach. . .In the case of
Northern Ireland 1 hope that a national approach
can be sustained and maintained as it has during
the last seven years.’ (Hansard, 2 February 1978)

Callaghan had nothing to fear from the
Tories. Margaret Thatcher herself noted:
‘We have never used Ulster as a political
football between the parties. Events there
are too deeply tragic for any of us to do
that > (Financial Times, 21 April 1979).
Indeed after the 1979 General Election,
one of the first things Humphrey Atkins,
the new Tory Secretary of State for
Northern Ireland, did was to pledge his
commitment to upholding the policies
pursued by his Labour predecessor. ‘Of
one thing’ he said, ‘you can be sure: I
shall not relax the efforts which are being
made to bring to justice the violent men

who are creating havoc and personal
misery throughout the Province’ (‘Bi-
partisan tactics on Ulster will continue’,
The Daily Telegraph, 9 May 1979).

What is so special about the Irish War
that its existence has to be denied? Why
do all parliamentary parties make an
exception of Ireland, sink all their differ-
ences and unite in a common front against
the Irish people? The answer is simple.
The War in Ireland is an immediate and
mortal threat to the British ruling class.

Britain’s domination over Ireland is
exercised through the division of the
country into two parts and the integration
of the Six Counties into the machinery of
the British state. The struggle to free the
Six Counties from Britain’s grip thus
amounts to an attack on the British state
itself. Over the past decade one British
politician after another has reiterated the
basic point that Britain cannot afford to
lose this war; that defeat in Ireland would
mean social instability in Britain. Labour
ex-Minister Stan Orme said it all to
delegates at the 1979 Labour Party con-
ference. The chaos brought to British
capitalism in Ireland could, he argued,
‘overflow into the cities of Britain, into
the Liverpools and the Glasgows and the
Londons, the Birminghams and the Man-
chesters’ (Labour Party Annual Confer-
ence Report, 1979).

With this kind of worry dogging them,
representatives of the bourgeoisie don’t
take too kindly to domestic opponents of
British rule in Ireland. That is why MPs of
all parties voted for the Prevention of
Terrorism Act when Labour first proposed
it and why they have renewed it at six-
month intervals ever since. They are




prepared to see thousands of people
detained and hundreds deported because
they want unanimous public backing for
their oppression of the Irish.

Coventry’s Labour council has recently
proved itself just as worried about Ireland
— and just as repressive towards that
nation’s allies in Britain — as Parliament.
Justifying its refusal to allow its premises
to be used for our labour movement con-
ference, it expressed concern that such a
gathering would undermine ‘harmony’ in
the community. It was right. The objective
of the conference was to undermine the
harmony between the working class and
the ruling class that is so vital to main-
taining British domination in Ireland.

The battle lines
in Britain

The British bourgeoisie cannot afford to
lose in Ireland; and nor can the Irish
people. The British war machine, with its
high technology and vast resources, its
concentration camps and interrogation
centres, has failed to crush the aspirations
of the Irish people for national indepen-
dence. The popularsupport for the actions
of the republican prisoners in the H-
Blocks and Armagh — for the refusal to

“The City Council respects the right
of people to meet and discuss issues
freely, but I realise that people in
this city with relations who have
served or are serving in the armed
forces in Northern Ireland might
find it very offensive for the City
Council to allow this conference to
proceed on City Council premises.’

(Councillor Jim Cunningham, Chairman
of the Leisure and Recreation Committee,
in consultation with Vice-Chairman Coun-
cillor Arthur Waugh (Junior), in a letter
to the Smash the PTA Campaign, 26

February 1981)

wear prison clothes, for the dirty protest
and for the hunger strikers — show the
resilience of the Irish struggle against
British repression.

In Ireland the battle lines are clearly
drawn. In Britain they are not. The
British working class is a party to the
Irish War: broadly, it plays the part of
passive support to the British occupation.
But, like all wars, the Irish War presents
workers with two, equally stark alter-
natives. Workers can go on propping up
the status quo, or they can turn their
strength against their ruling class and
strike out against Britain’s oppression of
Ireland. We believe that British workers
must become an active party in the War —
active in support of the Irish people. The
interests of the British working class lie
squarely with the Irish people. We have
every interest in seeing our ruling class
defeated and weakened. The weaker the
British state becomes, the easier it will be
for workers to defend their interests and
to wrest power away from the capitalists.

This campaign to win working class
support for the Irish people cannot be
left to some future date. As long as
workers accept the right of the state to
oppress the Irish people, they will be un-
able to free themselves from their own
oppressors. Indeed, the British Govern-
ment already uses the lack of labour
movement support for the Irish struggle
to make its attacks on workers in Britain
appear legitimate.

Every time Ireland hits the headlines
the media reminds us that we are British
first and workers second. The press
hysteria that greeted the escape of repub-
lican Gerry Tuite from Brixton Prison last

Christmas shows how the state uses the
Irish ‘threat’ to its own advantage. Within
hours of Tuite’s departure the police
launched a massive publicity campaign.
Posters declaring ‘Terrorist alert — this
man must be caught’ were distributed in
tens of thousands. Meanwhile news-
papers, television channels and radio
stations all joined in the man-hunt. Their
aim? Not to catch an (unconvicted)
prisoner, but to whip up hostility against
the cause of Irish freedom at just the
moment that its most courageous defen-
ders — the men on hunger strike in Long
Kesh — were nearing death. Not to track
Tuite down, but to distract British
workers from rising unemployment, falling
wages and the most reactionary Govern-
ment in decades.

We have to break the British consensus
on Ireland. Putting Britain first on the
question of Ireland means putting it first
on everything else. To defend our live-
lihoods and fight for our class interests
we have to speak our own language — not
repeat the lies and apologies of the British
bourgeoisie. British workers will only act
as an independent class, when they elect
to stand with the Irish people against the
British state.

It is this spectre of independent
working class action that so haunts the
bureaucrats of the TUC. When trade
unionists began putting their names behind
the Coventry conference, they signalled
their unwillingness to be dictated to by
Congress House. The TUC recognised this
for what it was: a challenge to its political
authority, not only on Ireland, but on
every other issue affecting the working
class.




‘We feel they should discuss Ireland
in a more responsible context. You
have to draw the line somewhere.’

(Stuart Slater, assistant secretary, Organ-
ijsation and Industrial Relations section
of the TUC, The Observer, 22 February

1981)

,

The TUC’s
pro-British Irish
policy

The TUC has not had much to say about
Ireland. Following its Parliamentary mas-
ters, it likes to keep the question out of
union debates. However, it has been
unable to ignore the matter entirely.
Many workers are genuinely concerned
about the violence across the water and
the TUC itself has many members in the
Six Counties. Thus the TUC has been
forced to make pious pleas for the restor-
ation of peace and democracy in Ireland.

However when the TUC talks about
peace and democracy what it really
means is social stability on Britain’s
terms. The TUC fully accepts the premise
that Ireland is Britain’s concern;it assumes
without question the right of the British
state to run the Six Counties. The objec-
tive of TUC policy is simply to encourage
the British state to reform its oppressive
institutions in the Six Counties.

The TUC has always rejected the right

of the Irish people to determine their
own future, and has regularly denounced
Irish freedom fighters as madmen and
murderers. But the TUC has also called
on Westminster to introduce a Bill of
Rights to the Six Counties. Its 1971 Con-
gress came out in favour of British rule,
but asked the very same state that is
responsible for the denial of basic democ-
ratic rights in Ireland to become the
instrument of social change there. As
ever, the TUC played the British game:
telling the Irish what’s best for them.

The TUC could get away with its
hypocrisy because of the peculiar way the
Irish issue has been presented in Britain.
Nobody ever called on America to intro-
duce a Bill of Rights in Vietnam. There
the true character of the war was appar-
ent: there was no pretence that the
Washington regime could bring about a
democratic solution while it was trying
to annihilate the national liberation
movement.

In 1976, however, the TUC modified
its approach to the Irish War and, in an
effort to redefine the problems facing the
Irish people, put forward the Better Life
For All Campaign. This campaign avoided
all talk about Britain’s war of oppression,

[ St

and concentrated on social and economic
issues instead. No wonder that Labour
Secretary of State for Northern Ireland
Roy Mason strongly supported it!

The 6 aims of the Better Life For All
Campaign

1 The right to live free from violence,
sectarianism, intimidation and discrimin-
ation

2 the right to security of employment
and well paid work

3 the right to associate freely and to
advocate political change by peaceful
means

4 the right to good housing accom-
modation

5 the right to equality of educational
opportunity

6 the right to adequate social services to
protect the well being and living stan-
dards of the aged, the young, the sick, the
unemployed and the socially deprived.

Both the Bill of Rights and the Better
Life For All Campaign ignored the one
right that really matters in Ireland: the
right to national self-determination. Who
was going to create a ‘better life’ anyway?
The same British Government that has
been terrorising Ireland for hundreds of
years!

Many people have criticised the Better
Life For All Campaign on the grounds
that it is unrealistic. It is, of course; but
the campaign is more insidious than that.
It exploits the yearning for peace and
economic security of the brutalised
population of the Six Counties to gain
acceptance of British oppression. Indeed

the TUC initially presented the campaign
as an alternative to the national liberation
movement. After the motion supporting
this campaign was passed the President
of the TUC noted:

‘I am sure that the voices and ideas that
have been expressed from this rostrum will be
heard in Northern Ireland and the people on
the streets in Northern Ireland will conquer the
maniac and the gunman who have been shooting
down so many trade unionists.” (TUC report
1976)

More recently Len Murray told Irish trade
unionists that the TUC would continue to
‘assist trade unions in securing social
change by peaceful means, thus providing
an alternative to the bullet and the bomb’
(TUC Press Release, 27 January 1981).
But what does this ‘alternative’ amount
to? British domination once again.

TUC Irish policy is a soft version of
the coercive strategies pursued by both
Labour and Conservative Governments in
the ’sixties and ’seventies. Never question-
ing Britain’s right to rule in Ireland, the
TUC dishonestly peddles the idea that the
British state can play a progressive role in
the Six Counties.

Why oppose the TUC’s Irish policy if
it’s so unrealistic? After all, the TUC has
done little to promote its own positions.
Few workers have ever heard of the
Better Life For All Campaign, and apart
from its annual routine endorsement at
Congress, it is scarcely discussed in the
labour movement.

In fact the TUC’s inactivity on Ireland
does not mean that its policy is unim-
portant. Indeed, part of the function of
the Bill of Rights and the Better Life For
All Campaign is to dampen down interest
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for the national liberation movement in Ireland. More
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than that, it points the way forward — through the
activities of the RCT and the Smash the PTA Campaign
— to building an anti-imperialist movement in Britain.
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in the Irish War, for the last thing the
TUC wants is widespread debate on
Ireland in the working class. But the
importance of the TUC’s Irish policy is
greater than this, TUC policy on Ireland
means that, should workers at any time
show concern about the situation in the
Six Counties, it has a ready-made system
of ideas on hand to dispel it with. It
means that potentially disruptive sym-
pathy for the national liberation struggle
can be safely directed towards lobbying
the British state to implement reforms in
Ireland.

The TUC’s policy on Ireland is the
Government’s first line of defence against
the emergence of a working class anti-
imperialist movement. The TUC uses its
policy to victimise members of the trade
union movement who dare to speak out
against British imperialism.

From Tameside to
Coventry

The TUC’s role as the policeman of the
labour movement was clearly exposed in
the Manchester area last year. In January
1980, Tameside Trades Council announ-
ced that it was holding a labour movement
conference on Ireland in March. The goal
of the conference — to win support for
the Irish liberation struggle in the British
working class — was summed up in its
mobilising slogan ‘Bring the War to
Britain’. Almost instinctively local trade
union bureaucrats and Labour and
Communist Party politicians united to
denounce the conference. On 26 February
Tameside’s Labour council refused to
allow the conference to take place on its
premises.

Three days later the TUC threatened
Tameside Trades Council with disaf-
filiation. In response the executive com-

s’The TUC iS not
discussion, By

Trades Coun
21 February 1981)

10

Cﬂ, The Blrm
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mittee decided to cancel the conference,
and matters would have ended there but
for the decision of the full trades council
to reconvene the conference. The TUC
promptly issued an ultimatum. It deman-
ded that Tameside disassociate itself from
the slogan ‘Bring the War to Britain’,
promise to obey official TUC policy on
Ireland and on other issues and hold no
conference on the War without informing
it about format, agenda and speakers.
When Tameside rejected these restrictive
terms it was expelled from the TUC.

The victimisation of Tameside Trades
Council showed that the TUC was pre-
pared to follow through its support for
British imperialism with bans and pro-
scriptions. It showed that the TUC’s

policy on Ireland, far from being the
string of empty phrases it appeared, had

serious consequences for British trade
unionists sympathetic to the Irish liber-
ation struggle. And, for the Smash the
PTA Campaign, it showed something else
too: that TUC policy had to be destroyed
if an anti-imperialist movement was going
to be built in the British labour movement.

Throughout the summer of 1980
SPTAC campaigned for the reaffiliation

of Tameside Trades Council. Although
the TUC stuck to its guns, dozens of
trades councils and union branches came
to identify with Tameside’s plight, and
many marched with their banners to
lobby the TUC in September in Brighton.
In the later part of 1980, therefore,
SPTAC decided to channel the feeling
engendered by the affair into building a
campaign to change TUC policy. Under
the slogan ‘TUC Hands Off Ireland!’ we
organised. . .the Coventry conference.

By January 1981 the conference had
raised considerable interest in the labour
movement. Resolutions of support raised
by SPTAC supporters provoked debate
on TUC policy in trades councils and
union branches up and down the country.
The TUC responded in its customary
fashion. When the TUC’s infamous circular
banning trades councils from supporting
the Coventry conference was made public
in February, the labour bureaucracy
threw its full weight against SPTAC sup-
porters. The Communist Party in part-
icular displayed tremendous zeal for
witch-hunting anti-imperialists.

Within hours of the news breaking, the

‘We don’t want disaffiliating from
the TUC. We are trying to build up
good links with the community and
people will not want anything to do
with supporting the IRA’

(John Catterall, Communist Party Cha.ir-
man Salford Trades Council, Salford City

Reporter, 27 February 1981)
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chairman of Salford Trades Council, a
Party member, threatened to victimise a
SPTAC supporter. Despite a democratic
vote at the trades council in favour of the
conference, he took it upon himself to
disassociate Salford from it. Next day the
Coventry Labour Council announced that
it had refused to allow the conference to
be held on its premises. Desperate to
prevent the conference from taking place,
it put pressure on the local polytechnic —
at which the meeting was due to be held
— forcing the students’ union to with-
draw its offer of facilities for SPTAC.

The problem:
Tories or TUC?

After a week of hostile publicity
Labour left MP Ernie Roberts, who had
originally agreed to sponsor the confer-
ence, informed us that he was withdrawing
his support. He told us that it was a
‘tactical mistake’ to provoke the TUC;
the task was rather to oppose Tory Irish
policies. The advice was repeated by a
number of left-wing trade unionists em-
barrassed by the TUC’s reprisals but
fearful of taking a class position on
Ireland. Let us look at it a little closer.

We think the left’s counsel — ‘unite
against Tory plans for Ireland and leave
the TUC for another day’ — is shortsighted
and dangerous. First, there are no distinct
Tory plans for Ireland. The Thatcher
Government pursues a policy identical to
that of the last Labour Government —
and its policy of oppression is also sup-

12

ported by the TUC. To restrict our cam-
paign to Tory policies would mean giving
credibility to those of the Labour leader-
ship. This would mean giving the TUC
free rein to dominate the labour move-
ment with its pro-imperialist solutions.

Second, whether you seek it out or
try to avoid it, any serious campaign on
Ireland in the labour movement will come
up against bitter resistance from the
labour bureaucracy. The labour leaders
will use every means at their disposal to
prevent the emergence of a forceful anti-
imperialist current. The TUC is clear
where it stands, for any threat to the
British state is also a threat to the cosy
relationship it has established with
that state.

Those who want to restrict solidarity
with the Irish struggle to a campaign
against Tory policies in reality aim to
build a movement outside the working
class. For the labour movement will only
come to oppose Tory Irish policies when
it is prepared to oppose the identical
policies of its own leadership. Workers
will only break with the British state
when they see that it is in their class
interest to support Irish liberation.

And if we don’t build an antiimper-
ialist movement in the working class, then
we won’t build an anti-imperialist move-
ment at all. Intellectuals, vicars, liberals
and bourgeois feminists may from time to
time express indignation at a particularly
extreme example of British brutality in
Ireland: the B-Specials, mass internment,
Bloody Sunday, Castlereagh interrogation
centre, the H-Blocks and Armagh. But
only workers have the power and the
class interest to fight all manifestations of

imperialist oppression all the time. The
Irish liberation movement is a threat to
the capitalists, but it is the real ally of the
working class. It is because we believe
that an effective anti-imperialist move-
ment can only be built in the working
class that we have directed our attack on
the official leadership of that class — the
TUC.

Don’t let them
call the shots

unionists from meeting to campaign
against its policy on Ireland. But then the
union bureaucrats are not noted for their
commitment to union democracy. For
them the issue is not rules and regulations
but silencing opponents of British imper-
ialism in the labour movement by any
means necessary.

Support SPTAC!
Support the fight for
workers’ democracy!

At Tameside the labour bureaucracy
objected to the slogan ‘Bring the War to
Britain’. At Coventry the TUC’s man-
oeuvres were aimed not against a slogan
but directly against the right of trades
councils to organise in opposition to
official policy. The minutes of the TUC’s
Trades Councils Joint Consultative Com-
mittee make this point clear:

‘It was suggested that a circular be sent to
all Trades Councils, informing them that it
would be quite contrary to their rules, and to
their responsibilities to the TUC and to trade
union and Congress policy, for Trades Councils
to associate in any way with the ‘TUC Hands
Off Ireland’ conference.’

The TUC has not yet indicated what rules
can prevent trades councils and trade

There are two good reasons why you
should defend the right of the Smash the
PTA Campaign to work in the British
labour movement to change TUC Irish
policy. First, the TUC’s proscription of
debate on Ireland is one aspect of its
increasingly authoritarian role. Unable
to defend jobs, conditions and living
standards, the labour leadership has to
resort to bureaucratic manipulations to
keep its hold over the rank and file.
The TUC’s guidelines on centres for un-
employed workers, published at the end
of January, show how it aims to retain
firm control over them: it lays down
strict limits for what it calls ‘permissible’
activities for those out of work.

‘We are not bothered what the TUC,
says. We shall be at the conference.

(Mick Blair, Todmorden Trades Council,
The Observer, 22 February 1981)
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Unemployment, like Ireland, is a
potentially explosive issue in Britain.
Once again the union leaders step forward
to help police the working class. By sup-
porting the right of trade unionists to
campaign for an anti-imperialist policy on
Ireland, you’ll be supporting the right of
workers to organise to defend their
interests on any issue and in any way
they see fit.

But there is an even better reason for
joining the Smash the PTA Campaign.
The struggle for political status for the
prisoners in H-Block and Armagh has
acquired a new momentum. A new hunger
strike has been started to force Britain
to treat Irish prisoners as prisoners of
war. British workers must make the cause
of the hunger strikers their own, not just
out of humanitarianism, but because a
victory for the prisoners would represent

a major blow against the British state. It
would weaken the position of the ruling
class and undermine its confidence in
the struggles ahead.

For too long British workers have
accepted the view that they have more
in common with their employers than
with the Irish people. For too long
workers have made sacrifices in the
‘country’s interest’. The fight against
TUC policy on Ireland will help put an
end to this. It will show that the labour
leaders line up with the bosses, not just
on Ireland but on every issue of vital con-
cern for the working class.

Help us force the TUC to withdraw its
circular banning trades councils from
associating with the TUC Hands Off
Ireland campaign. Argue for the resol-
ution below in your trade union branch
or trades council.

‘To remain silent, as the TUC

Motion

This branch/union/trades council
@ deplores the failure of the official labour movement to support the demands for
political status of republican prisoners of war in the Six Counties of Ireland

@ rejects TUC interference in the affairs of the Irish people through the Better Life
For All Campaign and the Bill of Rights policy which are simply a cover for its
complicity in British repression throughout the Irish War

@ condemns the TUC’s use of bans and proscriptions to prevent debate on Ireland in
the labour movement and will fully support any trades council or individual trade
unionist subjected to disciplinary action arising from the Coventry conference

@ supports the campaign to change TUC Irish policy to support for the national liber-
ation struggle against British rule

@ agrees to support local SPTAC trade union committees to promote oppostion to

TUC Irish policy in trade union branches, trades councils and at national trade
union conferences
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bureaucrats would have you do, is
to endorse the continued suppres-
sion of the Irish nation. British
workers must realise that by fighting
for the interests of the Irish people
they are also helping to further the
aims of the British working class.’

(IRSP POWs, the cages Long Kesh, open
letter to the Coventry conference)
|

Start a discussion on Ireland at your
place of work and in your labour move-
ment organisation. Pass resolutions in
support of the Irish liberation movement
and against the TUC’s policy on Ireland.
Help us realise our immediate objective of
pushing anti-imperialist politics on to the

agendas of national union conferences
and the TUC.

Join the struggle against British imper-
ialism. Don'’t let the prisoners in H-Blocks
and Armagh struggle in vain! Fight for
the immediate withdrawal of troops from

Ireland! . Helen Swift
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Labour movement conference
TUC HANDS OFF IRELAND!

Convenor: Dave Hallsworth (AUEW, Tameside Trades Council)
Speakers: Sinn Fein, Irish Republican Socialist Party, British trade unionists and socialists

The following organisations and individuals (all in a personal capacity) agreed to sponsor the
conference, send delegates or attend as observers:

@ TRADES COUNCILS Salford, Todmorden, Spennymoor, Hackney, Tameside, Wear Valley,
Coventry

@ TRADE UNIONISTS Dipak Basu (East London Teachers Association, NUT), Mick Blair (Chair-
man Todmorden Trades Council), Brian Capell (APEX, Coventry Climax, Warrington), Paddy
Faherty (UCATT, Hackney Trades Council), Mick Honeyman (AUEW, Tower Hamlets Trades
Council), Shirley Henshall (Tameside NUPE), Alex Lawrence (AUEW presidential candidate,
Canterbury Trades Council), Stan Meads (TGWU shop steward, Faireys, Stockport), Jim
Monaghan (North East Lancashire Committee FTAT, Todmorden Trades Council), Bob Mont-
gomery (Sheet Metal Workers union, Tower Hamlets Trades Council), Jimmy O’Hara (National
Committee Building Section, TGWU), James Robertson (ASTMS, Ferranti, Manchester), Vera
Shieff (NUT, Islington), Paul Stonier (Tameside Staffs NUPE), John Villiers (TGWU ACTTS
senior steward Jaguar, Coventry), Mick Wheeler (UCW, Warrington Trades Council), George
Hope (Divisional Organiser, AUEW TASS, Coventry), Vin Murphy (TGWU 6/707 Eccles,
Salford Trades Council), Dave Ayre (UCATT, Secretary Wear Valley Trades Council), Alan
Cunningham (CPSA DHSS Rusholme), Jeff Hartnell (Spennymoor Trades Council), Rob
Nichols (NATFHE, Chairman Guildford Trades Council), Gerry Flynn (ASTMS Branch sec-
retary Luton), Tom Richardson (NATFHE Middlesborough)

@ TRADE UNION BRANCHES NUJ Magazine, East London Teachers Association, NUT, AUEW
Ashton No 2, Lambeth NUT, ASTMS City, TGWU ACTTS Manchester Social Action, UCATT
Crook, BB145, AUEW Tower Hamlets

@ IRELAND Phil Flynn (Deputy General Secretary Local Government and Public Services Union,
Dublin), Paddy Logue (TGWU Branch Secretary, Derry), Brian Sullivan (NUPE District Secret-
ary, Royal Victoria Hospital, Belfast), all members of Trade Union Sub-committee National
H-Blocks/Armagh Committee; Finbar O’Doherty (founder member of civil rights movement,
Derry), Liam Carlin (ex-blanketman), Patsy (the cages, Long Kesh), IRSP POWs, the cages,
Long Kesh
IRISH SOLIDARITY CAMPAIGNS Bradford, Durham, Tyneside, Manchester Hunger Strike
Committee

@ TROOPS OUT MOVEMENT Coventry, Nottingham, Camden & Islington, East London, West
London, TOM Steering Committee

@ PLUS Ford Workers Combine, East London Workers Against Racism, Unemployed Workers
Group (Lambeth), Councillor Alfred Home, Manchester, Jarnail Singh (Hackney Asian Assoc-
iation), Indian Workers Association, Coventry, Cllr Albert Spencer, Manchester

Smash the Prevention of
Terrorism Act Campaign

The campaigns in Britain in support of the Irish hunger strikers are different
from those in the United States and in other European countries. In these
countries former blanketmen, now released from the H-Blocks, speak at
meetings, rallies and demonstrations. But not in Britain. The reason? The
Prevention of Terrorism Act.

The PTA makes sure that Irish victims of British rule don’t get the chance
to challenge government lies before British audiences. The British ruling class
cannot tolerate ex-prisoners telling the truth of their experiences in the
concentration camps in Ireland. And the PTA is ready to deal with anybody
— Irish or English — who supports the prisoners and their fight against British
rule,

The Smash the PTA Campaign organises resistance to the PTA. Our
opposition to the PTA is not based — like that of some Labour MPs — on the
conviction that it is an inefficient and ineffective means of suppressing the
Irish liberation struggle. We reject the PTA because it is a barrier to building
support for the republican movement in Britain.

The Smash the PTA Campaign organises pickets and protests when people
like Liam Carlin (a former blanketman from Derry returning from the USA
who was lifted from a plane at Heathrow last December) are detained in
police stations and prisons. We support people like Gerry MacLochlainn
(a Sinn Fein supporter in Cardiff who at present faces a series of trumped up
explosives charges) when they come up in court. And we publicise the use of
the PTA in relation to the War in Ireland and campaign in the labour move-
ment to get it thrown out.

To carry out this work we need money. Please give generously. Send all
contributions to: SPTAC, BM RCT, London WCIN 3XX.
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