anarchistmgweekly

Ay a _ . ]

JUNE 3 1972 Vol 33 No 23

HERE IS A 1939 cartoon of

David Low’s showing Hitler and
Stalin with smoking revolvers, shak-
ing hands over the prostrate body
of Poland. Stalin is saying ‘Bloody
assassin of the workers I presume?’
One is reminded of this by the get-
together in Moscow of President
Richard Nixon (ex-arch-enemy of
Communism) and Leonid Breshnev.
The prostrate body is that of Viet-
nam—about which not one con-
structive word has been spoken in
the innumerable communiques on
space, on medical research, science
and technology.

As for the personal touch, the
trivia has been splashed around as
usual to fill in the time until the
messenger dashed in hot-foot from
the SALT talks with the disarma-
ment formula which would once
more save the world. We had Mrs.
Nixon shaking hands with a Russian
circus bear—Iless politically reward-
ing than shaking hands with Bresh-
nev—Mrs. Nixon discussing her
daughter’s dancing lessons in the
interval at the Bolshoi and the
breaking of the champagne glass(es)
—the Sun says a trayful, The Times
says one—whatever happened to the
old Russians who used to fling their
champagne glasses away after they
drank a toast? The Sunday Tele-
graph Moscow correspondent says,
‘one possible concrete result of the
Summit is that a Russian firm has
decided to produce its own version
of the All-American, Pepsi-Cola.’
And, after the agreement, Mr. Nixon

attending a Baptist church service

no doubt to thank God for his co-
operation. The BBC commentator
was so carried away by the senti-
mentality of it all that he said a
hymn was sung which reminded Mr.
Nixon of the religious services of his
boyhood. When one recollects that
Mr. Nixon is a lapsed Quaker and
hymns do not feature in Quaker
meetings one feels that the senti-
ments overcame the facts
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The Russians sent out a com-
munique, ‘A universal peace and a
reduction of the intolerable burdens
imposed on all nations by the ex-
cessive armaments of today, is the
ideal towards which every Govern-
ment should strive. . . . [The time is]
very favourable for seeking by inter-
national discussion the most effec-
tual means of assuring to all peoples
the benefits of a real and durable
peace; for the financial charges im-
poseq by armaments were paralys-
Ing economic prosperity, and the
accumulation of war material was
transforming armed peace into a
crushing burden.” This, alas, was in
fact the Czar of Russia in 1898
inviting Governments to The Hague
Conierence. Since 1898 the Govern-
ments of the world have been go-
ing through the motions of what
1s laughingly called ‘disarmament’.
From The Hague Conference to
Locarno, from Locarno to the Test
Ban Treaty of 1963 to the present

agreement such charades have gone

THEY CALL IT PEACE

on, punctuated by bloodier wars and
more devastating weapons.

The Times (27.5.72) 1n its leader
on the agreements says, “I'hey were
fashioned by hard, compelling in-
terests. The two leaders met because
it was to the advantage of their two
powerful countries — only recently
bitter rivals and even now confront-
ing each other almost directly in the
Vietham war—to come to some
agreements. Russia has her special
reasons for relaxing tension In
Europe.’

On the day after the agreement
was signed Melvin Laird,
Defence Secretary, took steps to halt
work on a defensive missile base in
Montana but at the same time he
said there would be ‘no saving” on
offensive weapons. ‘He implied that
the American aim would be to
maintain a qualitative superiority
over the Russians,” says the Sunday
Telegraph (28.5.72). “The pro-
gramme,’ continues the Telegraph,
‘to build a strategic bomber and a
submarine force to replace the pre-
sent Polaris and Poseidon sub-
marines by the end of the decade
must continue.’

The whole issue of disarmament
is made more complex than neces-
sary by the smoke-screen of official
verbiage and technical jargon. For
example ‘disarmament’ 1S never con-
templated by any state, they would
in fact, cease to be ‘states’ if they
did disarm. At the earth-shattering
most states slow up their rate of
increase of arms (for example

" Dockers’ Rearquard Action

1\ ASS MEETINGS of dockers in Hull,

Manchester and London have again
voted in favour of continuing to ban
certain containers. Stewards in Liverpool
will be recommending the same policy
at meetings when dockers return from
the holiday.

District officials of the Transport and
General Workers’ Union have been very
busy addressing these mass meetings of
dockers. In London’s Royal docks, the
rank and file subjected the official, Bill
Mundy, to a barrage of heckling. He
told them: ‘We will carry out the
law and the law says we should not
black indiscriminately.’

There now seems little chance, despite
the instructions of Jack Jones, the general
secretary of the T& GWU, of the dockers
lifting their ban before the June 2 dead-
line set by the National Industrial Re-
lations Court. Sir John Donaldson,
president of the court, has ruled that
the union is responsible for the actions
of the stewards and that if they continue
to defy instructions, then their credentials
should be withdrawn by the union. The
union has repeatedly tried to get the
dockers to lift their ban without any
success and will on Friday, possibly have
to pay a further fine or have all the
assets of the union taken over by the
court,

NATIONAL DOCK STRIKE

June 2 is also the day set for the start
of a national dock strike in support of
an average earnings fall-back payment,

an extra week's annual holiday and the
right to ‘stuff’ and ‘strip’ containers. By
organising a national stoppage the
union hope to regain control of the
container issue,

Thursday’s Financial Times quoted the
following from an employer the writer
had interviewed: ‘Jack Jones isn’t taking
on the government or anything like

that. It's more like a man throwing
a stone through a shop window to get
a grievance heard. There’s no hope of
a negotiated settlement because Jack must
have a national dock-strike to get his
militant stewards under control and his
union off the NIRC hook.’

[f, with a national dock stoppage, Jack
Jones can get some concessions on con-
tainers, then he might be able to avoid
a direct clash with the court. Employers
have already hinted that they might
build more container depots in existing

WE ARE ANGRY !

THE EIGHT TRIAL is coming up very

soon (maybe even before press day)
despite the fact that only one of the
eight has got a QC and then after
15 attempts. There are only 300 QCs
in the country, so proper representation
in court seems unlikely for at least
several of the accused. As the trial
may drag on like the Mangrove Trial,
or last three weeks like the lan-Jake
trial, now is the time to mobilise to
help the eightt A demonstration is
planned for 1230 p.m. on JUNE 6
outside the Old Bailey. Also on SATUR-
DAY, JUNE 3, at LSE Old Theatre
(Houghton Street) a ‘teach-in’ on the
case will be held. This is an important
meeting as one of its intentions is to
break down the sectarianism of the
Bolshevik groups who ratted on Jake
and lan and to introduce a greater
feeling of solidarity and ANGER against
the government and its state. Any help

with the campaign will gladly be received
by Compendium Books, 240 Camden
High Street, London, N.W.1.

dock areas providing more jobs for
dockers. But this would hardly alleviate
the dockers’ fear of losing their jobs.

In the mid-sixties there were 60,000
dockers. When the docks were de-
casualised in 1967 there were 57,000.
Now there are 42,000 and by 1980 it
1s estimated that only 25,000 will remain.
Dockers see containerisation as a threat
to their livelihoods but the loading and
unloading they are claiming represents
only about 39 of all container traffic.
This work would only provide about
S00 extra jobs. The containers that
have really caused the loss of jobs are
the big regular consignments from the
manufacturing companies. Dockers are
not claiming this work, but they have,
over the vyears, made claims for the
work at the new inland depots each
time these were built. The union has
taken these claims to the industrial
tribunals and each time they have lost.
Bernie Steer, secretary of the National
Ports Shop Stewards’ Committee, has
said this about the union’s attitude to
these claims:

‘In the past the wishes of the men
have been ignored. Four years ago we
were advocating that dockers got all
the work of stuffing and unstuffing con-
tainers. We wanted blacking then, but
the official union line was that we should
deal with it through the courts. And
look where that has got us.’

Dockers are really fighting a rearguard
action trying to protect jobs which have,
mostly, already been lost. It is not
surprising that many dockers are dis-
illusioned with the T&GWU leadership.
Essentially this is a struggle that has
come too late. The union, with the help
of severance pay, has quietly gone along
with the employer and the Dock Harbour
Board and co-operated in the slaughter
of jobs. The T&GWU is now faced
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The usual technique is
- an agreed formula not to disturb

the balance of terror. Or. a method
of armament or testing of arms is
felt to be undesirable—or

excluded from usage.
the Test Ban Treaty of 1963 which
limited nuclear tests to underground

sites (no provisions were apparently
made for the danger of leakages

or contamination of underground
water). The agreements about poison
gas and germ warfare are obviously
because of their danger to users as
well as to the prospective victims
In any case, did a desperate situ-
ation develop, all states find ex-
cuses for their most reprehensible
acts. The bombing plane was once
outlawed—but reserved by Britain
for ‘policing’ the North-West Fron-
tier of India!
The present
under the

agreement comes
classification of a new
formula. The theoreticians of
nuclear warfare have devised a
policy of ‘second strike capability’
which means that after the gcreat
powers have launched their first
atom-bombs or H-bombs, ‘victory’
will go to whichever side has the
ability and capability of making a
second strike either with nuclear
submarines, strategic bombers or
long range missiles. Living (if vou
can call it that) on the theorv of
the balance of terror, statesmen and
military experts are grotesquely con-
cerned when, by some chance. one

CVvCIl
technically dangerous by its indis-
criminate range and effects so it is
For example

of the great powers gets ahead of
the others in ‘strike-capability” and
has a capacity for ‘over-kill’, that
1s. to create unnecessary deaths. This
may occur through technological
developments. (The joker in the
present agreement is that /ess missiles
may mean more accurate targetting
hence more strike-capability.)

The great powers are under iF
illusion that they are completels
rational and as long as the balance
of terror is stable th}" are safe
Obviously the SALT talks were
held because technological develop-
ments had disturbed this balance—
also 1n real politick the rise of China
had completely shifted the world
balance of power as it existed in
1945. It 1s quite true, as The Times
says, that the agreements ' ‘were
fashioned by hard, compelling in-
terests’. The Times politelv omits
to refer to Nixon’s forthcoming elec-
tion campaign as one of the ‘com-
pelling interests’ but nevertheless the
election campaign explains the
‘selling’” of the Summit

One may or may not share the
statesmen’s theorv of the ‘balance
of terror’ producing stabilitv and
feel than any nuclear kill (or for
that matter non-nuclear) is ‘over-
kill’.

Even the coolly balanced produc-
tion of death goes astrav sometimes
For example this week-end a 40-
gallon drum of potentially lethal eas
leaked on its wav ro ‘the Ministrs
of Defence chemical defence centre
at Nancekuke’ (so savs the Guardian
how defensive can vou get?). The
concern of governments is not with
peace but with the preservation of
their own powers, with things as
they are.

They are unscrupulous enough to
do a deal and call it peace.

JAcK ROBINSON.
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make a Census
Magistrates’ Court.

Retumn,

against.

not compulsory.

l
I
i is just one symptom.

to complete the Census Form.

freedom of choice!

Personally, I have nothing to hide and nothing to fear from answering
the Census. Indeed, it seems I have much more to fear from NOT
answering if, since I am now on my way to jail!

I refused to answer because I resent the idea of us all—repeat ALL
—being forced to become computer fodder for the central authority
and for those commercial interests which buy Census information.
| In a democracy such demands for information should be voluntary,

All of those with concern for personal privacy and
integrity should stand up against the steady erosion of our freedom
which is corrupting our democracy—and of which the Census of 1971

One last point. In sentencing me to prison, the Chairman of the
Sudbury Magistrates referred to ‘martyrdom’.
him that, far from wishing to be a martyr, I do in fact bitterly resent
being chosen to be one of the small minority prosecuted for failure

CN THE WAY TO JAIL

HILIP SANSOM was fined £15 plus £4.30 costs for refusing to
on November 30,

1971, at Sudbury

|
|
(See ‘Suffolk Free Press’, 3.12.71.) |
Statement 27.5.72, after being sentenced to 28 days’ imprisonment |
(with seven days more in which to pay) at the same Court, 23.5.72. |
for refusal to pay the fine, on his way to prison, Wednesday, 31.5.72:
“’hz.)( started off as a personal dislike and distrust of Government f
snooping has now been justified by independent computer experts. |
The London ‘Times’ now tells us (27.5.72) that the privacy and public '
l

|

|

i

;

|

welfare committee of the British Computer Society has produced a
highly critical analysis of the methods used in the 1971 Census,
CLAIMING THAT INFORMATION MEANT TO BE CONFIDEN-
TIAL AND ANONYMOUS COULD BE USED TO IDENTIFY
PARTICULAR PEOPLE IN PARTICULAR CIRCUMSTANCES.

It could harm immigrants, people on Social Security, or indeed any
group which at any time the State wished to investigate or discriminate

I would like to assure

l
| There have been about 350 prosecutions. There are an (unofficial) |
! estimated 300,000 failures to return the form—and many thousands |
more who returmed incomplete or spoilt forms. Some quite well-known |
| people have announced their own failure to returm the Census and |
| have almost invited prosecution, but to no avail. Why was I chosen? |
I am refusing to pay the fine because I refuse to pay for my own |
‘ prosecution in an unjust case. The initiative for my ‘martyrdom’ came |
not from me but from the Census Officer for Boxford, the Sudbury |||}
Magistrates and the Westminster Government which tried to force its
totalitarian and nosey-parker demands on the British public. If this
country is not to end up like Communist Russia or Nazi Germany
we must resist every aftempt to undermine our own privacy and
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