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INDIA—

PAKISTAN WA

HE BATTLE -LINES in the
India-Pakistani war are being
drawn up. The battle - scarred
warriors are taking up their posi-
tions, veterans of many a campaign
are sharpening their weapons for
the fray. The Press, left, right and
centre, are taking up positions on
India. God is on the side of the
big battalions and everybody loves
a winner, so at the moment the
trend is towards support of India.

The new New Statesman (which
1s merely the old politicos writ large
on a different printing process) hired
the eminently expendable right-wing
labour Woodrow Wyatt to do a
pro-India piece. The Socialist Leader
has a fiery piece by Hira Mukherjee
welcoming India’s recognition of
East Bengal. The Mirror's John
Pilger went pro-Indian and today’s
Mirror carries a story (from a French
trade official) that the Pakistanis
bombed their own orphanage. John
Grigg (ex-War Minister) writing 1n
the Sunday Times declared ‘I back
Indira and freedom’.

Superficially, it would seem that
India 1s in the ‘right’—if one can
ever define that word in relation
to a nation-state. She had the
sudden problem of the acquisition
of millions of East Pakistani refu-
gees dumped on her doorstep by
the loathsome policy of Yahva Khan.
East Pakistan has also a ‘right’ to
self-determination, either within, or
without Pakistan. What can be
doubted is whether the method
chosen—of modern war—is capable
of settling the refugee problem and
whether India has any sincere in-
tention—and if she has, whether it
can be carried out—of granting

, FREEDOM IS THE RIGHT
NOT 10 CHOOSE

freedom to East Pakistan, or East
Bengal in the event of victory. As
anarchists we doubt if the pretext
given by India for her attack upon
Pakistan is the only reason. It
appears to be the most respectable
cause of the war, and everyone
knows if one makes a pre-emptive
strike (in the jargon of military
strategy) even in the form of arming
guerillas, one 1s iIn a much stronger
position. Pakistan’s military pre-
emptive strike failed to come off.

Finally, in this examination of
objections one would doubt if mod-
ern warfare i1s capable of settling
any international disputes, especially
when the military equipment is
extensively supplied by ‘neutral’
powers and backers are waiting in
the wings, presumably ready to esca-
late the conflict if their protégé fails
to succeed. Any rapid crumbling
of the Pakistanis in the West would
presumably draw in China, in the
same way that any failure of India
would bring in more Russian sup-
port,
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[t has been pointed out in the
Observer, 5.12.71, by Cyril Dunn
(their Indian-Pakistan reporter since
1958) that ‘it has been difficult not
to look quizzically at any statement
of intent by India when she has
taken up arms against Pakistan.
True, the current operations by the
Indian Army in East Pakistan are
—obliquely at least—in support of
a rebellion by East Bengal Muslims.
: The immplied aim is simply
to clear a space in which the East
Bengalis can set up their own demo-
cratic state and to which the millions
of refugees forced out into India

may be returned. But’, writes Dunn,
‘a similar state of affairs existed in
Kashmir in 1947. The Indian Army
ostensibly went to the aid of the
Kashmiri Muslims and were indeed
welcomed by their political leaders.
It was not until five vyears later
that the chief of these, Sheikh Ab-
dulluh, came to the conclusion that
the “*special status’ granted by India
to Kashmir was being steadily
eroded. He turned against Nehru
and thereafter spent more than a
decade in Indian jails. Pakistan’s
belief that Kashmir was being totally
absorbed into the Indian Union was
a prime cause of the 1965 war.’

The Observer's editorial of the
same date says, ‘“Those who do not
take India’s claims [about East Ben-

gal] entirely at their face value,
believe that the numbers and politi-

cal impact of the refugees in India
have been exaggerated. They point
out that most of the refugees are
Hindus and would not in any case
return voluntarily to East Bengal
under a Muslim government whether
independent or run from Rawal-
pindi. These sceptics suggest that
the refugee issue is being used by
the “hawks’™ in New Delhi as an
excuse to effect a huge and lasting
shift in the political balance of the
sub-continent : the separation of East
from West Pakistan would mean a
blow to the very idea of Pakistan
as a separate Muslim State and
homeland and so become the first
step to a long-dreamed-of reunifi-
cation of the sub-continent. For a
push in this direction the moment,
it might be argued, is also favourable
internationally. India’s new treaty
with Russia offers some reassurance

- “Disciplinary Action’
~ tnd Union Leaders

HE TUC HAS PUBLISHED its own

industrial code as an answer to the
document produced by the Government
and which is to be presented to Parlia-
ment in the New Year. It is a ‘guide
for negotiations” entitled Good Industrial
Relations and represents the attitudes
and positions of the leadership of the
trade union movement. Vic Feather,
General Secretary of the TUC, has said:
“This 1s not just a document for trade
union negotiations, but a contribution
to good industrial relations’ and ‘I think
it 1s a real recipe for peace’.

What 1s interesting and crucial for
trade union militants is the TUC's think-
ing on discipline and agreements. It says
that: ‘Trade unionists expect the em-
ployer to keep his side of the bargain
and observe an agreement; he is entitled
to look to the union and its members to
do the same. Unions should therefore
take steps to ensure that there is full
observance of agreements by their mems-
bers, stewards and full-time officials,’

The document goes on that where
there 1s ‘persistent breaches' of agree-
ments, ‘the union may have to consider

whether disciplinary action is appro-
priate, since it has the duty to ensure
that wherever possible its members
observe the collective agreements to
which i1t 1s party’.

How wonderful it would be for trade
union leaders if ‘industrial peace’ could
be achieved. Life would be so much
easier, but unfortunately for them, the
relationship between employer and em-
ployed ensures conflict. Agreements and
negotiating procedures are the rules set
out to Keep this conflict in check and
to channel it harmlessly away. Elaborate
negotiating machinery slowly turns over
and deals with every Kind of claim and
dispute. Rank and file trade unionists
are exhorted to respect and abide by
these procedures and agreements when
they know that the employer breaks
them any time it suits him.

DOING THE GOVERNMENT'S
DIRTY WORK?

The TUC speaks of disciplinary action
against workers who break such agree-
ments. Isn't this what the Government's
Industrial Relations Bill is all about and

isn’'t the TUC supposed to be opposed
to such legislation? Is it that the TUC
intends to do the Government's dirty
work for them as they proposed when
the Labour Government withdrew the
legislation they entitled In Place of
Strife?

Union leaders are men who are in-
terested in power. Many may feel that
once they have obtained these positions,
they can carry out a militant policy. It
1S not that we suspect their intentions,
but the structure of the unions and the
nature of the agreements hold them
captive.

There 1s no doubt that the election of
‘left wingers' to union executives reflects
a change in the thinking of the rank and
file. Members want a more militant
policy and a stand to be made against
the policies of the Government which
attack our standard of living and under-
mine basic civil liberties. However the
result on achieving power is usually
that these same ‘left wingers' are as in-
effective as the ‘right wingers' they have
replaced.

DALY'S FALL

A perfect example of this is Lawrence
Daly, General Secretary of the National
Union of Mineworkers. He was elected
in 1965 with the full support of the
Communist Party, all the ‘left wing'’

Continued on page 4

perpetuate
our cities. This is why, on December 18,

against Chinese intervention in sup-
any case
Peking itself seems now to be in a

port of Pakistan and in

cautious mood.’

Parallels are tempting and danger-
ous: remember Edward Kennedy’'s
But
IS cursed
and heightened by the same religious
[reland; 1t
also possesses to an alarming degree
puppetry
factors which make the Vietnam war
[t 1S 1roni-

Ulster - Vietnam comparison?
this India-Pakistan war
which

bigotry infuses

the same great-power
so prolonged and bitter.
cal that the two great ‘revolutionary’

powers are behind the combatants

how far behind we have vet to
SCC
China’s embroilment in the suc-
cessor to what Lenin called ‘a thieves’
kitchen’ has publicised this Marxist-
Maoist quarrel and exposed once
more, if it were ever doubted, the
United Nations’ impotence since
they are the lawmakers for the ab-
solutely lawless—the States which
constitute i1ts membership
To exercise freedom, is the right
not to choose between Pakistan
brutality and power-seeking and In-
dian hypocrisy and power-seeking.
JACK ROBINSON

Defeating
Ine GCensus

UR COMRADE Dennis Gould
scored a victory over the State. A
minor on¢ no doubt, but still it is en-
couraging. Dennis conducted his own
defence and succeeded in establishing
that the census form was wrongly
addressed. He told the magistrates, ‘This
form is made out to Mrs. Ahmad, who
IS my common law wife and at no time
was I asked if I was head of the house-
hold. I don’t intend to be the head of
the household. We share the household.’
T'his 1s a victory on a technicality. but
even so 1t 1s a good thing to be able to
outwit the authorities at their own game.
and use their own rules against them.
Our comrade never minced his words.
He handed the census enumerator a card
on which was written:
‘Census officers. Sirs, I am opposed

to the 1971 census on the grounds of

gross abuse of civil rights in common
law and civil liberties within our society.
who have
through

onl_\'
of

witnesses
form

call
the

I shall

filled 1n fear

hd\

He added that he had con-
fiscated the form to use in evidence.
What a pity more people had not his
courage! There can't be vervy many who
actually like filling in census forms. If
all those who disliked filling them in
had refused, the census would have sunk
without trace.

AND IN BELFAST

In Belfast alone over 15,000 people
refused to fill in their forms. Bonfires
of forms were organised, but the only
comrade who received a summons was
one already in Long Kesh intermment
camp. A number of priests have refused
to do the forms, and have been fined £7
each. They are not going to pay, and
say that they will go to jail if necessary.
But this poses a difficulty for the
authorities. The prisons are crowded.
Crumlin Road jail was built to house
475, but at present there are 852 there!

penalties.’

M.H.

Close Oxford St.!

HE OXFORD STREET Action Com-

mittee has decided to close the street

on the last Saturday before Christmas

In protest at the destruction wrought by

the motor car on the environment and
on the people who inhabit it.

The Committee is formed from three
groups, the Dwarves, the South East
England Young Liberal Federation and
Commitment. The Committee says:

‘We have spent too long in petitioning,
in letters to MPs, in quiet lobbying of
Parliament. The time for politeness has
gone. Mild constitutional means have
produced no solution to the problem of
the car and the vested interests which
its continued dominance of

we are calling on all Londoners to join
us in taking back the streets which are
rightfully theirs.’

The Committee has published a leaflet
urging people to walk in the streets,
play in the streets, plant Christmas trees
in the streets and ‘be Santa Claus in

country.
street 1s next’.

the streets (who would dare arrest Santa
Claus?).” People are advised to come
in paper hats and gas masks, carrying
flowers, musical instruments and incense.
and to turn the demonstration into a
festival. ‘People spending Christmas
alone 1n Earl’s Court, Notting Hill Gatc
Kensington, Islington and elsewhere arc
especially welcome.”

The Committee has also issued a
manifesto which, after giving horrifying
statistics of pollution and death, makes
the point that ‘it mustn’t just stop at
Oxford Street. The fight for our homes.
health and environment must be carried
on 1n every community around the
It's Oxford Street now—vyour

For details, contact:
Commitment House,
26 Grosvenor Road,
St. Albans, Herts.
Phone: St. Albans 50910
(Code 56 from London)
JOHN BRENT.
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