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The small Derbyshire town of
Clay Cross is now a major flash-
point in:the struggle against the
Housing Finance Act. The whole
weight of the Government and the
law is being brought against the
‘rebel’ Liabour council.

On Thursday 23 November dust-
carts, over 100 council tenants,
and council workers were outside
the council offices to meet the
District Auditor, who had been
sent in by the Housing Minister
to inspect the books.

This is a result of the council’s
refusal to implement the ‘Fair
Rents’ Act. Local tenants voiced
their support for the council, and
local council workers, NUPE
members, brought all their vehic-
les down in solidarity.

The council has now been in-
formed by the Ministry that they
are breaking the law and have
therefore been served with a de-
fault order which means that:

1) They must instruct their
officers to prepare a rebate scheme
and prepare a provisional assess-
ment of ‘Fair Rents’ not later
than 29 November.

2) Operate a rebate scheme
not later than 1 January 1973.

3) Increaserents by £1no.
later than 3 January 1973.

4) Serve notices of increase to
tenants not later than the beginn-
ing of December.

The Ministry have put further
pressure on by ordering an extra-
ordinary audit of the Housing Rev-
enue Account, carried out on the
23rd.

THREAT OF JAIL

The auditor has the power to
surcharge each councillor if he
decides that more income from
rents should have been collected
In plain language this means
that he can fine each councillor in
order to make up the deficit. The

councillor then may only appeal to

the High Court. Failure of appeal
and refusal to pay could mean
prison.

Nevertheless Clay Cross coun-
cillors have decided to stand firm
along with four other councils in
England, two in Wales, and 20 in
Scotland. Some councils are opt-
ing out now the pressure is really
on. They must be forced to remain

firm. If the rest of the Labour
councils in the country had not
rushed indecently to implement

" then the story would be very diff-

erent.

The Clay Cross council have
leafletted all tenants asking them
not to pay any more rent than they

have been asked by their elected
representatives, and have also
erganieed a ser'ies of public meet-
ings to explain their position and
ask for the tenants’ support.
The evidence is that tenants

5

Nov.25 - Dec 8

Pensioners on last Wedny 's Ibb of Parl-
i lament added thelr protests to the action of the

labour movement agalnst the Tory govemment.

are solidly behind the ceuncil and

this backing must remain solid.

ORGANISATION

There has been some criticism of
thelocal Labour party for not org-
anising an independent Tenants’
Association. Their reply is that
organisation does exist informally

through local councillors’ roots in

the community and on estates.

- But organisation of the tenants by

the tenants now needs to be streng-

thened to ensure that if any rents
are increased by a Housing Comm-

issioner from the Ministry then no
tenants will pay an extra penny on
the rents. Each street must be pre-
pared to resist all a#tempted evict-
ions at a moment’s notice.

Councillor David Nuttall told me
that Tenants organisation is absol-
utely necessary and the l1eadership
must come from the local Iabour
Party"

THE SEIZURE ( ‘Sequestratlon ')
by the Government of £5000 of
AUEW money again poses the
big question clearly to the left
Trade Union leaders. Are you
going to fight back ? Or, are you
going to play the role of noble but
totally passive martyrs who ‘pro-
test’ and ‘refuse to cooperate’ with
the NIRC but dare not strike a
blow in return ? | _

The fighter says “‘here I stand:

§ try and move me if you dare’’. The

'martyr says ‘‘here I kneel, wait-
|ing patiently for the blow on the

§ back of my neck: but I have the

consolation of knowing that in
principle I am entlrely right’’.
Tories know which one of these
two they prefer to deal with. Last
July they were very heavily
defeated when only a proportion of
the working class chose to stand
up and fight for the release of the

§ five dockers locked up in Penton-

ville Jail.

And they are still, for now, very
frightened of having to face another
confrontation with the working

0 class. The £5000 fine was impos-

Arthur Skargill: support from miners

Councillor Arthur Wellon, leader
of the Labour group, expects and
demands independent action if any
sanctions, financial or penal, are
taken against any councillors.
Already promises of support and
industrial action have come from
Herbert Parkin, secretary of
Derbyshire National Union of
Mineworkers, and from Arthur
Skargill, South Yorkshire NUM.

They must keep their word, as
Clay Cross council did in allow-
ing local AUEW strikers to use
the council offices for meetings
and taking collestions of money
and food for pickets in the miners’
strike. All Trade Union branches
should send messages of support
and promises of action to the
Council in case of sanctions taken
against these men and women. We
must not allow them to be victim-

ised.

§ | ed as a result of a private case

brought by a man who ohjects to

t | being excluded from the AUEW

(for scabbmg) Even here the Gov-
ernment is trying to tell the union
how to rpn its affairs.

National Industrial Relations
Court President Donaldson was SO
anxious, for now, to avoid more

confrontations like those of last

| June and July that he declared

that in future there would be no
threal of jail for union officials
(and, perhaps, by implication, for
lay militants) who fall foul of the
Industrial Relations Act — only"
fines.

But even in the face of this open
funking the AUEW leaders have
allowed their funds to be seized.
without mobilising to fight back.

~ After all his fighting talk against
the NIRC Hugh- on is now
reduced to empty ‘martyrdom.’

TO their credit the Executive
of the AUEW decided unanimously
to refuse to appear in the court and
to refuse to pay the fine— or, at
least, to pay “‘voluntarily” (as

"TREVOR CAVE, Scanlon said, preparingfor martyr-

More reports on the tenants page 11. dom). ‘Now the DI'OSDeCt is one of

i
;. 4 . > 4
‘ ’
[ 3 "
- lr.
ki ¥ LY
AR LR S
F 5 =
3 . Yot A
i o q R
... yh ;
e | o F
L=l ."'_'.
SR A v
- [ LN _T
: - s AT,
- JJL.T‘:J .'"-IA‘_
: R B S Ly it b
2 _ L Py v o s,
Y e Emal 1= fen ] i e
¥ ‘f' -
A i H . N
sl M +ll'_Jﬂ o
¥
f . ' il
a;

an endless series of fines: a sim-
ilar prospect during the summer
brought the ‘militant’ T&GWU to
heelapd into the Tory court. They
found there i s no half way posit-
ion between recognising the power
af the Court (under protest) and an -
all-out fight to smash the Actand -
the NIRC. They capitulated. Y

CONCILIATION

The period of ‘conciliation’ from
July onwards did not mean the
shelving of the Act — the Tories,
with the cooperation of the TUC,

me contd. P12

LAGKENBY
STRIKE FOR

PARITY

1000 steelworkers on Teesside are
challenging the Tory Government’s
right to hold down their wages. Wth
overtime bans, work to rule, and -
now strike-action they are fighting -
for parity of wages with steelwork- .
ers doing identical work in South - °
Wales. They are in revoltiagainst
the preposterous situation where
workers doing exactly the same

jobs on Teesside get as much as

£ 8 a week less than workers in
South Wales.

Maintenance workers. members
of the British Iron and Steel, Kin-
dred Trades Association, decided
to work to rule, banning Safir-
day working and refusing half- |
shifts and double shift working. A
rigger failed to tum up for a night
shift and the man on the job, a
BISAKTA member though not dir-
ectly involved in the claim, refus-
ed to do a douhle shift and contin-
ue working. The engineering
mates were approached, and they

'.-refused So the shift engineer and

the shift foreman did the job.

contd. P12
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Jail, Mr

cribed the man convicted of caus-
ing the explosion which killed 7
people at Aldershot last February
as ‘“‘a sinister figure and a threat
to any environment ip which you
are at liberty. No civilised SOcie-
tv will tolerate such behaviowr as
you have been guilty of which led
to the slayghter at Aldershot’’.
Jenkinson, a Marxist and a memr
ber of the official Republican
movement, clicked his heels and
nodded, with no little contempt,
at the judge, before being led
away to the cells.

That final outburst oy Mr. Sebag-
Shavy * Sug ignorant and quite
stupid jin its altempt to treat the
Aldershot bombing, for whici: Jenk-
INSon was allegedly responsible, as
the work of misfits who are..““a
threat to any environment'’ they in-
| g;lbit - 1s a fitting official end to

e Aldershot affair. It pairs per-
fectly - though it contrasts refgark-
ably - with the verdict of another
Judge ILord Chiaf Justice Widgery
on the massacre in Derry on Bloody
Sunday, 30th Janurary, 1575 for

ch the Aldershot Dombing of the
Heagiquarters Gt the Parachyte
Regiment. the butchers of Derry,
was a retaliation.

Widgery was faced wih massive
evidence, eyewitness reports, and
photographs which proved (at
least to most of the worid’s press)

““I expect to have twelve days to
live”’, said Sean MacStiofain when
he was remanded in custody by
one of Jack Lynch’s sperial

courts in Dublini, He deciared
himself to be on hunger and

thirst strike, and that it would con-
tinue nuti] his release - oo way,
Oor anothep

The Irish Republican movement
has, of course, had much exper-
ience with hunger strikes and
passive resistance to the forces
of repression in the jails of the
Irish *Republic’ and of Britain.

'The move to imprison MacStiof-
ain, one of many republicans now
jailed in the South, highlights the
growing repression in the *Repub-
lic’, as Liynch snuggles up to
Heath, and willingly sets ahout
doing the Tories’ dirty work in
Southern Ireland..

Macsticfain, an English work er,
feit 8o ocutraged at the brutal
record of British rule in Ireland
that ie hims elf became a Republic-

FREE MacStiofair

ammy deliberately
shot down 13 civilians, all of
them unamed, in cold blood. 4e
let the British amy, and the
murderous Tory Government which
controls it, off without evena
waming. In fact he did a conplete

~ whitewash job to cover up for the

murderers.

Sebag Shaw was faced with a
case against Jenkinson which
hinged on the testimony of a man,
John Parker, who is a proven in-
former paid by the police Special
Branch. Last summer he was
exposed in court as an agent pro-
vocateur in the “‘Stoke Newington’’
amns trial. The court virtually ad-
mitted that the special branch had,

- using Parker, tried to frame the

accused. The charges were
hastily dropped.

In fact both Widgery and Sebag
Shaw serve the same government
and the same military machine.

One puts the camouflage back in

place after the Detry massacre.
‘The other metes out a barbarous
sentence, to *‘settle accounts’’
for the attack on the paratroop
regiment: he doesn’t even balk at
the testimony of a vena] infomer,
nor is he inhibited by the fact that
Jenkinson is, as likely as not, g
SCapegoat, set up by the frame-up
artists of the police Special
Branch.

The Aldershot bombing was, in
itself, a quite legitimate attempt
{0 strike a blow at g military
target — the officers’ mess of the
Parachute Regiment — in Britain,
That it went tragically wrong does
not change that, nor does it make
Sebag Shaw’s unctuous comments
any less an odious expression of
the double-standards of the Rritish
ruling class where “‘justice’’ j S
concerned.

It's no immediate comfort to Jen -
kKinson — but Mr Sebag Shaw,
shouldn’t be so sure that this writ
will run anything like so far into
the future as 30 years. The work-
ing class is going  to make
his pfsent ““environment”’ = lot:
less safe for him and all the boss-
class parasites he serves than it
1S now.

an activist. He has become the
victim of one of the biggest
slander and defamation campaigns
in recent history.

The Tory press mourns for
soldiers engaged in repression,
men — many driven into the army
by unemployment, to be sure — who
took sides blindly, without regard
to what they fight for and under
what command they find them-
selves. That same press can’t
forgive MacStiofain for being
Internationalist enough to take
sides according to what he
thought right. Depicted
now as some lesser Hitler, he is
in fact the military leader of an
oppressed people fighting to
escape from oppression.

British socialists and militants
must demand the immediate and
unconditional release of MacStiof-
ain and all the other Republican
prisoners now held in Britain and
Ireland.
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The Wethamese have the
right to compromise
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by JOE WRIGHT

Government being defeated. |
But if it was impossible to defs

- eat the Vietnamese then Nixon’s

WHILE PRESIDENT N IXON’S
““Man of Peace"’, Henry Kissinger,
has been flying round the world,
the situation in Vietnam has been
anything but peaceful. The past
few weeks have seen a massive in-
tensification of the war, both in the
air and on the ground. The Americ-
an command announced recently that
its B52 bombing, since the failure
to get a ceasefire agreement, has
been the most intensive since the
war began.

Moreover America has been rush-
ing supplies in to beat any truce
deadline. This avalanche of ‘aid’
reveals more than a race to grab
territory before any standstill comes
into force.

It also indicates quite clearly
that as the US imperialists see it,
after the ceasefire the US presence
in the South will remain, albeit
thinly disguised by the facade of
the puppet regime of Thieu and Co.

For four years now the American
government has given up any hopes
of outright victory in the war. The
outcome of the Tet offensive in
1968 was that it was politically un-
acceptable to the majority of Amer-
icans to allow 500,000 US troops to
remain in Vietnam. ~

From that time on, even such an
arch-imperialist tub thumper as
Nixon had to start withdrawing the
GIs, without which there could bo
no hope of the North and the forces
of the Provisional Revolutionary

administration certainly had not
accepted that the Communist forces
were going to win. Instead of hav-
Ing a large standing army, which
was political dynamite at home,
they substituted a massive bombing
programme, which was politically
acceptable.

They aimed to force the Vietnam-
ese Into accepting that the South
would remain a foothold of American
domination in Asia, even though
North Vietnam would still exist and
there would be no US ground troops
bresent. What Nixon sees in the
ceasefire is the achievement of that
aim.

COMPROMISE

There is certainly no other pres-
sing reason why he should want to
sign a ceasefire. There are no el-
ectoral pressures on him (even bef-
ore the outcome of the election he
showed that this wasn't one of his
major considerations) and there is
no evidence that there are econom -
ic pressures which would be solved
by a complete disengagement from

Vietnam.
For the Vietnamese, it should

also be clear, the truce represents
a compromise. It is a compromise
which they, more than any other 1ib-
eration movement in the world, have
every right to make — but neverthe-
less it is a compromise, and not a
victory.

Some people will no doubt |



childishly, call the compromise a
sell-out. Others (the Communist
Party of GB, in particular) will
tall it a victory. But what is many
times more important than a ‘‘Sell-
out'’ vs. ““Victory’' argument is an
analysis.

~ In explaining the necessity for
compromises Lenin used the anal-
ogy of a man who is attacked by
robbers. The robbers point a gun at
him and tell him to hand over his
money. Does the man refuse a
““‘compromise’’ and get himself
killed, or does he make a temporary
retreat and hand over the money
with every intention of getting it
back later.

On what then have the Vietnam-
ese ‘compromised’?

Firstly they have conceded that
US bases and weapons at present
in the South will come under the
Thieu regime. This, of course, ex-
plains the sudden rush of weapons
to the South. During the past month
400 aircraft have been *‘borrowed’’
from US bases in Iran, South Korea
and Talwan and sent to Vietnam.
The result of this is that the entire-
ly ‘artificial’ regime in the Scuth
will, if the ceasefire is signed, be
able to boast the third lnrgest air-
force in the world.

Secondly the Vietnamese have
dropped their insistence that
Thieu and his cabinet must go.
This in itself 1s ummportant. What
is much more important is that they
have aiso dropped their insistence
on a coalition government in the
South, consisting of the PRG, neu-

tralists and ‘puppets’ (but not Thieu)

Instead, according to the version of
the agreement rel eased by Hanoi at
the end of last month, the Thieu re-
sime will continue to administer the
areas they now control; the PRG
will administer the areas they con-
troi, and a councii will be set up.

The Council will consist of rep-
reesentatives of the two governments
plus the neutralists and will super-
vige elections and ‘reunification’.
The significance of the dropping of
the demand for a coalition govemn-
ment is that under a coalition the
National Liberation Front would be
able to organise politically in the
urban areas from which they are at
present banned by the Southern reg-
ime, and in which their supporters
are imprisoned and Killed.

ACCESS

Since the Thieu reglme repres
ents next to nothing in terms of
popular opinion, there can be little
doubt that in a free election the
NLF' and the neutralists, who are
for the most part favourable to re-
unification, would dominate the
polls.

But under a system of two gov-
ernments the NLF' would be denied
access to the heavily populated
urban areas, for although, as can be
seen from the map, geographically
South Vietnamn is divided fairly
equally between the two sides, in
terms of populaticn the great maj-
ority live in areas controlled by the
Thieu regime.

In the secret talks with the
Americans the Vietnamese insisted
that the NLiI" had the right to organ-
ise politically in the areas which
would come under the administrat-
ive and military control of the
Thieu government. It was this, rep-
ortedly, which the American negot-
iators found one of the most diffice
ult points to stomach.

But how can the Vietnamese
accept the word of Thieu that he
will allow the NLF to organise 1n
areas he controls? Of course they
can't. and it would be naive to

think that they are so naive to

~ think they can.’

The Geneva agreement of 1954
had a similar clause, which didn’t
prevent the dictator Diem from
murdering thousands of Commun-
ists. Since this bitter lesson the
Vietnamnese are hardly likely to
ignore the question of the military
balance of forces. This is why
previously they always demanded a
political settlement before there
was any ceasefire.

They have now dropped this ins-
istence but they have also forced
the US to drop their demand that
North Vietnamese troops in the
South should leave as part of the
truce agreement.

Does this mean they think that
the military balance of forces is
such that Thieu will be unable to
suppress the NLF' ?

PRISONERS

Another important Vietnamese
concession is that political prison-
ers in the South will not be rel-
eased as part of a general amnesty.
This is not just a humanitarian
guestion. If it were, -then no doubt
the US Administration would find it
in themselves to be very generous.

There are in South Vietnam an
estimated 200,000 political prison-
ers. When this number is compared
with the motley demonstration of
10,000 (again ‘estimated’, and pro-
bably very generously at that)
which Thieu managed to gather in
support of his policies, it can be
seen that the release of 200,000
anti-Thieu prisoners could have a
decisive effect on the balance of
political forces. As it is, the pros-
pects of these prisoners surviving
the Thieu regime are gloomy.

~ But finally and most important,
what do the Vietnamese make of
the truce? Do they see it
as a necessary, but temporary, ret-
reat with the ultimate aim of expel-
ling all US ‘influence from Indo-

china, still to be achieved. Accord-

ing to Hoang Tung, a member of the
Communist Party central committee,
in an interview with the Morning

Star: ‘“The American gjde says that
there will be no victors, but, the
way we look at it, is that if they
go, they are not victorious, so we
must be. They will have no dyke
here to stall the revolutionary wave
in Asia. Yet it will not be a total
victory for there witl still be some
pro-US forces in South Vietnam.
And the US may seek to use econ-
omic and political disruption and

subversion.
‘‘“We are not afraid. We have our

own sirengths, and with correct in-
ternational support complete vict-

ory will be ours. Maybe it will not
come as quickly as we want.’’

The answer is ambiguous, and
not necessarily for opportunist
reasons in the sense of ‘fooling the
peoplie’. The Viethamese are often
forced to nod to the Russian and
Chinese bureaucrats while giving a
wink to true intemationalism (note
the phrase ‘‘with correct internat-
ional support’’).

Whether the US will have a
‘dyke to stall the revolutionary
wave in Asia’’ won't be decided by
the truce agreement. It will be dec-
ided by struggles still to come and
in particular the leadership that
the DRV and PRG give in these
struggles.

As to whether this leadership
will be forthcoming, we can either
indulge in futile guessing, or we
can develop a full analysis (which
this article doesn’t pretend to be)
of the DRV and PRG — an analysis
which will have to be rooted in the
historical context both of the her-

oic struggle that they have led
against imperialism, and their orig-
Ins and continuing ideological
links with Stalifism.

However, for socialists in this
country there is no necessity for
guesses and equivocation. If the
Vietnamese have been forced to
compromise, then we have not been.
There haven’t been any bombs fall-
ing on King Street — nor Clapham
High Street, Gifford Street or Cot-
tons Gardens. |
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retumed to Argentina last Friday,
after 17 years’ exile, a cordon of
35,000 troops and police guarded
the airport to restrain massive pop-
ular demonstrations, A few hours
previously, 60 or so junior navai
officers had attempted an unsuo
cessful mutiny. The day was mark-
ed by a general strike.

Since Friday, Peron's objective
has been to cement over the ferm-
ent in Argentinian society. He has
held talks with major political part-
ies and trade union leaders, with
the aim of forming an ailiance for
the elections next March.

Since Peron’s overthrow in 1955,

there has been no stable regime in
Argentina. The Peronist movement
-~ more than a third of the elector-
ate in 1965 — has renmined outside
the established political system.
its militant working class base is
united (loosely) with its conservat-
ive leaders only by a vague attach-
ment to the memory of Peron.

in the early years, at least, of
his rule Peron, demagogically
preaching ‘national liberation’,

gave some real economic and social

concessions to the working class
as their payoff from a programme of
national industrial development.
His limited success faded rapid-
ly in the years before his over-
throw. In Argentina today, or In anv'
‘third world’ country in normal
times, such a programme could not
be repeated. |
US and West European big busi-

AS EX-DICTATOR JUAN PERON

If the Vietnamese have been
forced to compromise they have
every right to do so. We have no
such right. We continue to stand
opposed to any US presence in In-
dochina, regardless of whether it
hides behind fraudulent regimes.
And we are opposed to the might of
US imperialism imposing compront-
ises on the colonial countries in
their fight for independence, and in
this sense we are opposed to the
compromise too.

ness interests, with Argentinian
industrialists as junhior partners,
control the economy and pocket
the protits. Even when they spor-
sor industrial development, mach-
inery and technical skills have to
be bought from the industrially ad-
vanced countries at prices which
they dictate. |

Thus the Argentinian national.
economy is constantly in debt to

and subordinate to the US economy.

And it is the workers who foot the
bill, under conditions of constant
repression. . | |

Peron’s operation was depend-
ent on the special circumstances
of a big accumulation of wealth
by rich landowners, which was
milked to develop industry; and on
favourable trade conditions for
Argentina’s major export product
(beef) during World War 2.

Peron’s return represents the
last card of the Argentinian ruling
¢lass. He may be able to pacify
the militant Peronist forces briefly,
and put together a coalition to give

some political stability for a time.‘ |

But his political intervention
can only help to shatter the Peron-
ist myth In the eyes of working
class militants. The strong Argen-
tine labour movement will increas-

ingly be open to the arguments of
revolutionary socialists, for the
only soljution that can really
achieve ‘national liberation’ —the
seizure of state power and econom-
ic wealth by the working class.
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When the LEWISHAM FAMILY
SQUATTING ASSCCIATION was
set up, the Kelly famliy was the
first-to be housed by them. They
were then the first legal squatters.
But being rehoused did not mean an
end to their troubies.

It was at the time that the Kelly
family was facing its second evict-
ion, this time by the GLC, that the
Kellys first came into contact with
the Lewisham Famjly Squatting
Association. The GLC had demand-
ed that Sam Kelly, his wife Jill
(who was pregnant at the time) and
their chlld move out of Jill’s
mother’s hotse. The Council warn-
ed that if the Kelly famlly wasn’t
out by a certain date, then Jitl’s
mother and her seven children
would be thrown out too.

But having one child and a low

wage made finding a flat impossible then the tirst legal squatters, atl

To make matters worse the Kellys
were now given the run-around by
Lev:isham Councli and the GLC.
The GLC said that housing the
Keliys was Lewisham's business
because they were llving in Lew-
isham — while Lewisham said It
was the GLC’s business.

in this situation the news of a
squatters group that might be able
to help them appeared as a sudden
prospect of deliverance from the
squalor and insecurity of a series
of evictions. So Sam and Jill went
along to the squatters’ meeting at
Goidsmiths College.

CHAMPION

- The meeting took place at Goid-
smiths College because the founder
of the local squatters moveent,

.

It has been widely reported that Uni-
lever’s ders are 1o recelve
higher dividends than last year. Trade
union leaders from the pseudo-militant
Scanlon to Mr. David Basnett, the dis-
gusting right wing general secretary-
elect of the G&MWU, have been foam:-
ing at the mouth af this ““breaking of
the freeze.*’

Curlously, however, Scanlon argued
“‘A wage Increase delayed has gone
for ever, whereas a delay in Increases
in dividends merely puts off payment
til later’’. And the Basnett hound
added, ‘‘We have sald all along that
the freeze would allow companies to
keep their profits for a future occasioi!

Of course Basnett is a llar. It Is
sinpiy not true that they *‘have said
all along’’. On the contrary, the trade
union leaders have, along with their
pais In Parllament, demanded dividend
control 2s a meaningful part of the
‘redistribition of wealth’. As we quoted
In the last issue of WF, the General
Camell’s resolution at the Brighton
s Condsrance called for ““control of
remie, woiils, dividends and prices ...
to secure 2 red:siribution of Income
and weaitk,**
At the same time, MPs like Jack

mn time!) it was they and the likes of
Ashiey that were perpeirating the hoax!

I ers then why did they ever vote for the

one Jim Radford, was at the time a
second yaar student there. Radford,
who posed 28 the champlon of every
oppressed secticn in tun — depend-
ing on whers he was !likely to galn
stpport — had made a deal with the
Tory councli that he could glve
families the keye 10 vacant councli
property zo long as the familles
would agree tc move out the mément
the counc!i needed it back.

- The undersianding was, of
course, that this would mean a
pretty long stey st low'rent. Rad-
ford aiso fel! In line with the Coun-
cil’s stipulation that people from
Qutside Lewisham wouldn’t be
housed.

Having the keys gave Radford
the power. He rapldly bullt round
himself an admiring ciique of full-
time paid {£25 per week) staff — all
persona! friends — who manned an
office at the Aibany, Deptiord. And
it was the ‘rent’ from the houses —
paid not to the council but to the
LFSA — which paid for this old
pals acl.

At the tirst rweetings, though,
Jim Radford’'s eve for self-promotio
and his cligque’s skili at bureau-
cratic manceuvres was veiled by
the general feeling of friendship
and ‘we’re all in It together’.

REPAIRS

in faci when the Kelly family
got the keys to a house, becoming
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into arrears with their rent. Sudden-
ly Radford’s ‘‘radical bonhomie®’’
turmed into its opposite. Arrears
became grounds for a new round of
evictions ... of the squatters.

But Sam Kelly’s experience had
taught him a lot, and he now decid-
ed to oppose Radford and expose
his methods. Radford rep!lied with
some very dirty manoeuvring, for
instance in elections instead
voting for people on a list, you
voted for somé and against others.
According to Radford’s new rules,
you took away the ‘‘against’’ votes
from the “*for’’ votes and the one
with the highest difference won,

This made sure that Radford and
his clique always won — particui-
arly because Radford had also
changed the rules to allow new
prospective squatters to vote.
These families still saw Radford
as their ‘prospect’, their hope, and

jwere yet to go through the exper-
fience of his methods.

PRO-TORY

i Feellng threaiened even after
jcarving things up to suit himself,
at this shows Is that prices

could treeze , while profits would sti}l
rise somewhat. The resuit would be
stable prices and set wages (i.e. no
advance for the working class — indeed
a loss because of its subordination to
the ruling class) and rising strength
for the employers. Thus those ““social-
ists’” who claim that the Tories should
freeze prices — with the implication
that wages couid then be frozen — are

the LFSA’s and Radiord’s prom-
Ises seemed to be coming true. The
house was hardiy a palace but Sam
and his wife were desperate, with

their marriage in crisis as a result
of the instabiijty.

Then came the repairs ... A new
floor had ic be put in, plumbing and
a sink in the kiichen, and finally
the roof had ic be repaired to stop
up leaks.

But they never seemed complete-
ly free of repairs in ihe house
which was over 100 years old and
had stood empty for 15 months. But
what did come to an end was the
small amount of money they had
managed tc save to help them move

In.
Of course, with so much spent

On repairs and new furniture, famii-
fes like the Keliys ouickly fell
Ashle¥were countering the Tories’
arguments on wage contzol by saying
that this was a hoax without dividend
controi. As Scan'on and Basnett now
admit (they didn’t say a word at the

If dividend control jusi means pay-
ing out later to the weaithy sharehold-

Generai Council’s resolution? Why
didn’t they expiain it at the time ?

LOLD SHOWER OF
BUSINESS SENSE AT
”ﬂ ’ m?::hm No wage freeze! No

s negotiation with the Government! No
“restraint’’!

Actually the thoraughiy caplialist vir

tues of dividend control were made

et cove wrs . AFTER THE BLUFF
g oo o swess GOMES THE SWAGGER

meeting of President Nixon’s Business
Counc t .
givisory Councll at Hot Springs, West e light of all the facts
and of events since then, many people

Virginia. A year ago US big buslness
had stormed and raged against the Im- QI e rorael fought the 067
war (in which large areas of Jordan,

position of dividend controls, and

now ....7 Now, albeit with certaln

qualifications, big business Is In fay-  Syrla and Egypt were annexed and hun-
dreds of thousands made refugees) in

order to ‘prevent the destruction of

our of controls.
Good sense 100. Why? Real growth

y ¥ Israel and the extermination of its

people’.

has been about 6% and promises to con
Israel’s leaders, however, have never

tinue atthe same rate. In addition,
nad such lllusions., Too arrogant of

after failing in 1968 and 1972, pos':'tax
lis likely to be very high this

skl g L their strength to sustain the bluff of

their wealness, they occasionally

year.
in fact an increasing number of com-
panies are finding that with volume give themselves away.
The following statements were made
by General Peled, who during the &ay

sale up and unit costs declining their
profit margins are widening rapidly.

TERS

THE SOCIAL CLIMBER

SAM KELLY tells his own story

Radford countered with threats to

‘smash’’ Sam Kelly and others who
wanted to have the families running
the Assoclation, instead of Rad-
ford.

Then the campaign which Rad-
ford had described as ‘“‘People
before Politics” turned Into a pro-
Tory campaign! **If a Labour
Councli would go back on the arr-
angement (with the LFSA) while
the Torles would carry out thelr
pledge, then i can only advise you'’
sald Radford at one meeting *‘to
vote Tory in your own interests.’’
The LFSA proceeded to provide
a platform for Tory councillors. One
of them sounded something like
an army padre - *’lf you've got any
probiems come and see me chaps’’!
But ail this was smali beer for
Radford who had his eye on better
things. . Soon he was to graduate
from the dublous patronage he dis-
pensed f{o the squatters to become
Warden of the Biackfriars’ Settle-
ment (Community Centre). But not
without some smail remuneration
for his sell-out of the squatters
and his grovelllng careerism. He
receives £2,600 a year plus free
accomodation. And so this diplom-
atic revolutionary now has only the
tax-man to fight.

But if Jim Radford now has the
luxury of free accomodation Sam
Kelly was not so lucky. it took the
death of Sam’s baby boy to jerk a
liftie red fape off the eyes of the
Council. On the day after the funeral
Sam was notified that he had at
last been ailocated a house.

RADICAL PLATFORM

Sam now feels that there was a
clear way %o avoid the pitfalls of
the Lewlisham Association. ‘‘After
gaining the ‘concessions’ from the
Lewlsham Torles and squatting
families ‘legally’ the initlative
should then have been taken by
Radford, or anyone else in his pos-
ition, of them squatting families

~cont.paqge Il

war was chief of the Bureau of Logist-
ics and onhe of the 12 members of the
Amy General Staff, o
‘“The thesis according to which the
danger of genocide hung over us in june
1967, that Israel was struggling for its
very existence was only a bluff, born
and developed after the war. ...
‘“There is no reason to hide the fact
that since 1949 no one Aas dared, or
more exactly, no one has been able to
put in question the very existence of
Israel. ...It is publicly notorious that
the Arab leaders themselves, perfectly

conscious of their lack of power, didn’t

believe their own threats. .. All the
Stories circulated about the terrible
danger we were in because of the tiny-
ness of out territory, an argument ad-
vanced after the war was over, were
never taken into consideration in our
calculations before the hostilities,

‘“When we proceeded to mobilise all
our forces, no sensible person could
be found to believe that all that power
was indispensible to ‘defend’ ourselves
against the Egyptian threat. That power
was necessary to definitively crush
the Egyptians militarily, as well as
their Soviet patrons politically.

““To pretend that the Egyptian forces
massed on our frontiers were in posit-
ion to threaten the existence of Israel
constitutes an insult not only to the in-
telligence of everyone capable of anal-
ysing this kind of situation, but above
all an insult to the Israeli army.”’



from AUSTEN MORGAN in BELFAST

"{HE, RECENT VISIT HERE OF
Prime Minister Heath was in res-
ponse o appeals from various Un-
ionist and Tory MPs at Westmins-
ter that Heath should go and re-
assure his people that all was well.,

The closest he got to ‘his
people’ was a view from his bullet
proof limousine of a group of house-
wives and children making the
appropriate gestures of welcome
ﬁ fs;z iz for the chief representative

I British Imperialism in Ireland.

Whitelaw’s civil servants had
some trotible scraping up a lunch-
eon list of 90 people who would be
willing to sup with the great white
father. In the end a motiey coliect-
ion of vicars, trade union bureau-
crats, academics a.nd administrat-
ors were found.

Clearly Ted Heath is not well
liked in this comer of the British
Firpire. But his personal problems
are of no concem to us. What 1s of
concem are his political problems
and the reasons why, in this cormer
of the BEmpire at least, the sun does
not set peacefully. |

The do*nin&nt view offered by
the boureenis press and television,
and one i:ﬁat is too rarely challen-
sod. is one of Heath and his Tory
iricnds as the honest brokers in
N Li-aand politics.

m,tempto are less frequently

made G create the same image of
Ted as the conciliator in the field
of what is eupheinistically referred
to as “‘industrial relations’’. Rrit
ish socialists and trade unionists
have not had too much difficulty in
seeing through this ideclogical
smokescreen and realising that in
a class society the bosses’ party
and their state quite clearly serve
the interests of one class — inter-
ests which are not those of the

working class.
When it comes o Northem Ire-

land the illusion has by and large
i=xen believed even by those who
ought to know better. Heath and
Whitelaw appear as the impartial
arbitrators in a situation of comm-
unity conflict.

But just as in the class struggle
Heath serves one class, so it is In
the anti-imperialist struggle, where
Heath represents Rritish Imperial-
ism.

BIG BUSINESS

In fact the Tories serve the
same interests both at home and
abroad ~ those of the British ruling
class. Tnzir interest when it comes
to dealing with a major strike or
with Ireland is the same — serving
that small number of rich and power-
ful people who are the real rulers
both at home and abroad

Commg hard on the heels of the
referendum of earlier this year on
whether to join the EEC, or
“Europe’’, as it is incorrectly
called {(which Jack L.ynch and his
ruling Fianna Fail party won by a
4 to 1 majority), comes another ref-
erendum in the South on a change
in the Constitution.

This time peopie in the South
are being asked to approve the
removal from the constitution of
the notorious Article 44, which
declares that the Roman Catholic
Church, in view of the adherence
to it of the vast majority of citiz-
ens, enjoys special status in the
country.

The main political parties are
agreed on this measure and it
appears that the Church leaders
also favour it. Pressure has also
come from the northern Social Dem-
ocratic and Labour Party, which
also wants changes in the law on
divorce and contraception as a
mneans of winning over northem
Protestants. (The socialist ieft in
ireland has of course long been in
favour of these changes for the

same reasons )

The Catholic hierarchy, however,
is not so likely to accept the other
changes suggested by the SDLP.
Article 44 by itself in fact means
hardly anything, and removing it
witl not alter the position of the
Church, which retains its overall
stranglehold on Irish education and
life in general.

For this reason the change
(which will undoubtedily go through)
is not likely to influence the Prot-
estant Unionists. Not only do they
object to the legal enforcement of
Catholic social legislation, but
workers in particular view with
disdain the level of welfare state
payments in the 26 Counties,

It is difficult to resist the conc-
lusion that, from the point of view
of Jack Lynch and Co., this latest
referendum proposal is a mere pub-
lic relations exercise. Assuming
that Article 44 goes, Lynch will
no doubt use the referendum vote
as an excuse to continue his har-
assment of the Provisional IRA,

CHRIS GRAY

What then are the interests of
British hig business in Ireland?

fmperiaiism has dominated Ire-
iand for several centuries. The
Irish people in the 17th, 18th and
19th centuries were ket in a state
of akiect poverty and misery due to
the workings of an agricultural
economy which kept a small num-
ber of British absentee landlords
at a fine standard of living which
the British administration in Ire-
land helped collect for them.

Ireland was allowed to indust-
rialise where and when it suited
the interests of the British bourg-
eolsie. Belfast grew rapidly in the
last century as a centre for ship
building and Linen manufacturing.
The profits made from Irish workers
went into the pockets of British
business men.

The situation todey is still
much the same.
nas increased in importance and is
now, though rnominally independent,
as valuable i3 limerialism as the
North.

This 15 the basis of Heath’s
Inierest in the problems of N. Ire-
land — & desire to protect and even
extend these webrNe industrial

assets.

During .0 e 0 0 ag gn
mentions: vy - Wy, ookt
Brii i exchegusy nnmns ir a@ys

to the “‘people of N.ireland’®. He
neglecizd to mention the really im-
portani flows of finance, in the fom
of surpius extracted from Irish work-
ers, which is annually taken out, at
a much greater rate than the paltry
amount contributed by Westminster
to maintain the Omnge state.

There is another aspect, in add-
ition to the strictly economic, of
the British ruling class’s interest
in Ireland. A political regime in
Ireland cpposed not only to British
imperialism but also to Irish capit-
alism, .would be a grave threat to
British big business. The interests
of imperialism dictate that there
should be a political set-up in Ire-
land whi¢h not only allows them to
exploit the country but which prev-
ents it becoming any sort of polit-
ical or military threat to capitalist
Britain. .

LAST COLONY

This then is the context in
which Heath and his mates look at

the problems of N. Ireland. The
soft talk and the hypocritical
statements of concern for the

Thie South, however,

people of N. Eeland are nothing

but a sham. Heath is not believed
when he tafks af home in this
manner — ner siotla he be bel-
teved when it comes to dealing
with Rritain’s first and last colony.

‘The Tories are ai present trying
to find a political solution o the
“troubles’’ in the North. ey
seek a new form of rule i Ireland
because the anti imperialist move-
ment and the resistance of the rep-
ublican population of the north
have all but destroyed the Stormont
state which the British imposed on
Ireland in 1920 against the wishes
then of the vast majority of the
Irish people and even of the small
group of Loyalists in the north
who resisted Irish independence.

Heath is at present following a
twofold policy. On the one hand he
is attempting to completely and
utterly smash the resistance of the
Catholic population by using the
amy. |

The British armv, which has
grown in strencth &om 500 to
21,000 in thres veurs, 1s following

a coursoe nf ¢ ‘;; fmd out repression
e QURLY 1 ¥ the Catholic
cou';;“'aifzii” sted virtually as a
membper P } i

The - ;} I ,m@n Catholics
have fw TRV 1s the IRA.

O-l th‘., iJ"uil{‘fi nia-ﬁ.d Heaﬁl a&
empts to woo the ‘moderates’ ¢best
defined as those who accept the
policies of imperialism). It will be
these moderates, both Cathelic and
Protestant, he will attempt to
stick in his new reformed Stormont
so that Imperialism may peacefully
ruie in Ireland for another fifty
years. |

These moderates in the All-
iance, the N.I. Labour Party and
the Social Democratic and Labouy
Party, are only too willing. They
want politics brought back to the
Parliamentary arena where they,

and not the guerilla fighters, will

be the ‘stars’, and whee the [RA
would be branded as a bunch of
criminals.

Heath came to Ireland to renew
his acgmaintance with these
would be Parliameritarians and to
put on a show for the world’s press.
His 48 hours on Irish soil, spent
mainly in Army compoiunds, Police
stations and at Stormont Castle,
may have excited the world’s press.
For the ordinary people of N, Ire-
land it was nothing but another

Great RBritish bore.



LAST JUNE AN UNEXPECTED
judgment by the Court of Appeal
ruled that the T&GWU was not res-
ponsible for the actions of its mem:-
bers when those actions were unof-
ficial. -

With this one ruling the whole
of the British capitalist class’s
st rategy for controlling the working
class was thrown into the melting
pot.

By the following month, thanks
to the Tories’ friends in the Law
Lords, this judgment was reversed,
and the T&G was responsible. But

what had happened in the meantime?

A massive strike wave which could
have reached general strike proport-

ions, got underway — dockers struck,

printers struck, miners and drivers
struck ... the very power of the
ruling class looked as if it might
be challenged.

The moment the Tories were not
able to operate their chosen policy,
all that they stand for was in imm-
inent danger of beihg overthrown.
Far from those five days inJuly
being ‘‘the real face of British
Toryism’’ they were the exception
that proves the rule.

What then is the rule? How does
the ruling class maintain its domin-
ance over the working class in Brit-
ain? It clearly is not usually by a
show of force — organised strike
breaking, troops shooting workers,
jailing of trade unionists, etc. Not
that the capitalists would be averse
to doing this if they thought that
they were really threatened.

But the fact is that they are very
rarely really threatened — andthat
in itself is a measure of the degree
of control they exercise over the
working class.

How do they manage it?

Generally the capitalists attempt
to set a framework either by law
(compulsory) or by agreement (vol-
untary) within which the point of
confrontation is between the trade
union bureaucracy and the rank and
file, and noct between capitalism
and the trade unions as a whole,
The main drive is always to get the
union bureavcrats to police the
unions for capitalism.

It was this that led Trotsky
{0 write: ‘‘From the examplie
of England, one sees very clearly
how absurd it is to countempose ...
the trade union organisation and the
state organisation. In England more
than anywhere else, the state
rests upon the back of the working
class ... The mechanism is such
that the bureaucracy is based dir-
ectly on the workers, and the state
indirectly, through the intermediary
of the trade union bureaucracy’’,

But how does it come about that
the bosses’ state is able to rule in
part through the trade union bureau-
cracy, through those whose verbal
commitment is precisely that they
are ‘‘against the bosses’ ?

From about the middle of the

imperialist exploitation were used
to create a ‘‘labour aristocracy’’.
As Lenin pointed out, a part of
these supmr-profits were distributed
SO as to buy off a top layer of the
working class (the skilled craft
workers). _

Imperialism had laid the material
basis of a certain differentiation
within the working class, such that
the top layer became throughly
‘bourgeoisified’.

The ideology of this top layer
was reformism, or social-chauvin-
ism — socialism in words, chauv-
inism or nationalism in deeds. This
was most vividly expressed in 1914
when, after a decade of opposition
to the coming imperialist war, all
the Furopean social democratic
parties capitulated and urged work-
ers to ‘fight for the fatherland’. But
it is in fact also an everyday
phenomenon in peacetime too,
where ‘national interest’ rather than
class interest dominates the attit-
udes of the reformists and internat-

“ional capitalist competition super-

cedes socialist internationalism.
In Britain today, the chief rep-
resentatives of this layer are the
trade union and Labour Party lead-
ers and paid officials, as well as
certain white collar and specially
privileged sections of the working

class.

TRADE UNION
INDEPENDENGE

Just in case some of those who
become trade union leaders still
see themselves as trying to exp-
ress the real inferests of the work-
ing elass, all the pressures and
privileges of ‘‘high station’’ are
brought to bear to soften them up:
wining and dining by big business
and its parliamentary lush-boys,
meeting the boss ‘‘in person’’ and,
perhaps most of all, the whole ten-
dency to look on negotiation as
essentially a form of compromise.

These pressures hold absolute
sway where a union is undemocrat-
ic. The members pay the piper, but
they don’t ca¥® the tune. They can
only do so if they can elect, pres-
surise and, if need be, recall their
‘‘leaders’’. Trade union democracy
1s not just a way of ensuring max-
imum freedom for the rank and file,
it is also a way of ensuring minim-
um freedom for the officials.

‘“The primary slogan for this
struggle is: Complete and uncondit-
ional independence of the trade
unions in relation to the capitalist

state. This means a struggle to

turn the trade unions into the organs
of the broad exploited masses and
not the organs of a labour aristoc-
racy.’’ (Irotsky, Trade Unions in
the epoch of Imperialist Decay.)
Only complete trade union democ

racy can ensure this.

nineteenth century Britain's profits 0 the slogan ‘‘Hands off the Un-
in particular the super-profits of

ions’’ must be coupled with the

PAUL ADAMS

slogan “*For Trade union Democ-
racy’’: regular elections not app-
ointment, the right to recali offic-
ials, stewards’ participation in neg-
otiation: lay committees;decisions
to be put, to mass meetings or del-
egate meetings, etc.

DEFERTISH

Qur view, the Trotskyist view,
is that the trade union bureaucracy
is a distinct social layer which
represents its own — not the work-

ing class’s — interests. And its
own interests lie in leading work-
ers against individual capitalists
to some extent, while chaining
them to the capitalist class as a
whole. The difference between
right and left is that in the main
the left do the first better than the
right, while both do the second o
the same extent. |

Consider: did the state’s troops
smash the Triple Alliance of 19247
No, the railmen’s leader, Jimmy
Thomas, did it. Did the state’s
troops smash the General Strike in
19262 No. Although they acted as
strike breakers and although lead-
ing communists were jailed, the
strike was actually smashed by the
TUC General Council. Did the
High Court forbid communists to
hold office in trade unions? No.
The TUC did.

Did the rank and file agree to
stop striking during the war? No.

The TUC did. Did shop floor work-
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ers agree to co-operate with Lab-
our’s Prices and Incomes Policy?
No. But the TUC did.

The examples are too numerous
to list. But can anyone name just
one piece of class coilaboration
that the rank and file wanted but
that the TUC campaigned against?

How then is this tiny minority
so powerful? Do they just spread
their reformist, social-chauvinist
class collaborationist ideas and
convince everybody? No. They do
spread these ideas, but the chief
way that they maintain their own
dominance, and through that the
bourgeoisie’s physical and ideo-
logical dominance, is by actually
structuring the working class’s
activity and experience according
to their ideas.

Thus, for instance, the trade
union bureaucracy counters the dev-
elopment of the working class’s
self-confidence not so much by
arguing defeatism, but by leading
the class to defeat. After 1926 mil-
lions of workers gave up the belief
that they could win, because,
thanks to the TUC, they hadn’t
WOn.

For the trade union bureaucrat
life is a series of self-fulfilling
prophesies: I say the rank and file
can’t handle their own affairs,
therefore I take the crucial decis-
ions myself, therefore the rank and
file are powerless, therefore they
don’t attend branch meetings, there-
fore I can assume they don’t want



the name of the game: productivity
dealing. @

And the ‘prod deal’ also involv-
ed an ideological attack on the
working class, because its basic
message was: your higher wages
are determined by our higher profit.
It was therefore to be the new form
of widespread class collaboration
between the mass of workers and
the bosses. | e

When Labour came to power 1n
1964 it used every Party Political
medicine-show to extol the product-
ivity deal as the ideal patent tonic

ONIDNS. KEEP THE BOSSES. ¥ POWER

F ENGLAND, ‘ONE SEES VERY CLEARLY HOW ABSURD
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I:o_t‘ake decisions, all of which
proves I was right saying that they
can’t handle their own affairs. ...

“[ABOUR” LAWS

After the 2nd World War, trade
unionists found that the boom con-
ditions enabled them to bargain
locally again after the straight-
jacket of war-time National Agree-
ments. (As is usual when the ruling
class wishes to discipline the work-
ers, National agreements were the
rule.)

Now workers zoomed ahead by
negotiating nearer rank and file
level. Disputes were generally
short, with the bosses conceding
quickly —in 1950 around 1,300
strikes lost the employers only
1 million working days — and could
well be over before District Office
ever knew about them.

There began a process of growth
in trade unionism and in the power
of the shop stewards.. Today there
are 11 million trade unionists and
175,000 shop stewards.

By 1960 however, the situation
had changed.. The more far-sighted
members of the capitalist class
understood that the rate of growth

-was beginning to decline, both ab-

solutely and relative to other major
industrial countries. They realised
that the rate of profit could only
be maintained and increased if ex-
ploitation was increased.

After the 1960 Fawley agree-
ment the employers felt that they
had found the instrument whereby

‘their control of production could be

increased, while workers could be
got to think — at least at first —
that they were getting a better deal.

. for all the “nation’s ills’’. The

whole of the trade union leadership
(ith the single exception of DATA)
rushed to recommend it.

But Labour also realised that
the main defect of the ‘prod deal’
from the bosses’ point of view was
that the final fixing of the rate
could only be done on the shop
floor itself, and therefore even more
decision making was taking place
at that level than peeviously. While

the prod deal was not only an
idea that undermined workers’ class

class consciousness but also wors-

ened their working conditions, their
implementation resulted in the bal-
ance between the rank and file and
the union bureaucracy being shifted
in favour of the rank and file. As
Harold Wilson said to the stormy

-cheers of City bankers in a speech

at the Guildhall on 10th November
1969, ‘‘We face the problem of an
assertion of the power of the fact-
ory floor, a problem ... which is
growing throughout Europe, a prob-
lem to which no country has so far
found an answer.””’

Under the combined pressure of

- this *fassertion’’ and the worsening

prospects for British capitalists,
Labour leaders tried to add to class
collaboration on the shop floor ({the

prod deal from 1960 onwards), vol-
untary class collaboration on the
national level (George Brown's
National Plan, Prices and Incomes
Policy, P.I.B. etc from 1964); and
then to add onto that compulsory
class collaboration on the national
level (Castle’s ‘““In Place of Strife’’
of 1969). |

Thereby the Labour Party hoped,
with the unions, to act as brokers —
with the bosses’ state on one side
and the working class on the other.

In fact, to the worki g class
there is little difference between
SllCh "Vljluntary” and “ComplllSOW'
restraints, as these differences

| apﬁly essentially to the union bur

eaucracy. They can voluntarily or
compulsorily accept to compel us:

but for us it is compulsion one way -

or-the other. |

S0 why did the trade union lead-
ers baulk at compulsory national
agreements and control? Because a
more cunning game was to be
played — one that conformed to the
bureaucrats’ split personality.

While the Labour Party, knuckl-
ing under to big business, threaten-~
ed statutory powers and the law,
the trade union bureaucrats under
the guise of opposition to “In
Place of Strife’’, actually sought tor
eliminate from the policy only the
open intervention of the state In
the form of the law. What appeared
then to be a fight for the working
class was in fact chiefly a fight by
the bureaucracy to retain its mask
of ““‘independence’’ while actually
knuckling under to the general line
of the policy “voluntarily?’

The election of the Tories solv-
ed this stalemate for the ruling
class. The Tories could act with-
out either being inhibited by any
need to ““look left’’, or being pres-
surised by the working class.

When Robert “‘Securicor’’ Carr
introduced the Industrial Relations
Act as a Rill into Parliament, there-
fore, the trade union leaders offer-
ed no resistance other than a Sun-
day afternoon march. It bad. been
cheap enough to resist Labour,
where there was no danger of things
getting out of hand because ‘‘we
mustn’t rock the boat for Labour’.
This was the perfect combinatior
of pretended revolt and actual cap-
itulation.

Now, rather than do anything
that would mobilise, erganise or in-
vigorate the working class, the

 (mis)leaders who at least ‘haggled

with Labour caved in to thé Tories!

Just in case the ““left’”’ had a
twinge of doubt on this score, the
fantastic victory of the miners who
smashed any attempt to impose a
‘voluntary’’ incomes policy (the
ill-fated 747 norm) served as
ample warning. The “left’’ leaders
took the warning, understanding
that any wave of militancy they en-
cournged by leading a fight against
the Act would drown them-as well
as Carr. |

‘They realised in any case that
Securi-Carr was right when he said
that the Act would stz ngthen the
trade unions - the vnion machine,
that is — and that it would redress
the balance between the rank and
file and the union bureatcracy in
favour of the latter.
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L Vie Feather with Campbell Adamson,

The Industrial Relations Act is
the perfect combination of the two
principle ways the bosses’ state
has used to chain the unions to it-
self: on the one hand it puts all the
rights to take the initiative in the
hands of the union leaders (enforc-
ing national contracts, disciplining
dissidents etc), and second, it puts

~all the responsibility for the initiat-

ives taken by the rank and file into
the same hands. That way it gives
these ‘trusties’ both the motive and
the alibi they need to-police the
rank and file. s

INCOMES POLEY

~But the working clgse is pretty
tough. It takes more than one chain
to even slow it down. And so a
second chain has now been shack-
led on - that of the Incomes Policy.
From April to July the TUC was
‘having talks with the CBI, with the
TUC (rather than the CBI) making
inviting noises to the Government
to join in. ~ | |

After the jailing of the five
‘dockersthe TUC felt it had to tread

carefully; but at the Brighton TUC
conference Feather gave a clear in-
dication to the Tories and the CBI
that ““tripartite talks’’ would be
welcome. |

Like a whore who describes all

ner customers as rapists, the TUC
initiated the talks, immobilised the
working class as much as it could
and then, having made sure that
Heath nad got what he wanted any-
way, said that they were against
the deal and would only comply if
forced. -

Thus the union leaders played
their usual game of trying to shack-
le the working class to the inter-
ests of the capitalists’ state. The
more capitalism finds itself in
difficulty the more this role is
accentuated. _

But the more capitalismis
squeezed the more it squeezes the
working class and the more that
working class needs to rely on its
own activity and refuse to be sub-
ordinated to the interests of the
state,

This can only be done if the
working class fights the government
with the slogan Hands off the
Unions, and fights the leaders with

~ the slogan For trade union Democ-

racy.
* NO Industrial Relations Act
* NO Prices and Incomes Policy
* NO wage Freeze
* NO legally binding dgreements!
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peopie being driven by hirelings
from Dublin, Glasgow and from
Moscow, |f the liked — for where
was the money comlng from? They
did not want such people here .

(but) ... they had Ulster forces
able to deal with these people —
whether in the Short Strand, Falls
Road or anywhere else — who had
no love for Ulster people or the
Union Jack."’

. Cralgavon too in his first com-
ment on the crisis warned ‘‘the
mischlef makers’’ that *‘|If they
have any designs by the trouble
they have created in our By ...
that this_is one step towards secur-
ing 2 Republic for all Ireland ...
then | say they are doomed to bitter
disappointment.’’

1832 - when Pmtestam and Catll ke [OUgIt logether ..o

There are massive barriers between Catholic and Prot- - Orange police state, which gave Protestant warkers rioting. The Trades Council helped

estant worker in Northern Ireland today. It will be' im- privileges against their Catholic counter
parts. to demoralise the men by negotlat-
gosis:ble n;o remove them so long as the Protestants The article below is reprinted from UNFREE CITIZEN,ing with the Government without
esire and the Catholics fear a restoration of the weekly paper of the Belfast Peoples Democracy. any protest over the murder of work-

-‘@rs by the Police.

When the Government and the
Guardlians announced big Increases
in relief the struggle was almost

NORTHERN IRELAND WAS HARD marched from Frederick Street o murderers and should meet the
hit by the Great Depréssion. There the workhouse on the Lisburn Road same fate. A procession will be
were 76,048 people out of work In (now the City Hospital) and thou- held and force will be met with

- 1932, a third of the work force, and sands lay on the tram-lines to halt  force. The other night when win-

45,000 of these were in Belfast. the traffic. On Wednesday the RUC  dows were broken In Sandy Row,  ©V&'-

The old Victorian Poor Law - banned another march, but an imm-  know 3 or 4 men who got on the UNITY
System complete with workhouse ense mass meeting was held at the step of a cage car and gave the
was still in operation and the rellef workhouse gates and the returning Police information. These men are The new rates were 20/- for a
rates were farcical. A man and wife crowd hi-jacked trams ih: Gt. Vict- only common informers and should man and wife, and 4/~ for each one
were expected to exist on 8/- a oria Street. meet instant death.” or two children up to a maximum of

week. With one or two children they The RUC cleared the street with On Tuesday October 11th Sir 32/- a week. Feeling was stiil
got 12/- a week and with more child- baton charges but there was also Charles Wickham, head of the RUC, strong, as shown by the massive

ren they got a maximum of 16/-. rioting in Sandy Row and Divis banned all meetings and process-  funeral of one of the victims on
Most single men and women got Street. ¢ ions. The strikers were to have Friday, though the RUC were able
nothing. The few who did got 3/64d. Meanwhile 300 single men had assembled at 5 different points In  to arrest and deport Tom Mann, the
a week. demanded admission to the work- both Protestant and Catholic areas, British unemployed leader, without
house as paupers - having calcul- marched to Frederick Street, and difficulty. But at a mass meeting
TASK WORK ated it would cost the onr I;(aw thence to the Workhouse. - of strikers on Saturday they voted
Guardians 16/10d a week to keep to accept the terms.
Ina;l;:; x:g:::::s"sf:e:::;:'ge‘;;ﬁgg" them there. Once inside they shout- CAGE CARS The ':vorker,s' tenuous unity
| to .
and the under-nourished, half stary- ggda.nﬁ‘ stﬁ:gmé::':lﬂ:;“tl::: :s?e?: s Wickham drafted in 2,000 RUC rorz;afbizy!;ntc%qlﬂ:%taga::l::gvalv;:og
ng unemoloyed were forced to do  qfoq pecause they demanded eggs €quipped with cage cars and whip- deal and, in the words of Tommy
task work on roads and drains under for their breakfast. pets mounted with machine guns. Geshan "‘the Chalrman of the Un-
the eyes of brutal overseers: Not The Government and the Guard- In East Belfast the RUC dispersed 'é; J6Se8: Workers Committee
many could work on these Out Door a5 hastily offered a 50% Increase marchers at Templemore Avenue “wFI)'iat'we figve achleved is i divs
| Rel lef schemes and the re.St rec- in benefits but the strikers m]e(;ted with repeated baton Charges 0“ the ect contradictiion to the statementis
lved their allowance In kind, leav- 4 ang cajled instead for a rent Shankill Road, baton charges at of those who sald that the workers

ing with nothing to pay the rent or 4. iue tick strike and school strike Tennent Street led fo serious riot- ‘ d not fahd
the *‘tick-men’’ and money lenders to begin on Monday October 10th, ing and 2 RUC men fired their rev- :ﬁgIfhgogai?':gr?:idgffi!i“n;e ,egt_ i

to whom most working class people 5,4 “Hoce demonstration on the olvers in the alr fo escape from a | -

were in debt. 1'1":', Theys alznc:odesm;ndted a general crowd in Agnes Street. There was ;:':gef:li :tsora %I’o:;iuz;m?n:eceli;sssm
Toe Dellastreliel rales Were  gyrike of all employed workers, but rioting too in the Short Strand, struggle. We saw Suiek Patholic

the lowest In the United Kingdom. 4o’y ade unions and Belfast Trades Ardoyne, New Lodge Road and Lan. and Protes ki tubire b Vin

in Belfast a man, his wife and one | ‘ caster Street. | g

Council, who hadn’t backed the ] together and on Tuesday last we

child would get 12/- a week; in ODR strike in the first place But the worst fighting was in Baw them fichitic Toaather **

Northamipton they would get 27/-, ;0o them ’ the Falls. There the RUC came in ghtifig fog '

i:: Bradford zsx-f?m :n scatm«-:-l 'places & s ’ i th i armed with rifles and seheme_d an- CLASS CAUSE

they got an additional rent allow- Ver weexena the sirikers xious fo provoke a clash. The '

ancye.gThe explanation was simple. established a food depot In Corpor- ¢jred ‘mop a crowd at Bow Stre};t, The Outdoor Relief Strike was a

Poor Law Relief came mainly from ation Street. They had coilected killing one man and wounding sey- 9reat demonstration of what could

the rates. A Methodist minister £500, 2,000 loaves, 800 stone of eral. Soon, fighting was general, be achieved in the North of Ireland

of the fact that religious hatreds
can be surmounted when the work-
ers have a sufficiently strong com-

pointed out that the rate per head.  potatoes, 727 Ibs of sugar, 120 Ibs ywijth streets trenched and barricades
in Belfast was less than £2.10.0d. = of tea and 500 gallons of milk and  ¢hrown up.

while the average in 17 British they began giving out food parcels Fourteen people were wounded
cities was £4.3.0. The business: to the most needy cases. by RUC gunfire, but though they mon_cause,
men of Beifast seemed quite con- By Sunday the RUC had banned  cjaimed to have been fired on, there  But it was also a waming. it
tent to let thousands of workers the Tuesday demonstration but a were no RUC casualties. That night Showed that united action on econ-
slowly starve to death. mass meeting at the Customs House 3 curfew was brought on untll = -  ©Omic iddues can easily be under-
| # was told it would go ahead. William ¢yther notice. mined by the deliberate fostering of
OCTOBER 1932 Boyd of the ITGWU was later con- : | setctarianisn} —tand ttlilalt ihate Ltljnion-
| ? ists were only too willing fo do
On Monday October 3rd 1932 the ;:F::ids ?;e:ﬁ:,g'_g R . | Ty Gann . just that. : y
ODR workers went on strike. That On Wednesday 12th another man It showed that working class
-evening between 30,000 and 50,000 died of his wounds. Again fighting gotidarity could dissolve very
marched from the Labour Exchange “MURDER" centred on the Falls and the RUC  qyickiy if it was confined to econ-
in Frederick Street to a mass meet- | | opened fire twice in the Leeson omic issues. No great effort was
ing at the Customs House steps - On Monday night the RUC broke  Street area which was heavily bar-  pmade to politicise the 1932 dispute
and endorsed the Unemployed Work- up strike meetings in Cromac Square ricaded. There was some trouble and show the unemployed that thelr
ers’ demands for a minimum of 18/3 and the Shankill Road. Maurice too in North Queen Street, the Shank ;ea| eneniy was the economic sys-
for a single man, 23/3d for a mar- Watters, a young member of the iill and East Belfast. tem of capitalism and imperlalism
ried couple and 2/- for every child. Irish Revolutionary Workers’ Party, But meanwhile the Unionists — not:Just the Belfast Board of;
The strike was 100% effective was arrested and convicted of in- were busy frying fo stir up sectar- Guardians.
and all 2,000 ODR workers stayed citement to murder for saying: ““John janism. The Chairman of Pottinger No less than three years after
out. Wilson and Lily Coleman (members  Unionist Association said ‘‘It Was  catholic and Protestant workers
The next day 10,000 unemployed of the Board of Guardians) are a shame to see their own Protestant .4 fought side by side against the

RUC, they were fighting each other
in the riots of 1935.

The 1932 dispute also showed
that even then the official Trade
Union movement shirked any real
fight with the bosses and their
instrument, the Orange state.

But if those lessons are learnt,
above all the necessity for polltlcal
education and for linking all battles
with the overall struggle against
imperialism and for the Workers’
Republic, then the ODR strike was
of vital importance. It has given us
an example tg follow, an ideal to-
e WATAS Which: to strive.

a WORKERS' FIGHT
pamphliet

® The Left and the Cr131s is an examination and critique of the political line
# of a number of prominent Left groups during the week last J uly when 5
dockers were ]alled by the Industrial Relations Court. The pamphlet is
%available from 98 Gifford Street, N.1, price 5p plus 3p for postage.




THE U.S. SOCIALIST WORKERS®
Party has’recently published a col-
lection of essays written by mem-
bers of the S.W.P., under the gen-
eral title ‘Feminism and Socialism’.

The best of the sixteen articles
Is probably Dianne Feeley’s cont-
ribution on “‘The Family’’, She def-
ends the Marxist assessment of the
social function of the family:

"““Universal, state-imposed mar-
riage became advantageous to the
profiteers with the rise of the ind-
ustrial wage-slave system. It rel-
leved the capitalists of all social
responsibility for the welfare of the
workers and dumped heavy econom-
IC burdens upon the poor in the form
of family obligations. Each tiny

‘nuclear’ family must live or per-
ish through its own efforts, with
little or no assistance from out-
side.”’

She argues against the view-
point of the Communist Party (USA)
as expressed by Fem Winston.
Winston, it seems, claims to be
speaking from a Marxist standpoint,
while actually departing from a
basic Marxist analysis of the fam-
ily and concocting a theory to sanc-
tify the family: *‘Objectively it can
be a revolutionary force in society’!

Winston argues that *‘Let us sup-
pose that somehow or other we
could magically (her own word)
abolish the family, ... there would
still be ... men ... children ...

cooking, shopping, dishwashing,
cleaning and all the other chores. "’
S0 it is a waste of time trying to
change the situation. |

T his one statement shows up the
degenerating effects of Stalinism
and tts far-reaching destruction of
revolutionary consciousness.

The point is not to “‘magically”’
invent some alternative scheme for
people to live together other than
as families. The point is, as Feeley
puts it, ““to lay the basis for the
disappearance of the family as an
economic institution ... through
allowing women to be fully integrat-
ed into social production, abolish-
ing unequal pay, establishing free,
24-hour child care centres for all,
setting up low-cost, high quality
laundry services, take-out food ser-
vices and dining facilities, and

IS THE

together. She ignores the economic
and legal compulsions that underlie
the family in class society. Of
course human relationships will
still exist as the family system is
replaced by other social institut-
ions. People will still live together,
but the compulsive legal and econ-
omic ties between them will be

abol ished.

"Replacing the family system
means that people will not be conr

pelled to stay together because of
a need for economic support, bec-
ause of a marriage certificate, lack
of any place to live, or lack of good
care for the children if a cowle
breaks up.*”

Once individuals are no longer
forced to depend for their economic
welfare on the family, people can
freely choose their own ways for
living together. Some may choose
the present-day man-woman-children
set up, but ail historical evidence
suggests that a vast variety of
other forms is possible; for ex-
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creating a mechanised public house- hustl

cleaning service.’

. Winston’s main ploy is to
assume a definition of the family
as simply a group of people living

e ——— e

* FEMINISM AND SOCIALISM is
edited with an introduction by
Linda Jenness; available from
Pathfinder Books, 47 The Cut,
London S.E.1, price 80p
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ample, the anthropologist Margaret
Mead pointed out that in the non-
capitalist society of Samoa the unit
“varies from the biological family
consisting of parents and children
only, 1o households of fifteen to
twenty people who are all related

to the matai (headman) or his wife.””

Feeley’s criticism of Stalinism
and its effects on the Russian famr
ily is also very good. Her article
sums up the strengths of the book;
a clear-sighted view of the oppres-
sion of women, unclouded by any
apologetics for the family system;
an identification of the underlying
cause of that oppression - class
society; and a commitment to prom-
oting the independent action of the
women’s movement in fighting that
oppression.

The authors of the book are
absolutely correct as against all
those socialists who refuse to sup-
port the existing women’s liberation
movement on the grounds that it is

............
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Available from

“middle class® and “‘non-Marxist”’
— thus implying that minitant woire:
must first become Marxists and wir:
large sections of the working class
to their views before they can get
“‘permission to struggle** from the:
self-satisfied socialists.

But, if the authors are clear o
the need to overthrow capitali st s
order to achieve the liberation ot
women, they are less clear on the
road to that overthrow.

There is a passing lip-service
to the working class, wi th the state-
ment that working class women
“‘especially should be drawn into
the mass struggle.”

But they:write of ““The right of
a small minority of weaithy Individ-
uals to rule by exploiting and opp-
ressing the overwhelming majority
of the worid’s peoples*’ (my emph-
asis) — whatever happened to the
ruling class and the working class?

And who is going to bring about
the socialist revolution? ' ‘Black
and Chicano liberation struggles,
the intemational anti-war (pacifist?)
and student mevements and the
struggles of the Vietnamese, the
Palestinians, the Irish and all other
peoples who are in motion against
their oppression., Our combined im-
oact (!} can achieve the liberation
of humankind.”

Again, there is no mention of

the working class or its revolution-
ary party. Just all those oppressed

sections of capitalist society wand-
ering about all cver the place, and
one fine day they might if they are
lucky bump into each other.

The revolutionary party becomes
simply an administrative link bet-
ween the various sections, not an
element of consious political strat-
egy towards bringing the various
forces together under the leadership
of the working class. It is &i! spec-
ulation and sectional work.

FRAN BRODIE
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cadta.usm. They have heu'ued the social-
ist aspirations ofﬂleirmrkingclass supporters, tied the labour move-
ment to the bosses’ state, mt.erestl:;dideoloar. and destroyed the polit-
ical independence of the working class.
DThetaskisﬂmetorebhﬂldasociallstpartywhichwﬁlstmdﬂmly
for the interests of the working class. WORKERS' FIGHT is a group of
revolutionary socialists, aiming to build that party: a party which is dem-
ocratically controlled by an active working class membership, which
preserves its political independence and ﬂght.s the ideological dominat.
fon of the ruling class.

[_] The basis of our activity is the sclentific ﬂzea'yofMAR}ﬂm the
only theory which gives a clear understanding of present day socieiy and
of the necessity of revolutionary change.

Although they cannot organise the struggle for workers® power, the
TRADE UNIONS are indispensable for the defence of workers’ interests.
We fight for the independence of the unions from all state control, and
within the unions for militant policies and for democracy. We see the

trade union bureaucracy as a distinct stratum which acts as a broker bet- s

ween workers and bosses. Its life and work-situation is 'quite different
from that of the working class. Lacking a direct, necessary allegiance to
working class interests, or any fundamental historical interests of its
own, its general tendency is to work with the bosses and their state
against the working class.

Only a mass national rank and file movement, linking up the different
industries and guided by the ideas of revolutionary Marxism can, in this
period, turn the trade unions into reliable instruments of working class
interests, independent of the bosses” state. |
We fight against the INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS ACT, against any in-
comes policy under capitalism, and against any legal restrictions on -

trade unionism.

We fight against UNEMPLOYMENT,; for a national mininum wage; for
work or full pay; against productivity bargaining.

We fight to extend the power of workers to control the del:a.lls of t.heu'
own lives in industry here and now. We stand for the fight for WORKERS'
CONTROL. with the understanding that it can be made a serious reaht.y
only in a workers® state. We are against any workers’ ‘participation’ in -
managing their own exploitation under capitalism.

We believe that the ““PARLIAMENTARY ROAD TO EDCIALISM" isa
crippling illusion. The capitalist class will not leave the stage peace-

fully: no ruling class ever has. Socialism can be built only by smashing
the capitalist state machine (army, police, civil service) which?igthe
ultimate defence of the bosses’ power in soclely, and replaoi:{mlt. mth a
state based on democratic Workers’ Councils,

The LABOUR PARTY is a capitalist party in its ideas, 1ts policiee.
and in its record in government. At the same time, the bedrock organisat-
ions of the working class, the trade unions, support and finance the
Labour Party. There is an open valve connection between the Labour”
Party an{! the unions, allowing the possibilit;y of large—soale aetive work-

participation in the party.
We relate to the Labour Party, therefore, not by simply denomemg it.»

but by attempting to advance the working class towards oqtgmwmz
breaking through the stage in its own development — 1deoT__,l
and organisational — represented by Labourism. b

We fight for full and equal rights for WOMEN, for female em:-lmipahon
from the male domination which has co-existed I'.hrouﬂ'lolﬂ, hiStDrY with
class society and which has its roots In such society. We fight, in pan
icular, for the emancipation of women of our own class, suffering a

double and triple exploitation, who have been most aoomately described Ol.d’
‘out that the demand had been long establish-
| ed UAW policy, reaffirmed at every previous
convention, Reuther alleged that the demand
§ would ‘undermine US military and economic
_,strength’, .and on a wave of chauvinism and

as the “*slaves of the slaves.™ _
[ ] We fight against RACIALISM and agamst mnmgra.tion eontmls W’e
fight for the integration of immigrant workers into the labour movement -
and for a united fight against capitalism, whilst supporting the right of
black minorities in Britain to form defence leagues or mdependent polit~
ical organisations. |

[ ] We give unconditional support to the struggles of oppressed peoples
everywhere fighting against IMPERIALISM, and to their orga.nlsations
leading the fight.

[] British workers have — fundamenta.lly — more in common witb eve"y

single worker throughout the globe, irrespective of race, religion, natmn- £on
»olut;on was passed - though not mthout a

_eueabie opposition vote.

ality or colour, than with the whole of the British ruling class: We see
the fight for socialism as a world wide struggle, necessitating the ereat-
ion of a world revolutionary party. We give crit.ioa.l suppoltl:o the

FOURTH INTERNATIONAL. - ""‘"f“.";,_:" .‘

We stand for a political revolution of the workmg class amnst the
bureaucracies of THE U.S.S.R. and the other countries called ‘commun-
ist’, whleh we consider to be degenerated and deformed workers’ states.
seial regime of the different Bureaucracies has nothing in common
ncialism, let alone with real communism. At the same time we
' the nationalised economy in these countries against capitalism
:penahsm unconditionally: that is, irrespective of the selfish,
usue Iy anti-working class and antisrevolutionary policies of the ruling
ogreaucrats, and agalnst those policies, .
[ Thers are OTHER POLITICAL GROUPS (lncludlns the omchl Brit-
ish saction of the Fourth International) which have lly similar aln
butmethodsdlﬂeﬂnsﬂ'ornm.a'dmmcmc } about what
nezds to be done here and now. We consider all these groups to be ser-
iously — sometimes grossly — lmdaqmtointheq'ymwﬂce We
favour unity in action with these groups where possible, and a8 serlous
dialogue about our differsnces.

W lﬂ’l
ﬁe{ e

§ unemployment. Reuther’s chief emphasis
was on the so-called guaranteed annual wage.
| Th;s proposal was counterposed to the trad-

‘ m t E .- .
presented by Reuther’s Resolutions Committ-

SHOULD READ

LABOR’S GIANT STEP, by Art Prels £1. 65

from Pathfinder Books, 47 The Cut, London

SE 1.
- _ reviewed by Stan Lee
The capttallst class attempts to present to

' us the USA as a land without a workHTg
fclass struggle, the land of free enterprise,

where anybody can become their own boss,

where conflict between capltal and labour

is virtually non-existent.
In fact the opposne 1S true. Amerlca
dwarfs many other countries with tltamc

class battles. The 116 day steel strike is

just one example of the enormous combat-

ivity of the US working class.
LABOUR’S GIANT STEP, subtitled ‘20
Years of the C.1.O.”’ is a record of the form-

The -accou‘nt of the 1954 steelworkers’

Istrike 1s also revealing. With the industry

running at close to 100% capacity, 600,000
steelworkers went on strike — without wait-
ing for formal notice fromthe Union bureau-

cracy. The strike started at midnight on

June 24th, and by the following moming at
10.30, US Steel had given in and negotiated
-a substantial pay nse.

Straightaway, however, the steel mono-
polists raised the price of steel $7.30 a ton

= making them a $3 profit for every $1 of
. increased wages. -

~ The book 1s a mine of detalled informat-
ion, written from a clearly partisan working
class viewpoint, and full of instructive

_lessons on the role of union leaders,the US

Conmumst Party, etc. It is especially inter-
esting ‘in dealing with Roosevelt and the

> New Deal: and does a gooddebunking. job on

the Roosevelt 1lmge |
At £165 it isn’t cheap but is a very solid
volume for the money, and if you can’t afford
to buy it, why not order a copy at your local
library — where other workers will have a

ation and ‘phenomenal growth of the Congese chance to see it after you.

of Industrial Organisations.
From 1936 until 1955 when it amalganr
ated with the American Federation of Lab-

our (AFL) there were a total of 78,798 strikes

involving 42,366,000 strikers.

Especially interesting for us today is
Chapter 37, which deals with the *‘30 for"
40" struggle — that is, 30 hours work for

40 hours pay. The background to the struggle

was the ending of the Korean war, a situat-
ion not unlike that which America will face
when she finally pulls out of Vietnam. By
March 1954 unemployment reached a peak of
4,052,000. In fact between January 1953 and-
May 1955, except for one month, the official
-number of jobless never fell below 3 million.

U.A.W. CONTRACT

In 1950, Walter Reuther had signed a 5

year contract. But the rapid inflation of the
Korean war period, even given an ‘escalat-

ion clause’, bit into the earnings of the Auto
- volve his" allegedly having edited two

samizdat literary magazines,

workers. Wildcat strikes (Reuther himself
always tried to avoid a fight) involving
135,000 Auto workers, were principally res-
ponsible for winning concessions from Gen-
eral Motors. The.: contract was amended, but-

GM’s wages bill was a mere $15m a year upy

as against an annual profit of half a billion

“§.dollars (which rose to more than 1 blll ion in

1955) -
Meanwhile, the main debate at UAW Con-
ventions was on the programme to combat

itional prograrrme of a shorter week w1th no

reduction in wages.

- Following the adopﬂm of Reut.her s
ninual Wage resolution, another resolutlon

£e. prOposed condenning d_lose who advoc-

iiii

sl:s and. fellow travellers %en
local 600 president Stellato pointed

a;:

onfusion the witch-hunting Reutherite res-:

During this period Reud;et 8c Go echoed
Democratic thinking. They attacked Eisen-
hower (then President) for giving priority to

Jbalancing the budget, as against ‘defence

against Communism’ - even at a time when

‘the amount earmarked by Eisenhower for

| direct war spending was $42 billion a year,
§ 3 times more than in any previous peacetime
'year (including the peak Cold War year of

11949).

- YULY GALANSKOV

DIES IN RUSSIAN
- LABOUR CAMP

.lnterconhnentol Press

Yury Galanskov, one of the most

prominent activists in the Soviet op-
. position movement, is dead. Accord-

ing: to the November 9 New York
Times, he died in a Mordovian labor
camp on November 4 while under-
going an ulcer operation. He had been
serving a seven-year sentence in strict-
regime camp number: 17, which is
reserved for political prisoners con-
victed of "especially dangerous crimes
against the state.” "
The charges against Galanskov in-

Syntax
in 1958 and Phoenix 1966 (the latter
included a poem by the writer and
critie Andrel Sinyavsky that the prose-

cution ‘declared to be "of a criminal

nature” ), and having composed poet-
ry that was clandestlne]y circulated
in samizdat. - |

In January 1968 Galanskov, along

. with Aleksandr. Ginzburg, Vera Lash-
kova, and Aleksei Dobrovolsky, was

‘tried and convicted under Article 70
of the Rusman criminal code, which

~ deals with ’ ‘anti-Soviet agitation and
-propaganda.” Ginzburg had compiled

a White Book which exposed and doc-
umented. the lIl_]'LlSthBS surrounding the
1966 - trial ‘of Sinyavsky and Yuly

"Damel the flrst show-{rial of the post-

Stalin era.. -

‘Like the Smyavskya-Damel trial, the
Galanskov-Ginzburg frial was a bla-
tant attempt by the Soviet bureaucra-
¢y to intimidate the growing demo-
cratic opposition movement. But the
trials provoked -widespread protest
within the Soviet Union'and served to
mobilize and unite the antibureaucrat-
ic ‘sentiment they. had been demgned
to stifle.

Regarding the trial and conviction
of Galanskov and Ginzburg, Bertrand
Russell stated: "So intolerably unjust
were the procedures of the court that
even the official journal of the British
Communist party, normally a faithful
spokesman for the Soviet Union, felt

~compelled to publish’its criticism."
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ON NOVEMBER 23rd THOUSANDS
of London teachers went on sirike
and marched In opposition fo the
way their claim for a rise on the
London aliowance i being treated.
~ This march reflected the mitit-
ant mood of teachers on this Issue,
4@ mood which was evident _ -
teachers In staffroom discussions
and NUT and Rank and Flle meet-
ings. |
When the teachers’ pay claim,
siriker’s door to protect him ! made earller this year, was arbltrat-
On the Monday, Tower Hill ten- ed, It was agreed that the London

~ ants association secretary Tony teachers would receive a rise on -

Bavle had got a notice of eviction, their London allowance on Novem-

explring I four weeks’ time. The  ber 1st. |

Tenants’ Association threatened The present London aliowance

to turn the estate Into a no-go stands at £118, pitiably |ittle when

area If the notice wasn’t withdrawn one considers the cost of buying

and at 4pm on the Monday 600 fen- or renting accomodation In _H'le

ants (including supporters from London area. The claim wae for a
other areas of Liverpool) blocked ~ rise to £300, and it was generally

the main roads ieading Into the felt that the result of negotiations
would be £200 at least.

estate. All trafflc except ambul- _
ances was stopped from going In But the teachers were then told
by the Burnham Commitiee that

ON THE EVENING OF THURSDAY
16 November, the news went ro und
on the Tower Hi| estate In Kirkby
that a rent striker was to be evicted
The report turned out fo be a
false alarm, but within five minutes
were 200 peopie outside the

or out.

U

gny would receive not one penny
188 on fhe existing allowance,
When approached by the Teachers’
Panel and ILEA Mrs Thatcher .
offered a rise of £12 a year, which
she lster upped io £15 g year,

- almost £70 less than what they
consldered a minimum.

As a result of this, a meetling
of 1,500 London teachers was held
on November 9th to discuss action.
Despite the militant mood of the
meeting, the Union’s Communist
Party leadership proposed the act-
ion of a Yrday strike,

There were stormy protesis frem
the meeting, but no amendments for
further action were allowed!

Going on from the sirike, the
left wing teachers’ group, Rank &
Flle, Infends to campaign for fur-
ther action until the teachers rep-
elve thelr demands.

Marion Kavanagh -

The police at regular Intervais
gave warnings that they would
“*take action” ‘‘In a few minutes®’
but no-one took any notice,

The balliffs never turned Up, and
the no-go area was lifted at about
6 o’clock and replaced with a tok-
én presence outside Tony Boyle’s
house. Bullding workers and
Kirkby Industrial Estate shop
stewards have pledged support for
the tenants. The Trades Councll
has set up a system of telephone
numbers to call on In case of
eviction attempts.

There has probably been a slight
fall In the number of rent strikers
over recent weeks, and Fazackerly
has moved from a total rent strike
io partia! (withholding the Increase
But clearly the basic forces of the
tenants movement are intact, and
strong enough fo defy the Counclls
balliffs and policemen.

PAUL BARKER

The Heath Government discov-
ered with the Industrial Relat-
lons Act that i.f there is suffic-
ent mass opposition; the
bosses’ laws simply cannot be
enforced. When thousands of
workers defy the law, with over-
) whelming popular support, the
cannot just be stuffedpinto jail.
The government retreats.

They are now faced with 2
similar dead-end over the Hous-
ing Finance Act. On 15'Nov-
_eémber they issued a threat to
three. of the non-imp! ementing
Councils, Clay Cross, Halstead

INDOCHINA SOLIDARITY

~and Eccles, The Tories refys-
CONFERENCE ‘ed to appoint a Housing Comm-
The war In Vietnam Is not ISsioner to go in over the heads

over yet despite the fanfare of of the council — instead they

press. xon as Said that respon®bility for
a'ﬂ;:::.y 9&?3':':3.:::{9:9 loss of rents inqgme dze to non-
have every right fo sign a comprom- lﬂplement_atlon" rests with
Ise because they are belng bombed the councillors®’, T hey have
into fhe stone age by the US. For — .
us, however, who are not being
bombed, it Is essential that we |
support the right of the Vieinamese
to self-determination by demanding
the withdrawal of all US forces

NOW. The sol idarity movement
must be rebulit,

CONFERENCE 2- 3 December.
Conway Hall, Red Lion Square.
London WC1. Speakers Inciude
Noam Chomsky. |

SQUATTERS trom page 4.

without gaining consent from the
Council.

‘““After the Redbridge events, .
which were what impelled the Coun-
cil to make a deal at all, the Coun- |
cil would have been in no position
to take any action against the
squatters. The families could then
have more or less dictated o the
Counell the pace at which the Asg-
ociation was going to be run?’

Sam also feels that *‘the famii-
les should have been educated as
to why they were squatters. The ¢
Squatting assoclations that followed
Lewisham would then have bedn
set up on fruly radical platforms,
and this would have been a some-
what limited answer to one of soc-
lety’s biggest probiems.*

S

e,
THERE's 54 £,
PRIVACY, RUANIAG WATEAR ...

BE BEATEN

Cross, Liverpoo!. and others,

we B 7
N
-

a deadline of 29 November for
implementation. This way
they hope to frighten counci |-

 with the prospect of being
sued for huge debts,

In Eccles they succeeded,
but the other councils are still
sticking out. If they stand firm
thep ultimately the Government
have to throw councillors oyt
of office and imprison them for
non-payment of debts. And if
the Government do take that
action, against councillors,
then the fabour movement must
respond in the same way as it
responded to the dockers® jail-
ing in July — an immediate
strike. |

In @ number of places, rent
strikes have declined. Byt
there are still strong centres

of resistance to the Act: Clay

set up tenants

pare for April and the next
round of increases; in others =
nucleus is still holding out. In
Walsall, where the L abour coun-
cil gave in and implemented
only recently, tenants are
‘planning a rent strike as from
January, | -
A number of councils havs
said they will not eviet ten-
ants in arrears, and those who
have said they will, like Liver-
pool, have not been success-
ful. In Newcastle (Staffs)the
L abour council has cailed on
the Government to help deal
with the 1300 withholding the
increase. ‘’Neither we nor the
Courts have the facilities to
deal with these people, and
the situation is becoming ridij-
culous’’, they said. =

T he Government are in a di-
lemma. Either they retreat in
face of the militants, thus
showing the Housin? F inance
Act can be successfully defied
and encouraging a massive
revival of the tenants® move-
ment ; or thev use the bi
stick against rebel councillors
and tenants, and risk provok-
ing a big respense of solidar-
ity and outrage. |

The fact  that the non-impl-
ementing L abour councils, few
though they are, have now be-
Ccome central to the struggle,
shows how readily the ousing
Finance Act could have been
defeated if the official organis-
ations of the labour movement
had really pledged themselves
to action. In many areas, a
main weakness has been lack
of prior local organisation, and
total lack of effective national
organisation.

he established press has

in some 'plaées, militants have
RcH made & tactical retreat to pre-

LONDON TEACHERS MA

imposed an almost total -black-

out on the tenants’ struggle,
and even those forces on the -
left who have the resources
and the facilities to do it —
the Communist P arty and the
National Association of Ten-
ants and Residents which it
controls — have made no adegq-
uate effort to counter this. T he
need to build a revolutionary
working class press could
scarcely be shown more

glaring!y.

— . The Livemool Trades Coun-
{CH - though it was Jate in mov-

inc. 2nd has fended to be bur-
eauciatic in operation — has,
at least, provided an example
to other organisations of the
labour movement in its work to
dassociations.
It is important that where

there is' a decline in the strugg-

le, even if only temporary, that
it should not be allowed to

bring demoralisation. Some of
the main areas of weakness in
the present struggle — L ondon
and T eesside, for example —
have been the places most in-
voived

struggles round 1968, Any
ultra-radical
any opposition to retreats
where they are necessary, any
attempts to paint over things
in a rosy hue, can only. increase
the risk of demoralisation.

in previous tenants

phrasemongering,

But equally it will be necess-

ary for tenant militants to
grasp
of a revival in the movement.
if tenants committees relapse
into the view that “‘we can°t do
anything until the tenants

start moving®*, then we are
Caught in self-fulfilling pro-
phecy:  the tenants wait for
the committee and the comm-
ittee waits for the tenants.

boldly the opportunities

John Sterling.
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| Militants in the Health Service,

meeting at the 12 Novem ber conf-
erence called by the London Alll-
ance of Stewarde for Health Work-
ors, put out a call to the leaders
of the health service unions

1) to organise a national strike

of hosgpital workers in suppért of

the claim for £8 Increase per week,
35 hour week, equal pay and opp-
ortunities for women, and four
weeks’ annual and two extra days’
hoilday. No deal Yo be accepled

-~ without these concesslions.

2) to reject al! forms of product-
lvity bargaining. |

3) to demand the recall of the
TUC to organise all out action to
smash the wage freeze.

-4) to demand that the TUC organ-
ise solidarity action with all
groups fighting the freeze.

5) to demand that the TUC
should end all talks with the
Tories. |

8) to call on the TUC to organ-
ise the whole labour movement to
tight for a £25 minimum, take home
pay for a 35 hour week. Equal
pay and opportunities for women

now. £16 pension.
This resolution was passed over-

wheimingly by werkers represent-

»
Nl
’ -
.3 '
» +
: .
L]
4 . .

S merely mpped'a bit of cheap

cotton gauze around the mailed

" fist in the hope that the workers |

would forget about, the spikes.
underneath. ‘Conciliation’ partly
succeeded in throwmg back the
mass awareness, which reached

its high point last July, in the |
confrontation to smash the Indust-

1ial Relations Act. The sequestr~

- ation and the use to which the Act

could be put in the looming series
of wage battles ggainst the freeze
have again brought to the fore the
need to smash the Act — and the

- Government which spawned it. =

The AUEW will either fight back

; " now — or ultimately surrender and -

fail in line with the court, as the

T&GWU did.  The policy of passive
. non-cooperation in the face of escal:
- . ating fines has already beenproved

to be non-viable,

The recent AUEW conference res-

olution talked of ‘‘protecting the
fabric of the union®. It could
be used as a cop-out, thougm

- : T BB .
. ' . ® :

JUST OVER FIVE WEEKS
ago, three shop stewards were
sacked from the firm of Robmson
Willey in Liverpool. Robinson
Willey employ about 450 workers
making gas fires. The firm,
always anti-union, sacked the

~ three shop stewards, Malc Price,

Graham Whitfield, and Graham
Parkinson, in an attempt to break
tha mion.
kers’ response was to
S1NE ,5,;« cver 200 -came out.

fr:us,h J’p ir number has declined
the men ar« still picketing the
factory and the depot. What has

x

" all NUPE members is being

‘union being ““‘sequestered”’.

ing all heajth service unions, Trom

- Bristol, Gloucester, Liverpool,
cm M-nchutor and Londo#

Meanwhile the National Union of

" Public Ewployees officlal leader

of hegoliations

ship Is dragging
for £4 Increase as long as
hoping to avoid a clash with the
Government. A national baliot of
con-

sidered 10 soe If there is a willing-

" ness 10 carry out strike actlon.

But some of the NUPE member-
do not have the patience
which thelr big salaries and com-
fortable offices help to develop In
the union’s top leaders.

in LIVERPOOL, a mass meeting
of 500 hospltal anclllary staff In

‘St George’s Hall on 14 November

was very critical of the NUPE off-
iclals, although In the confusion

- the LASH resolution was defeated.

There Is to be a 24-hour strike In

Liverpool this week.

In MANCHESTER, a mass meet-
Ing of all Manchester hospital
ancillary staff has been arranged
for 1 December (7.30 pm, Lesser
Free Trade Hall). The LLASH res-
olution wiil be put to this meeting
by the United Manchester Hospit-
als NUPE branch. It has already
been agreed to call on the EC of
NUPE to instruct members to

- withdraw services to private pati-

ents, and to organise a picket of
the Department of Health and Soc-

lal Seciity Regional Office.

Much will depend on the next
conference called by LASH, to
take place at St Marys Hospltal,
Praed St, London W2, from 10.30
on 3 December. More information

from Mark Paimer (secretary,
LASH), 122 Sinclair Rd, London

w14 ONL.

- JACK SUTTON
(secretary, United Manchester
Hospitals NUPE branch).

‘mean paying ouf, now to avoid the

“fabric *® (the whole funds) of the
Mili-
tants must ensure it is interpreted

as ‘‘protection’’ based on f@tmg
back not on knuckling under in
the manner of Jack Jones.

The engineers alone can't call

the general strike which could
smash the Act and the NIRC.

They can and they should call a

national engineering strike until

the £3000 is refunded. They have
the power — on their own — to par-
alyse industry. They can and they

- must start an appeal for solidarity

action hy workers in other indust-
ries, appealing to the rank and
file on the basis that a mass escal-

-ation of the struggle could go on

to smash the Act. The engineers
are in the front line: resistance to

the NIRC and defeat of the Indust-
- rial Relations Act is in the inter-

ests of all workers. The AUEW
should — but without using it to
avoid industrial action here and
now — start a campaign for a re-
call of the TUC and agitate for

- that body to call a General Strike

to Smash the Act. -
A mass mobilisation on this

AT ROBINSON WILLEY

“the union. the T&GWU, done ? In

the words of Graham wnitfield,
‘“The officials have left us strand-
ed’’. The union bureaucracy have
not made the strike official and
have left the lads to fight on their
own. In fact, they are assisting the
management ! They have sent a
letter to the management which in
effect encourages them to break
the picket lines. The management
obviously grateful for this support,
have sent copies of the letter to
the firms they deal with. Alr eady
scab labour has been brought in
and management representatives

FOUR HUNDRED INDIAN WORK-
ers at the Mansfield Hosiery mill,
Loughborough, have given an
effective working-class answer to
the sordid messiof the Parliament-
ary debate on immigration.

The strikers'’ demands are £ 5 a
week increase and an end to the
racial discrimination which ensures
that all the skilled, highly-paid
jobs on the knitting machines are
reserved for white workers.

The white knitters get £35 a
week and the Indians £ 20.

STEEL STRIKE
from page1

Thereupon that whole section of
Lackenby works was declared
black, and production stopped.
When the management stopped the
pay of the workers carrying out the
blackmg, the section of workers
struck.

Management have used the local
radio and press in a campaign to
persuade the men to lift all the
bans and return to work. Then,
they say, talks can start. 'Ihere
1s a mass meeting on Sunday 26
November.

Now all of BISAKTA 5 (Lacken-
by branch) is out. ‘Their eagerness
to fight the British Steel Corpor
ation on the claim is a measure of
the resistance that the government

can expect to their wage freeze.

policy would jolt the labour move-
ment out, of its docile attempt to

learn to live with the Act. It would §

sweep aside the wage freeze.

SO far the AUEW leaders are
partly responsible for selling the
CBI/ Tory confidence trick of

‘conciliation’ to \workers.. Scanlon
said last May ‘‘I believe that
conciliation will work far better
than legal sanctions and the Gov-
emment’s policy of abrasiveness
and confrontation’’, and, covering
for Jack Jones’s capitulation to
the NIRC he added, *‘the courts
must be respected"

This shows that the AUEW lead- -
ers are unlikely to opt for a fight-
ing policy. 'For militants to -
demand that they do so is to begin
to mobilise the rank and file to
take the initiative out of their
hands if they refuse to act. Milit-
ants have not forgotten that it was
the escalating mass action, with-
out waiting for any official lead,

and against the advice of the offic-

ials, that panicked the Tories last
July, and opened the gates of Pen-
tonvilke Jail for the five dockers.
The same action can now make
them relinquish their loot.

- have been going round the houses
of the strikers, trying to persuade
them to return to work.

One of the stewards, Graham
Parkinson, has been reinstated,
but the bosses refuse to reinstate
the other two. In an effort to get
the dispute made official, the
strike committee are meeting

TRGWU . officials on Tuesday 14th.

If the strike does not get
official backing the lads may have
to return. If this happens Graham
Whitfield and Malc Price will al-
most certainly join the dole queue
—and it will be the trade union

One standard argument of the
anti-immigration lobby is that
immigrants depress the level of
wages, through being willing to
take lower-paid jobs. But the real
problem is not that immigrants
supposedly for some strange
reason, are happy with low wages:
the real problem is the racialism
of the employers and the trade
union organisations who have set
up the situation where the only
jobs many immigrants can get are
low-paid.

The strikers’ union, the Nation-
al Union of Hosiery and Knitwear
workers, last week offered to. ‘neg-
otiate’ on training and redundancy
discrimination if the men.went
back to work. This ‘offer’ was
rejected by 197 votes to three.

Messages of support to

The Strike Committee,
c¢/0 Mr Naik, 31 Station Road,
Loughborough.

wwlﬂﬂlﬂm

Nothing hefé excited Labour MPs
quite so much recently as the
Govemment’s defeat by 35 votes

‘over new immigration rules on 22

November.

Labour Weekly enthusiastically
reproduces Wilson’s call that there
is ‘‘a clear and unmistakable duty
on Mr Heath to resign’’.

Of course, socialists are absol-
utely in favour of getting rid of
Heath’s government. It would be
an excellent thing if Heath resign-

~ed. It would be even better if

Wilson mobilisedthe forces of the
Liabour Party in an active camp-
aign to get Heath out.

And Labour MPs were of course
absolutely cormrect to vote against
the immigration rules,

But, for us at least, there are

| many better reasons for getting
. rid of Heath than that a few near-

fascist, anti-union, anti-working
class right-wing Tory MPs voted
against, him or abstained.

And the method we look to for

-ousting the govemment is not the

Pariiamentary votes of the Tory
right wing. It is the direct action
of the working class. -

Liabour MPs would be better
occupied in aiding and promoting

“that direct action than in pedalling

alongside the most reactionary
ideas of the Tory party. Their
opposition to the proposed Tory

- rules owes nothing to socialist

internationalism, and everything
to flag-waving Empire-boosting.

All their talk of ““this once proud
nation’’ serves only to boost the
1dea that British workers should
ally with British bosses against
workers of other nations, to ‘‘back
‘Britain?®’, f‘export or dle" “com-

 bat 1nﬂat10n” and so on.

This sordid mess is the logical
climax of the Great Common Market
Debate. Almost all the British
left have united round the issue
of keeping Britain out, thus draw-
ing workers into a phony debate,
a bosses’ debate, in which neither
altemative — in or out — has in

| fact clear advantages for the work-

ing class.

"~ bureaucrats who will have played -

the major part in getting them there
Obviously the lads at Robinson
Wildley cannot rely on the union

~ officials. ' As more and more work-

ers are finding out, their strength
comes from the shop floor. Not
only in their own factory but in

- othersrall over the country. -

Realising this, an appeal has
been made for donations. Support
1s urgently needed. Please send
all donations to: Robinson
Willey Strike Committee, 61 Flor-

eizntme Road, Stonecroft, Liverpool
3. LEN GLOVER.



