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THE STATE OF FMERGENCY DECLARED at the beginning
of the miners' overtime ban and even before strike action has
been called is a warning that the Tories are going to fight
this one with everything they have got. They have made tne
miners a test case for Phase 3 — realising that the miners are
poised to scuttle their incomes policy and maybe the govern-

ment as well.
Arthur Scargill, President of the Yorkshire area of the NUM, has

put it like this: ‘“Either the miners break Phase 3 or the Govern-

ment breaks the miners. I can assure you that the miners will not
be broken. What is required is a massive mobilisation of the Labour

movement in support of the miners.’’

The Government is preparing for that. Robert Carr has announced
that a special ‘‘Intelligence Centre’’ has been set up at Scotland
vard to centralise police anti-strike activity. This is only the log-
ical outcome of the extensive preparations for anti-picket work
which Workers’ Fight has repeatedly reported in recent months.

Appropriately, the Government
now follows up the Industrial
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 MARCHED
T0 THE

Relations Act and the union-
robbing NIRC by assigning *‘ind-
ustrial relations’’ to a special
Department of *he Police.

Carr explains: ‘““We have arr-
anged for police forces to make
cooperative arrangements with
their neighbowing forco=s so that
a: short notice thewv car send re-
inforcements to help forces under
pressure.’’

They are preparing for clashes
like those during the last miners
and dockers strikes. They have
learned from their defeats then.

Thus. as well as preparing

5f Harold Wilson, who presided
ywer a massive number of pit
closures, is not worth a face-
worker’s spit.

for phvsical clashes, the Tories
have also launched a Fleet |
Street campaign tagisolate miners

towards solidarity with the min-
ers and others. 3ut many workers
know that the miners are now the
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ONCE UPON A TIME there was 3
not so beautiful princess.

The princess was so unhappy.
What with her mother’s obsession
with shaking hands and incessant
talk about ‘*my husband & 1*’; her
father, with his menagerie of extinct
animals and his habit of telling the
plebs to pull their fingers out; and
her brother with his kink about mil-
itary uniforms. who was often seen
wandering about the patace dressed
as an Admiral of the Fleet muttering
““I*ti go down with my ship’® — what
was the poor girl to do?

Even equestrian pursuits falled
to console our desolate princess.
After finishing seventeenth in the

spearhead and striking force of

the class against the restraints
demanded by the bosses and 1m-
posed by the Government.

T1e miners’ overtime ban,
which involves safety men as
well as production workers, has
been highly successful, cutting
coal output in the first week by

from the class-wide support and
solidarity which made the big dif-
ference in 1972. The strategists
of the boss class know that both
the victories of last year and the
defeats of sections o1 workers
under Phase 2 had a linked
cause — the availability or the
absence of solidarity.

The response to the overtime
ban already shows that not many
miners will be satisfied with the
tail-between-the-legs afraid to-
win approach of Gormley.

The miners face no easy figh!
Compared with 1972, the govern-
ment is well prepared.

Ewopean Dressage event, she ran
away from hotme.

She clambered aboard a steed
belonging to a drunken corporal of
the Household Cavalry and headed
north. Eventually, tired and worn,
she arrived on the shores of the pic-
turesque Manchester Ship Canal. She
sat by the shore of this magnificent

ABOVE: Arthur Scargill, Yorkshire
miners’ leader: “*It's them or us’’

AFTER THE
BY-ELECTIONS

THE TORIES got a bioody nose in the
by-elections. But so did Labour. The
stench from its years in office still
clings to Labour. Many workers do
not see it as a better alternative to
the Tories. It is seen as the second
party of the existing order.

Labour’s leadership. parliament-
ary windbags and horsetraders, tot-
ally failed to organise a fighting
campaign on the vital issues which
concern the working class today. In
the elections Labour appeared as a
treacherous and onprrtunist party,
axploiting Tory urponuiarity but
stfering no @ teraative concerned
more with government jobs for the
boys than with anyth.raz else.

i1f the Labovr lcad<rs were at all
sariouis tovari'~ ' - «iusing class,
nr the Labour ists, they

b R
o oty

w0i'G have carrua 3. jor the Labour

Farlv cunference oo srons in favour
st nationalising the ~anitalist mono-
polies wh:ch dominate vur life.These
doc: < ars weore LGt an adequate soci-
2158 program.zs tor the overthrow of
cap:taliam. B oven ihese limited
decistons were ooty Labour's
leadershin. As wi - all such

- rder (s jeadeiship or
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Strong sections like miners
and dockers, who used their
muscle and called forth solidarity
from other workers, won. But the
hospital workers and gas workers.
weak to start with and isolated
in the battle, lost.

That's the whole of it.

Phase 3 is designed to lay
down a divisive framework which
works against solidarity action,
and the Fleet Street rags work to
undermine the very inclination

unidemocratic structure ot the Labour
Party.

The fundamental significance of
the election results is that disillus-
ion with the whole parliamentary
game remains deep and powerful.

Its positive side is a tremendous
working-class industrial self-reli-
ance — the major feature of working
class life today.

The problem is that direct miiit-
ant action cannot relate to or deter-
mine directly the fate of society as
a whole, except when it erupts to
general strike proportions

This means that in normal’ times
in a general election situation, the
mass of the working class, including
the militants, and those who lapsed
as Labour voters in the by-elections,
will feel they have to opt for Labour,
which remains the party of the trade
union movement. Without necossari-
ly abandoning the militant industrial
posture, or developing any great
positive faith in Labou!.

And wo are movine lcwdrds g
genera! election, it clovr nates the
think:ag not ooy ar b g e yunion
feade: -~ bt of rmary tiitants also.
The Tories =, v« v rospond 1o big
indusirial Clashes | e beriod

i: rarown up under the nresent ahead by calling 4 «nap general

20-259% — nearly half a million
tons of coal. Not one group of
miners has refused to operate
the ban.

Gormley’'s “‘strategy’ in the
negotiations is to get a {fcw imp-
rovements involving productivity
deals under Phase 3, and then
try to sell the deal to the miners,
perhaps with the promise that a
Wilson government will ‘see the
miners right’ eventually.

Rut miners know that the word

FIGHT TO MAKE LABOUR WIN !

election on the issue of ‘Who Rules
- Jovernment or Unions ¢’.

This highlights one major diffi-
culty for socialists. There is now
such a balance between the major
classes in society that a general
strike has threatened to erupr for
more than 18 months now, as work-
ers Fight has continually pointed out.
It remains and will remain a possibil-
ity, to be triggered by one of a
number of possible pints of conflict
ahead

It is on this, fundamentally, that

and beyond, revolutionaries must build.

But simulitaneously ‘normal’ polit-

r‘cg, related to parliamentary processes
will continue for the working class.
Militants must relate to this, too.

A general election may come
before a general industrial confront-

ation. It is nece ssary for militants
to relate to both the potential of
the.general strike and to ‘normal’
politics. ;We must walk on two legs.
Concerned to organise the struggle
of the class we cannot be indifferent
to the performance of the party of
the trade unions. Labour militants
must learn from the by-elections.
A campaign to bring down the
Tory government can be of major

Not solidarity in words and res-
olutions only - but solidarity
action in blacking and on the
picket lines and, where neces-
sarv (and it will be) against the
police anti-picket squads.

offered them without a fight, or,
worse, tf they go down to defeat,
then the chances of the rest of
the working class defeating Phuse
3 will have declined greatly.

lip service to socialism really was

Solidarity will be decisive,

If the miners accept what 1s

importance in the class struggte 1.
coming months, if the primacy of
the industrial struggle is clearly
seen, and electoral calculations
and cnsiderations are subordinated
to it. And on condition that Labour
militants fight to transform Labour
into an instrument responding to
the needs of the working class and
the trade union movement, rather
than the needs of capitalism. How
successful such a fight can be,wil;
emerge in the course of the struggle

If the Labour Party which pays

a workers’ party, a real party of
socialism, it would use the chronic
problems of capitalism now to mobil-
ise the working class in a struggle
for workers’ power and the overthrow
of capitalism. It is not. It 1is still
the task of militants to fight for
socialism — and, where a useful
educational purp ase can be served
by it, to demand that the party of the
trade unions takes measures against
capitalism,

Here and now, tne most immediate
task for Labour militants is to work
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waterfront and began to cry.
‘Whilst she watched the effiuent

from the Esso Oil Refinery a frog,
the last living frog in the Manchester
Salford area, hopped gaily from ohe
piece of flotsam to another.

On impulse she picked up the
frog and kissed it —and the frog was
transformed Instantly into an upper
middle class twit dressed in the
uniform of a captain of the dragoons.

«*Oh Joy!’’ our princess cried,
‘‘My handsome captaln, now you

must marry me.”’
“You must be joking'' retorted
the soldier boy, whose name was

Mark ‘“1'm not marrying a Kinky
scrubber who kisses frogs.”

The princess was distraught.
Questions were asked in the House.
Norman St. John Stevas was worrlied

about The Family, contraception,
who would inherit Queen Victoria’s

bedsocks, and the bringing up of
tadpoles in the True Faith. Enoch
Powell showed interest in the raclal
orlgins of the frog. Brian Faulkner
and lan Pailsley seemed concerned
about the greenl#h tinge assoclated

with the majority of these amphiblans -

Finally, ¥hg Archbishop of Cant-
erbury wamedk Legtain Mark that if
he refused W ¥R t§e hoflo
thing he woud OO gl
into a frog,, ‘

SEE PAGE 11
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FREEDOM FIGHTERS?

THE ANNOUNCEMENT of a bombing campaign by the so-called
UL STER FREEDOM FIGHTERS is a grim manifesto promising carnage
and death on a massive scale in Northern lreland.

So far, hundreds of Catholics have been slaughtered with knife
and gun by, Protestant bigots. They were, apparently, picked at ran-
dom and fot no other reason  than because they were Catholics. Now
there is a new escalation and already a series of UFF explosions
has occurred — with no warnings.

Any resemblance to the IRA bombing campaign is superficial
and misleading. That campaign was and is organised not against
Protestants, but against the British occupying army and the person-
nel of the Orange sectarian state: bombs aimed to cause economic
damage, not indiscriminate slaughter. The UFF cam paign is admit-
tedly anti-Cathollc and sectarian, an extension of the assassinat-
ion campaign. Its aim is to inflict massive civilian casualties on
the Catholic “population.

It is a product of the present desparation of the die-hard Orange
bigots. Their alarm has increased as politicians such as Fitt and
Faulkner 1abour under dictator Whitelaw’s whip towards agreement
on the running of the new Assembly set up by decree from London,
in which Catholic and Protestant ‘moderates’ will form a coalition.

Within the Assembly an effective bloc of the SDLP, sole ‘Cath-
~olic’ party, and the Faulkner faction of Unionists, has in fact up-
held London’s plans for powersharing, with the result that the old
line Unionists who oppose powersharing on any terms are reduced

to the political — not the social — position formerly occupied by
the Catholics, in roughly the same proportion of one third.

The fundamental present realities of the situation are inexorably
asserting themselves. The Unionists like Craig and Paisley who
dream of a return to Protestant ascendancy have nothing to counter-
pose to Britain’s policy of doing a deal with the Southern Irish
Catholic . middle class and their Northern auxiliaries in the SDLP.
Northemn Ireland’s economy is tied too closely to Britain to make a
return to ascendancy over the Catholics possible without Britain’s
agreement and consent. independence for Northern 1reland is imp-
ossible for the same reason. So, recent advocates of independence
like Craig now want integration with Britain. But the last thing the
British ruling class wants is integration with the problems of
Northem 'lreland,

Their iong term strategy is for complete re-integration with all
of Ireland (the proposed Home Rule parliaments for Scotland and
Wales are probably partly motivated by nlans for a federal solution
to the ‘Irish Problem’). In the short term they are remoulding the
political superstructure of Northern Ireland, and have full support
from the E ire government in exerting maximum pressure to fuse a
new ruling alliance into existence in Northern Ireland, made up of
the flexible Unionists and the SDLP. -

Serious problems have yet to be overcome before any sort of
stability will exist in the Assembly. There must be agreement on
RUC policing of Catholic districts and on a Council of lreland link-
ing the Northern and Southem Governments .But already the cohes-
iveness of the SDLP, the small Alliance Party and the Faulkner
Uni onists, their will to agree, testifies to the grip their masters in
London and Dublin have on the situation. Faulkner is said to be
even willing to form a breakaway from the Unionist Party if he is

defeated in the forthcoming Unionist Council meeting.
Events in the Assembly have added to the rage and desperation

of the Protestant militants. Reared believing in an inate superiority

and permanent ascendancy over the Catholics, they look with black |

despair and feelings of betrayal as the new Assewbly is forged.
No longer able to work through the machine of legal terror which
was the Stormont state, they resort to indiscriminate killing of

Catholics, and now promise to do it on a bigger scale than evef.

The UFF is such a mysterious crganisation, SO hard to pin down
and locate in the real world — except for its outrages — that it is
believed to be an alias for the UDA, or part of it. Whitelaw has just
banned the UFF, but the UPA remains enti rely legal.

The main thrust of the British Army continues to be against the
cathollcs. The defeat of the IRA is its priority number one, seen as
the precondition for freeing the SDLF trom pressure and maybe for
placating the Protestants. Far from keeping the peace, as
press says (and will say even more if there is a big UFF escalation
the British Army has only succeeded in hindering the Catholics’
self defence. Since the Army re-occupied the Catholic areas in
July 1972, assassination of Catholics has reached such proportions
that even normally Uncle Tom-ish Churchmen such as Cardinal
Conway (Primate of All Ireland) have denounced the complicity or

indifference of the British Army.

But the British authorities are not primarily concerned to save
Catholic lives. Indeed, there is massive evidence that army plain
clothes squads have been responsible for some of the random kil-
ling. Their goal is to stabilise the Assembly and ride out the
Orange backiash. They know that in the final analysis the QOrange
armed groups, murderous though they be, are impotent to threaten
Imperialist rule. They are no more than the last ditch defenders of
a form df rule that even the imperialists themselves no longer find
profitable or even serviceable. |f the Army does attempt to crack
down heavily on t.he UFF it will be for fear that Catholic reaction
to the new campaign will discredit the collaborationist SDLP among
Catholics, and strengthen the IRA.

The !RA on the contrary does challenge imperialism. It does it
in a Iimut(?d glnd inadequate way, unable to open up a second front
against Britain’s loyal capitalist garrison in the South, unable to
stop the increasingly repressive Southern ruling class aiding Brit-
ish imperialist occupation in te North.

Socialists in Britain must continue to demand and campaign for
the withdrawal of British troops. They have no right to interfere in
Ireland and they make the situation worse, not better. We must
support the right of the Catholics and thetr IRA militias to defend:
themsnlves against the UFF, its parent organisation the UDA, and
the Bi1tish Army.

the British
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TORIES’ \
TO SPLIT UP
UR CLASS

by Jack Price and Andrew Roberts

- ACCORDING to the ‘Economist’

the firemen’s pay victory has
left Phase 3 in. a pretty sorry
state. The settlement has in
fact given the firemen nationally
more than the £5 that the Glas-
gOW men were demanding. Fire-
men have won up to £8 a week,
and nearly half of this has been
based on the ‘‘unsocial hours’’
clause of phase 3. In Glasgow,
where the firemen were already
on a 48-hour week, the increases

range from £5.33 to £6.87 a week
plus an extra £2.48 ‘travel
allowance’.

Overall the settlement means
an increase of 19% — i.e. nearly
three times the phase 3 basic of
7%. And yet, even though they
have won 150% of their claim,
the firemen have not smashed
phase 3 in the same way as the
miners smashed the ‘7% norm’
last year by winning only 90% of
their claim.

DEAL

The government clearly saw
that the industrial action started
by the Glasgow men was spread-
ing fast. They could see that

the firemen would have a tremend-

ous amount of support from other
workers and they decided to con-
cede before a major struggle
developed.

The Fire Brigades Union,
which was negotiating a deal on
the basis of the phase 2 pay
code, quickly switched to the
phase -3 provisions and these
were stretched to the limit, so

- that the government can now

claim with some credibility that
the award was justified within
the terms of phase 3 and that
the action of the Glasgow fire-
men had nothing to do with it.
To understand why the gov-
ernment caved in so quickly and
what significance this has for
phase 3, it is necessary to look
at the Tory strategy as a whole.
Over the past year there can

be little doubt that the economy

has been through an upturn, but

this upturn is based on very

shaky foundations indeed. True,
profits have hit record levels,
but the increase in prices does
not truly reflect any increase in
production or investment.

PROFITS

Partially the boom in profits
has been a direct consequence
of Phases 1 and 2 successfully
restraining wages, so that take
home pay has on average just
kept pace with the official cost
of living index. This means that
any increases in productivity
through rationalisations or any
price increases directly give

' rise to increased profits. In as

much as there has been an
expansion of production, it has
been mainly due to the utilisat-
ion of spare capacity rather than

. increased investment.

In fact plant, materials, and

~lahour are now so fully utilised

~ thal o iuck of them is the major

o —— ——r

. constraint on the economy. All

the major manufacturing indust-
ries have full order books, but In
many cases are unable to deliver
the goods because of a shortage
of materials and labour.

For example, orders in the

i engineering industry are 50% up
} on last year and they are 33% up

in the construction industry.
Rut both industries are having
difficulty fulfilling the orders
because of a shortage of skilled
labour and such materials as
steel, bricks, and chemicals.
For the Tory government,
then, the major problem is how

to increase investment,
generally, and in particular in
the heavy industries.

When Heath talks about the
‘““.nacceptable face of capital-
ism’’, it isn’t just demagogy.
He must try to attract financiers
to invest in industry rather than
in such highly profitable but
unproductive swindles as land
speculation. But to make
industry profitable enough to
attract investment the govern-
ment has a number of contradict-
ory tasks. -

Firstly they have to control
wages. The Financial Times
reckons that wage increases
should be kept about the 10 to
129 mark and the Govemment

undoubtedly had a similar figure
in mind when they worked ouf
the phase 3 provisions. At the
same time, in a situation of
labour shortage, the important
sections of industry must be
allowed to attract labour by

offering higher wages. ANy such

competition is ruled out by a
rigid wage norm. |
However, the government
knows full well that, despite
the successes of phases 1 and2,
the working class is far from
defeated and is as strong as
ever. A more or less rigid con-
trol of wages has worked for
nearly a year now, but the
pressure on the working class
has been building up, and such
pressure can’t be applied
indefinitely without inflicting
major defeats on the class

RISK

Many lower paid workers are
now on a lower standard of liv-
ing than they were a year ago,
and to continue with a rigid pay
ceiling runs the risk of having
it blasted away as was the case
with the 7%% norm. |

So the ‘holes in the net’
which phase 3 provides - a sort
of ‘special case’ device in :
advance — have to be seen in
this setting, and they perform
more than one function. For
example, the ‘Economist’ states
that the ““unsocial hours’’
clause in phase 3 was actually
drafted by a National Coal Board
official and was included sp ec-
ifically in the hope of avoiding
an-all-out confrontation with the
miners. But for weaker sections.
of the working class the use of
this loophole to gain extra money
will mean an increase in shift
working and weekend working.

[ikewise with the productiv-
ity clauses. In an article in the
‘Financial Times’ Frank
Figgures, chairman of the Pay
Board, states that no incomes
policy can be based on product-
jivity dealing, since amployers
who want to attract a competit-
or's labour simply concoct
phoney deals in order to increase
the wages. No doubt under
phase 3 phoney deals will con-
tinue to be used in this way, but
for many workers any claim
above the 7% basic will have to
be justified in terms of increas-
ed production rates, {oss of tea

breaks, and the like.

The other important point
about these loopholes is that
they are negotiable. The govern
ment is throwing a sop to the
trade union leaders and giving
them back some of the tradition-
al bargaining role they lost
under phases 1 and 2. In fact
they hope that the Trade Union
leaders will actually become the
arbiters of how the cake allowed
under phase 3 is distributed.

The buying off of union lead-
ers in this way is not a matter
which can be taken lightly. The

most important struggles that
have taken place over wages
diiring the past few years have
been official strikes.

SOFT

An estimated figure for the
number of days lost through
strikes for 1973 is about a
quarter of the actual total for
1972, and yet the number of
unofficial strikes is the same
for both years. The govemment
doesn’t want big industrial
strikes such as the miners and
the railwaymen in 1972, and
instead they are offering the
union leaders a soft option.

On prices the Tories have
dropped the ideological camou-

flage that prices were being

controlled. In fact phase 3in
effect gives the go-ahead for
price increases for firms with a
profit margin of less than 10%
and for firms working at less
than full capacity, which are
coming up to full capacity.
Instead the new sugar coating
to the pill is threshold agree-
ments. Phase 3 provides for a
40p wage increase for every
point that the retail price index
rises above the seven-point '
threshold. .
But threshold agreements of
one sort or another have been in
operation in many industries and
it is well known that because of
increased taxation and loss of
state benefits when wages rise,
they never fully compensate for
price increases. On top of this,
the retail price index itself is

- by no means a measure of the

working class cost of living,
since for the majority of working
class families the basic necess-
ities, such as food, form a far
greater proportion of their budget
than allowed for by the retail
price index.

And anyway it does nothing
for a 7% increase in prices.

CLEAR

What then should be the
working class strategy for a
fight against phase 3 ? Firstly
it must be clear that the new
flexibility the Tories have opted

for is conditioned by the upturn

in the economy over the past
yvear, which certainly will not
lagt for ever.

There is no guarantee at all
that the Tories will succeed in
getting the financiers to put
sufficient money into industry.
At the moment they are having
the greatest difficulty just
making it profitable enough for
them o keep it in the country at
all.

The capitalist papers them-
selves talk about phase 3 as a
gamble. It is a gamble on the
world economic situation and a




And fndeed. given the trade figures

ior October and the fuel erisis, it
may be a gamble that is going
wrong already.

controlling wages. No nne should
think that because the firemen got
through the net before their struggle
got into top gear, that it wilf be as
easy for anyone else. The Torles
nave probably now offered the
miners the limits of what they had
prepared when drafting Phase 3.
Anythi ng more will require a major
struggle, which must take into
account all the lessons of solid-
arity, mass picketing and flying
ckets, that were learnt last year.
But the struggle this year
differs from that of last vear in one
decisive way. Up to now the Tory
attacks, both of the wage freeze
and of the legal type have all laid
jown the objective basis for a
united working class strugzele.
The only exceptions have been the
acialist Immigntion Laws, which
are in part designed to split the
slass. Phase 3, however, aims to
woid providing our class with a
rommon ground for unity. It is
levisive., It not only divides one
roup of workers from another, but
Uso one grade from another.

Because this was not the case
48t year, 1972 saw a definite
endency towards a General Strike.

The threat of a General Strike
last year obviously terrified the
Tories — not to mention the trade
union bureaucracy and the Labour
Party. With the divisiveness of

Applause for Glasgow firemen’s leaders — but Phase 3 survives their victory

S.W. CONFERENCE

Impressive Numbers - Barren Politics

The Industrial Conference
called on November 11th at Belle
Vue, Manchester, by ‘Socialist
Worker’, the paper of the Inter-
national Socialists (IS) could
hardly have shown a greater gap
between what was possible and
what happened.

The claimed objective of the
Conference was to build THE
Rank and File Movement. That
objective is certainly one which
needs to be achieved if the
working class is to develop its
strength and defeat tne attacks
levelled at it.

But if anyone went to the
Conference suspecting that it

was intended more as a publicity
and recruiting stunt for IS then
their suspicions would have been
confirmed. The ‘‘be recruited or
be damned’’ vision of the world
was clearly expressed by IS
leader, Tony Cliff's final summ-
ing up speech. But if the
message still had not sunk in,
the last sentence of the Confer-
ence resolution rubbed it in.
This made support of ‘Socialist
Worker’’ a policy plank of the

zhat the unity o

anaimly system they hope to
disstpate any chance of a General
Strike movement developing.

But we must admit that althoughi

Secondly phase 3 is still about there are a whole number of unpre-

jictable events that might upset

the Tory plans, we must recognise
f the working class

which came to the fore last year
will not be built up again without

hard work.

UNITY

To achieve this unity, three
basic elements are necessary.
Firstly we must struggle for a
genuine reduction in<hours

Although there are different claims

going in - and we do not count-

erpose our demand to any establi-

shed claim - there should be a
general struggle for a 30 hour
week.

The demand for a 30 hour
week must not remain something
that appears in a claim as a
negotiating pawn, to be dropped
when the going gets tough. It
must be at the farefrant of any
struggle, particularly since,

unuke wage rises, it is a gain which

cannot be eroded by inflation.

Tha engineers’ claim for a 35 hour
week is a step in the right direct-

ion - if the officials take it
seriously this time!

We must also demand a HIGH
NATIONAL, MINIMUM RASIC

WAGE LINKED TO THE COST OF
LIVING. Let the Tories junk

new movement.

Seeing as not a word about
women workers and redundancy
could be found in the resolution
(and the struggles against
racialism mentioned only as an
after-thought amendment) the
sheer sectarianism of this stands
out sharply.

For those who remember the
SLL’s All Trade Union Alliance
(or does it still .exist?) the
wamning should be plain enough.

But if sectarianism and the

““Come to Jesus'’’ jamboree spirit

made up the dominant tone of the

Conference it was not accidental.

It. was because these methals
act as a cover up and second
rate substitute for political dis-
cussion, political analysis and
political programme.

The barrenness of the major-
ity of speeches was complement-
ed by the exclusion of any
speeches against the Conference
resolution (one speech for, none
agajnst - and you thought the
Liaison Committee was bad?),
and the lack of any speeches
about anything but wages - bar

their hypocritical rubbish about
wanting to help the lower paid
(like the hospital workers whom
they froze out last time round).

We know they have no intention of
helping these workers. We say
make this a part of your claim.
The TUC and the Labour Party
say they support this policy. Let
them support it NOW. It is needed
now, it must be fought for now!

Thirdly comes the question of

organisation. Every claim needs a

fighting force; every demand needs
its militant organisation. Where
sections of the working class are
engaged in the front line struggle,
we have to give them organised
solidarity. That: means solidarity
blacking, solidarity picketing and
collections. If such organisation
can be kept up between strikes
then so much the better, but the
main focus must be on the immed-
iate struggles.

The second part of the organ-
isational tasks {s to build a
NATIONAL RANK AND FILE
MOVEMENT. This is a must.
The scope and depth of the strugg-
es facing our class, calls on us
to unite to beat back the Tory
attacks and clear out those who
prefer the comforts of their
bureaucratic posts to fighting.
The first step in this direction has
got off to a poor start politically
(see report on SWindustrial
conference) but the fact that it
found such ready response should
give us great hopes and clear
lessons for the building of such a
mo vement.

the one which embarrassed the
organisers enough to amend their
resolution.

The subject matter of the
Conference was supposed to be
in two parts: Phase 3 and
Building the Rank and File
movement. Unfortunately no
analysijs of Phase 3 was made
and no perspectives for the Rank
and File movement were discuss-
ed. It is equally .unfortunate
that many of the workers speaking,
workers who no doubt understand
their own industries and areas
pretty well, did not give others
much of an insight into the
balance of forces over the country

as a whole,
Those not bowled over by the

rally atmospere will have left very
disappointed. With an attendance
of over 24 thousand and many
trade, industrial and factory groups
represented, the size of the missed
chance, the extent to which self-
congratulation and self-satisfact-
ijon shoved all seriousness to the
side, must serve to teach us a

bitter lesson. .
Jack Price

NEWS REPORTS are making
clearer and clearer what the
Chilean junta’s altemative to
supposed ‘Marxist dictatorship’
is.... fascist-type dictatorship.

Trade unions have been
dissolved. The factories are
being policed by fascist-type
unions run by the employers.
Landlords are retaking land
distributed under the Unidad
Popular’s land reforms.

Militants are being weeded
out of the factories. The junta
has described the neo-Nazi
‘Fatherland and Liberty’ organ-
isation as the ‘‘vanguard’ in
this ‘‘anti-Marxist struggle’’.
Besides workers sacked from
their factories, thousands more
are unemployed as a result of a
ban on street traders in Santiago
{for the henefit of established
shopkeepers).

The newly unemployed are
invited to go to work on the land
in labour camps. ' Meanwhile the
junta has increased the standard
working week by four hours.

Even according to the junta’s
official statements, 3 500 politi-
cal prisoners are being held and
a concentration camp has been
set up in Chacabuco. The paper
L e Monde on 13 November pub-
lished the latest testimony from

§ one of the junta's prison camps.

At Quiriquina, prisoners were
made to stand with their arms
raised for 15 hours. 15 prison-
ers were shot to discourage the
others from flagging or rebelling.
All prisoners were subject to
torture. Those who had taken
part in resistance actions had
fingers, arms, hands, ears, Or
genitals cut off, or eyes gouged
out, and were then bayonetted to
death — all in front of the other

prisoners.

SURVIVAL

But even this vile massacre
does not make the junta secure.
The junta cannot physically
destroy the whole working class
of Chile. Already leading fig-
ures of the major capitalist party,
th'e Christian Democrats, after
their full support for the coup,
are trying to secure their futures
with mild criticism of the
junta. Evidently they are not
confident in the survival of a
regime whose political intellig-
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THE FOLLOWING people are defin-
itely known to be Imprisoned or In
grave danger in Chile:

fLUIS CORVALAN LEPE, Gen. Sec

JChilean Communist Party; CARLOS
ALTAMIRANO, Gen. Sec. Chilean

soclalist Party; MIGUEL ENRIQUES,
lawyer of the Chilean Movement of
the Revolutionary Left; LUIS VIT-
ALE, Marxist professor at Concep-
cion University; JAIME BARRIOS,
economic alde to Allende; JUAN
LECHIN, Bolivian trade union
leader: ELSA PENA vda. HERNAN-
DEZ, wife of Dominican revolution-
ist Homero Hemandez; EMMA DE
TORRES, leader of defence efforts

| for Bolivian political prisoners.
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3/ Act now fo
stop Chile
bloodbath

ence {s shown by the fact that

it calls the ‘Washington Post’

(an American capitalist news-
paper with politics something
like the ‘Times’ or the ‘Guardian’)
— the ‘Washington Pravda’.

Resistance has been driven
underground. In San Antonio,
when dockers tried to refuse to
discharge boats, the junta
simply had six militants shot
and forced the dockers back to
work.

But, underground, the resist-
ance continues. This is clear
from the junta’s announcements
of frequent executions of *sub-
versives’ and occasional military
operations, like a 15-man
guerilla attack on army barracks
in Temuco (10 November).

The junta's friends have
rallied round promptly. The
junta and the US have agreed to
reach a solution over compensat-
ion for nationalised US compan-
ies. The US-dominated Internat-
ional Monetary Fund has sent a
delegation to Chile to arrange
economic aid. The Brazilian
military dictatorship has agreed
to give aid.

SOLIDARITY

Extensive solidarity action
against the junta is also under-
way. 10000 marched in London
on November 4th. The Scottish
district committee of the Confed-
eration of Shipbuilding and Eng-
ineering Unions has requested

the CSEU executive to use its
influence to prevent four ships
now in British shipyards being
delivered to the junta.

Liverpool dockers are refus-
ing to unload a Chilean ship now
in Liverpool docks, and tugboat
men are refusing to take it out.
The Liverpool City Council has
decided not to purchase any
Chilean goods until the complete
returmn of political and civil rights
in Chile and the abandonment of
imprisonment without trial.
Solidarity commitiees are being
set up.

If we push forward these
solidarity actions energetically,
we can in the first place save
the lives of hundreds of militants
in Chile’s concentration camps;
and try to make sure that the
triumph of the ‘‘anti-Marxist
struggle’’ is short-lived.

BELOW: Santiago’s Stadium. The survivors are now in concentration canps
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Also, HUGO GONZALES MOS-
COSO, |leader of Bolivian POR
(Combate); GUILLERMO LORA,
leader of Bolivian POR (Masas);
PATRICIO GUSSMAN, Chilean film-
maker; MARIA ESTER GILIO, Arg-
entinian lawyer and journalist; and
GUSTAVO BEGHAUT, ULRICK
JOLY, ANNA NAPOLEON & MARIA
DO SOCORRO SOARES, Latin
American pollitical refugees.
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Telegrams demanding the release
of people In Chile’s Jalls and con
centration camps should be addres-
sed to General Augusto Plnochet
c/0 The Chilean Embassy, 3 Hamii-
ton Place, London W.1
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AROVE: regular meetings and
discussions have involved all

the glant demonstration In
September through Besancon.

FRENCH WORKERS

LEARNING FROM LIP

I'T IS NOW over six months since
the workers of the watchmaking
factory of LLIP in France occup-
ied their workplace in protest at
proposed plans for closing down
certain sections and making the
workforce there redundant.

It has become one of the long-

est lasting strikes in France and
a focus of attention not only for
the French working class move-
ment but also for many trade un-
ionists and militants in other
countries.

Thousands of workers have

rallied behind the banner of the
LIP occupation. The town of
Besancon itself, where the fact-
ory is situated, has seen many
demonstrations of solidarity, and
the last major turnout attracted
over 70,000 militants, trade un-
jienists and revolutionaries, who
marched through the town in

a steady downpour of rain.

It was back in April that the

LLIP workers heard of secret
plans for the ‘restructuring’ of
the company — a polite way of
saying that 200 would be laid off
in order to boost sagging profits.

At first they marched, leaflet-

ed, and held meetings, refusing
to accept that they should be the
fall-guy for the fact that the
factory wasn’t making as much
profit for the bosses as they
wanted. It wasn’t even, they felt,
just a question of a job, but of
friendships, a way of life, which
were to be cut off abrubtly at an
employer's whim.

The turning point came when,

The Lip affalr is something
‘ else again. Calmly and with-
out creating any great distress,
It is denying or transforming
property rights; it is bringing to
light a great weakness on the
part of the employers; it is show-
Ing that public power and justice
can pe defied or even mocked,
and it Is doing all this with the
moral support of the greater part
of the population, and we repeat,
i1t Is doing it caimly.”’

(from an article In a French Emp-
loyers’ magazine)

Lip |s the most disturbing
social conflict ... because

the continued operation of the

factory after, in essence, a rob-
bery of the shareholders, calis
into question the principles of
authority, of property, of respon-
sibillty, of respect for cofitracts
... which are at the very base of
our economic system and of our
commerclal law.

on June 19th, they took over the
factory and coutilsued to produce
watches to pay their wages.
These watches have been sold
at retail prices, mainly through
trade union organisations.

For French capitalism, the
LIP experience has been disturb-
ing. First, of course, it upsets
them to have their plans for
‘their’ works defied. Then, there
has been the sight of these work-
ers democratically running their
working environment at daily
meetings, breaking down the div-
isions and pecking orders that
the bosses had carefully built
up over the years, and breaking
down also the ;nyth that without
managers everything would stop.

Theft?

Also, the LIP workers blithely
selling off their praducts went
to the very heart of capitalist rel-

ationships. For, according to
bosses’ law, this was theft. Yet

how could they be ‘stealing’ the
very watches that they had just

made themselves?
Thus this was more than just

another local strike in a small
provincial town, and the Pompi-
dou regime soon set about trying
to destray this threat to the syst-
em it runs for French capitalism.
Various overtures were made to
the strikers, but the main demand
~ NO REDUNDANCIES — has
not yet been met and the workers

i
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are absolutely adamant that no
jobs be lost.

On August 14th the state
played its main card. CRS riot &
strike police, who had been in
the town since the start of the

occupation, stormed and touk over

the factory while the vast major-
ity of the strikers were away on
holiday.

Buf contingency plans had
been made, and some vital mach-
inery hidden away. When the
strikers returned they were able
to set up a ‘production line’ in a

nearby building and carry on prod-

uction, despite intimidation by
the CRS.

The state’s next move was to
start a series of negotiations in
an attempt to take the heat out
of the situation. These negotiat-
ions, which have now broken
down, involved the government,
the CFDT (social democratic
trade union federation) the CGT
(the Communist Party led trade
union federation) and represent-
atives of the LIP occupation.

But at no time was the govern-
ment representative, Giraud, pre-
pared to meet any of the workers’
demands (which also included a
guarantee of continued payment
of wages). All the proposals put
forward by the government in-
volved some redundancies, and
were declared to be unacceptable
by the LIP workers.

While the government was try-
ing everything it knew to force a
deal through, the CFDT and CGT

‘lf the fight if becoming -pol-

itical’, as they say, it’s sim-

ply because the more you go on,
the more things you realise. Work-
ers are not stupid: we know
what’s been going on behind our
backs. ..
ience exactly what the multi-
national companies are like, the
way big capital Is linked up
across frontlers. .. so, If you
want to insist that the L IP work-
ers are more ‘political’ than at
the beginning, of course it’s
true! But whose fault is that?
(Charies Plaget, member of Lip

we know from exper-

Action Commlittee)

What’s been happening here
is only a small example, It’s

exactly what everybody’s got to
do now. ... the echo will be
heard In the car factories at

Sochaux, at Renault and other
places: the worke:s are thinking,
they’r. thinking about thelr work,

and they’re realising that things

could be otherwise.
(Member of Lip Action Cttee.)

J

Lip workers in decisions about
their struggle. RIGHT: part of

(particularly the CGT) were not
exactly backing the strikers to.
the hilt. All along, the CGT bur-
eaucrats have been prepared to
make concessions even on the
redundancy question.

So far, these backstabbing
attempts have been stalied by
the firm determination of the str-
ikers and the strength of the sol-
idarity movement. The official
unions have also been at pains
to head off this movement, as
they are really much happier to
gsee the struggle confined to the
negotiating table.

As an illustration of their tac-
tics we need only look at the big
solidarity demonstration in Bes-
ancon on September 29th. The
CGT, instead of pulling out all
the stops for a massive mobilis-
ation confined itself to calling
out its members in the immediate

area of Besancon — claiming the
actionwas ‘regional’.

Both the CFDT and the CGT
made the usual slanders about
the groups to the left of the Com-
munist Party and in fact created
a ‘red scare’ in the town with
their ravings about, ‘‘ultra left
adventurism’’. In fact it is the
groups to the left of the CP, part-
icularly the comrades around
Rouge’ (formerly members of the
banned Ligue Communiste) who
have consistently mobilised sup-
port and solidarity for the LIP
strikers, and helped to broadcast
the lessons of their struggle —
that workers must not be made to
pay the cost, in lost jabs and
disrupted lives, for the bosses’
mistakes, or be thrown onto the
scrap heap according to the fluct-
uations of the capitalist market.

John Cunningham

‘POLITICAL MURDER

IN NORTHERN

IRELAND’

New Penguin Special reviewed by

AUSTEN MORGAN

WITH THE present escalation of
Orange terror in Northern Ireland,

it would seem that the publicat-
ion by Penguin of a Special on
‘“Political Murder in Northern

Ireland’’ (45p) might give a time-

ly analysis.
However, anyone seeking an

intelligent analysis will probably

be sadly disappointed.
The political ‘naivete’ of the
authors, Dillon and Lehane (of

the Belfast Telegraph) has to be
read to be believed. Clearly, too

many free drinks and dinners
from suave and sophisticated
Sandhurst trained army press

officers have affected their sense

of reason and judgment.

Even by the standards of their

profession, generally biased to-
wards the status quo, this book

is a bad piece of hack work. The

case of the Catholics of Northem
Ireland is ignored, Protestant
assassins are virtually treated as
freedom fighters, and the British
Army comes out of its four years
in Northern Ireland like the prov-
erbial knights in shining armour.

The book is not in fact about
‘political murder’ as the title
suggests, but rather an account
of the campaign of indiscriminate
civilian assassination, originally
referred to by the police as ‘mot-
iveless murders’ but now called
‘sectarian murders’.

Of 198 deaths recorded up to
August of this year, the large
majority of which took place in
the preceding 18 months, the
authors attribute 42 to the IRA
and 142 to Protestant organisat-
ions. The British Amy géts the
credit for two.




THE PHONEY PEACE which has
been operating in South Vietnam
since the so-called settlement
signed at the beginning of the
year looks as if it might be com-
ing to an ‘end.

Full scale battles involv-
ing tanks and artillery have been
fought out near the Cambodian
border and South Vietnamese jets
have bombed two towns control-
led by the Provisional Revolut-
ionary Govemment (PRG), killing
100 people.

In fact, the fighting never
stopped. According to Saigon fig-
ures, many thousands have been
killed in fighting duririg the past
six months. The South Vietnam-
ese have now withdrawn from the
peace talks in Paris and the
PRG is boycotting the military
ceasefire talks which are held in
Vietnam itself.

Already in March Nixon was
threatening to recontinue bomb-
ing in Vietnam. In May, the PRG
alleged that US bombers had start-
ed to operate once more. And dur-
ing the very recent fighting,
Saigon declared that they consider
tha 'ncw US Air Force intervent-
ion cannot be considered as a
breach with the January agree-
ments.’ .

No one can say with any cert-
ainty whether the increased tempo
of the fighting will lead to a res-
umption of full scale war. Presid-
ent Thieu of South Vietnam has
appeared on television making a
demagogic appeal for national
unity in preparation for the ‘com-

VIETNAM

THE BLOODY

munist offensive’, while the PRG
themselves deny any plans for a
general offensive and putthe
blame on the South Vietnamese
for any violations of the cease-
fire. |

But who actually started the
recent outbreak of fighting has
little meaning and even less int-
erest. The fact is that fighting
has been going on ever since the
ceasefire was signed. The agree-
ment, which was supposed to
provide for an end to hostilities
and progress towards free elect-
ions in the South, does not prov-
ide any solution to the issues
which have kept Vietnam in a
near-constant state of warfare
since the Second World War.

For the North Vietnamese and
the PRG@G, the agreement was a
compromise, which they were
forced to concede by the terrible
toll of US bombing of the North,
and by heavy pressure from Mos-
cow and Peking. It was a comp-
romise which left the Thieu reg-
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assassinations in Ulster is the
story of the Praotestant backlasl':’
(p. 24). The backlash was the
response of Ulster Protestants
to the demands of the minority
Catholic population, initially
for civil rights and then for the
abolition of the Orange state.
Having been deprived of their
traditional instrument of repress
fon — the B Specials — the Prot-
estant groups had to do the job
themselves.

‘Anger’

‘*The anger, the bittemess of
a people who felt their only
crime had been loyalty , was
translated into the most ruthless
and dedicated .campaign of civil-
ian killings that had been seen
in westem since the
second World Wer The Protest-
ant backlash had been a long
time coming, but when it finally
came it made its presence felt
with a vengeance that only the
righteous can inflict’’ (p. 26).

But the authors’do not object-
ively look at reality to see who
is the oppressor and who the
oppressed, who is the exploiter
and who the exploited, who has
an interest in maintaining the
status quo and who has little or
mothing to lose by fighting it If
they had done this then their

**The stofy of the sectarisn  ‘Protestant backlash could be

CEASEFIRE

irr}e in control of most of South
Vietnam and all the most import-

-ant towns and cities. -

The result is that the Thieu,
regime continues to survive.

In terms of popular support or
eeconomic independence, the
South Vietnamese state is a bad
joke. But in terms of its military
hardware and the size of its
army and air force the Americans
have built it up into one of the
most powerful defenders of US
interests in the world. Since the
ceasefire, Saigon has received
(according to PRG sources)
500,000 tons of US arms and mun-
itions, 600 aeroplanes, 600 arm-

oured vehicles and 600 pieces
of artillery. |
But although the US can arm
the South Vietnamese to the
teeth it cannot begin to solve
any of the problems. Economic-
ally South Vietnam is still dep-
endent on American money,and
the amount of home production

of agricultural and industrial
eoods is pitiful. -

Ia fact only a minority of the
potential ‘‘active population®’’
are actually involved in product-
ion, whether it be agriculture or
industry. Instead, the major ‘occ-
upational categories’ include a
standing army of 1.1 million,

0.3 million political prisoners, -
and half a million prostitutes'!

An inevitable result is a
massive trade deficit and roaring
inflation. Manufactured goods

have increased in price by 50%
since the beginning of the year
and the price of rice has doubled.
It is now the rice shortage which
is throwing the Thieu regime
into yet another crisis.

South Vietnam once had some
of the most fertile land in Asia
and was a major exporter of rice.
But the American bombing has
rendered large areas of land in-
fertile, and, more important,
large numbers of peasants have
been taken off the land and herd-

simated in some sort of historic-
al perspective.

Instead Dillon and L.ehane
focus on how militant Protestants
think at presert. From this,
they derive not only an under-
standing, but also a justificat-
ion, for what is a vicious
murder campaign, aimed not only
at active Republicans but at the
entire Catholic community. Of
the 142 victims attributed to.
Protestants only one may have

" been a member of the IRA and

his killing was more by chance
than design. |

Referring to the UFF which
emerged in June of this year,
and who ritually knifed to death
a SDLP senator and a Protestant
woman friend, the authors write
‘‘‘they) consist of dedicated
Protestant Ulster militants mot-
ivated by a high idealism. They
were the first militant Protestant
group to formulate and articulate
a cogent and compelling
justification of their actions®’
(p. 280). .

The “‘cogent and compelling
justification is yet another vari-
ant on a ‘‘two Irish nations’’
theory. This claptrap says thatl
there are two nations in Treland,
Protestant and Catholic, and
that each has the right to its own
nation state. In reality it serves
to justify the power and privi-
leges of the Protestant populat-

ion at the expense of Catholics.
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Just what one Protestant
thinks of her Catholic neigh-
bours is clearly illustrated by a
letter published in the UDA
Bulletin of February 1972. ' The
writer asks ‘‘Why have (Protest-
ants) not started to hit back in
the only way these nationalist
hastards understand ? That is,
ruthless, indiscriminate killing...
1f I had a flame-thrower 1 would
roast the slimy excreta that pass
for human beings’’. Of such
stuff are freedom fighters made!

The UFF see some similar-
ity between the Ulster and
Middle East situation, casting
themselves in the role of the
Israelis. ' Because they are under
attack from ‘Arab terrorists’

(the Catholic population) ruth-
less ¢ c ounter-terrorist’ meas-
ures are called for. Innocent
Catholics are legitimate victims
because they passively acquiesce
in the activities of the IRA.

Analogy

It is the UFF itself which
has drawn this analogy about
its own activities. Dillon and
ILehane become preposterous
when assessing the militant
Protestants’ understandingof
their position. “If this state.
ment (comparing themselves
with the Israelis) is to be taken

.

reason not to do so — the UFF
would appear to be a fundament-
ally non-sectarian body’’ ()

Yet at the same time the
Provos are seen as ‘sectarian’,
not because they have killed in-
nocent Protestants, but by
‘‘shooting members of the RUC
and UDR (Ulster Defence Regim-
ent)'’. The Provos ‘*have never
appreciated that to the average
Protestant in the province the
killing of soldiers, UDR and RUC
RUC men, has always been a
sectarian act. ..'’ Sectarianism
is therefore what the Protestants
think it is.

If the authors have been
myopic about the Protestan{ mil-
itants they have been positively
blind about the British Army.
They attribute ‘categorically’
only two deaths to the army out
of the 198 cases they examined.
‘A more down-to-earth interpret-
ation of the known facts of Army
involvement in shootings’’ they
claim ‘‘is to be found basically
in the explanations the Army
themselves gave for every one.”’
And if you believe that . ...

Dillon and Liehane note the
fact that the notorious Brigadier
Frank Kitson was the supreme
army commander for the Belfast
area between 1970 and 1972.
They also note, and find signif-
icant, that Kitson, because of

his views on and experience in

at face value — and there is no
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ed into makeshift compounds
around the towns.

Now, South Vietnam has to
rely on American financed imp-
orts for its rice. The Americans
promised 375,000 tons of rice, -
but have only delivered 305,000
tons. As a result Thieu is now
having to requisition rice from
those peasants still working the
land.

These peasants are not paid
for their rice in piastres (which
have been devalued seven times

‘this year already) but in even

more worthless government tok-
ens. Also, the requisitioning

has often left the peasants with-
out{ enough to feed their own fam-
ilies and naturally they are cut-
ting down on production.

In this situation profiteering
and corruption are as rife as ever
— indeed one of the major scand-
als at the moment concems the
illegal trafficking of rice to PRG
controlled areas.

The treaty which was signed
at the beginning of this year has
meant a temporary lease of life
for the corrupt, entirely artificial
Vietnamese state.

It was a treaty imposed by
American might and which offers
no solution at all for the people
of South Vietnam.

American imperialism has no
right to impose Its solutions on
Vietnam, and the PRG and the
North Vietnamese have every
right to put an end to the Americ-
an-sponsored South Vietnamese

State. Paul Itize

WV Freedom for NLF prisoners — but Thieu stlil holds over 300,000 political prisoners
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‘bounterins&rgenéy ’, was slotted

in above more senior (and more
traditional) military men to try
out his new theories — of defeat-
ing the guerilla fighter by play-
ing him at his own game. It is
¢1so true that the army has a
element capable of engaging in a
civilian assassination campaign,
and plenty of motivation to do so.

Army

Yet they still refuse to draw
the conclusion from this, and
from the massive amount of fact-
ual and circumstancial evidence,
that the army did engage in such
a campaign, their main reasoning
being that Kitson ‘‘does not in
his book refer to political ass-
assination..."”

But this is no argument at all
— not even Kitson could have got
away with recommending civilian
assassination in his military

manual. |
The authors, however, do rev-

eal that there are ‘‘Shoot on |
sight’’ photographs pinned up in
military barracks. So, if you just
happen to look like a Provo on
the Wanted list — too bad ...
But, last words should go to
the authors themselves: ‘‘.history
would tend to suggest that the
instant judgments made on insur-
gents at the time are not always
borne out in the long term view.’’
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FOR WELL OVER a year and a half now the ‘rent rebel’ counciliors of Clay Cross have been holding out
against the attempts of the Tory government to bludgeon and force them into implementing the so-called
“’Fair Rent®® Act.

The defiant stand of the eleven councillors has been an oasis in the desert of capitulation to this
attack on the working class. Labour Council after Labour council up and down the country gave in when
the pressure became too great — and many did not even bother to put up a token resistance.

Despite the fact that the councillors were only carrying out official Labour Party policy, the Party
rafused to back them and they were left to fight the Tories more or less on their own — though help and
support on an unofficial level has come from other tenants and from the working class movement.

The stand that Clay Cross has taken, though apparently quite isolated, has had its impact on whole
sections of the working class. Even the Labour Party has been forced by rank and file pressure to declare
support for the eleven councillors. At the last Labour Party conference a whole string of resolutions was
put through criticising the NE C for their position on Clay Cross. Under such pressure even the sell-out
merchants of the E xecutive were forced to put on the appearance of supporting the Councillors.

But as a measure of how much, or how little, the Labour Party NEC actua lly intend to support Clay
Cross, it has only to be noted that they are refusing to put up a fighting fund for the rebel councillors.
As usual, paper support costs nothing and at least gives the impression that something is being done.

Now the Tories have admitted defeat in their attempt to bully and threaten the Council into implement-
ing the Housing Finance Act. Some 6 weeks ago, a Housing Commissioner was sent in to ‘take over’.

‘Many other councils, after an initial refusal to implement, caved in when threatened with the Housing
Commissioner. But, as GEORDIE BARCLAY found out when he went to Clay Cross to talk to one of the
eleven, Clir. DAVE NUTTALL, the Housing Commissioner is in fact nothing like the unbeatable figure so
feared by such fainthearts, What Ciay Cross has shown in the last few weeks is that if you are determined
to fight, then there are ways round each new obstacle.

Clay Cross dic
‘implement the

DESRITE the fact that a fair
amount of publicity was expended
on the arrival of the Housing
Commissioner (the capitalist
press having previously said
little or nothing about the strug-
gle at Clay Cross), his arrival
has made no difference to the fun-
ctioning of the Council and has
not affected at all their determ-
ination to continue to fight the
Rent Act.

Nuttall was adamant abott
this. The Commissioner had been
refused all facilities, and Nuttall
thought this,,for a start, would
make his job impossible. ‘‘He
can hardly do the job from Henley
on Thames’’ (where he has an
office now). Under no circum-
stances would the Commissioner
be given an office, a phone, staff
or any facilities or help in Clay
Cross.

As far as the council is con-
cermned, the only thing that the
Commissioner can do is to look
at the books, as these are public
property open to anyone who
wishes to look at them.

When the Housing Commiss-
ioner arrived, one of the first
.things he was reported to have

Dave Nuttall at Stanton steelworkers’
demonstration last year

said was that ‘‘lots of tenants
were paying more rent than they
need to because some of them
could claim rent rebates.’’ But
Nuttall told me he had no idea

where these figures came from.
The commissioner had only been

in Clay Cros5 about 10 minutes
when he made this statement.

‘*Not only could he nothave
had time to look at the rent rec-
ords, but he certainly couldn’t
have known the incomes of the
tenants — which is necessary
to calculate rebates under the
Housing Finance Act. The man
is either a genius or a complete
bluffer.’’

‘‘If he had taken time to look
at the rents he would have found
that the average rent is £1.50: at
this level of rent, only a very
tiny number of people could qual-
ify for a rebate’’.

Nuttall thought that in any
case the councillors had a sim-
ple answer to these splitting
tactics — *‘as the Housing Com-
missioner thinks our rents are
too high for lots of tenants, we
are seriausly considering giving
all tenants a decrease. That
should keep the Commissioner
happy and no doubt it will please
our tenants.’’

Could the council be by-
passed? I asked what would hap-
pen if the Commissioner instruct-
ed the rent collectors to collect
the increase? Nuttall emphas-
ised that the rent collectors are
council employees and would be
instructed by the council to col-
lect only the rent which the
council decided.

The council is still being ful-
ly supported by the mass of ten-
ants: in the recent total rent
strike called by the councillors,
847 paid no rent at all. During
the strike, street committees
were set up, with attendance of
30 — 70 people per street.

The Housing Commissioner, a
Mr. Patrick Hillington, has a
pension of £5,000 a year, and on
top of that, for each day he
attends at Clay Cross, he gets
£40. This must make him one of
the highest paid robbers in his-

tory — with the possible except-
ion of Sir John Donaldson of the
NIRC. But Nuttall observed that
the Tories must think it worth-
while “‘seeing as the total amount
of rent owing (according to the
Commissioner) is now about

£91 000 — about £90 per tenant’.

Nuttall thinks that the situat-
ion in Clay Cross could easily
have been avoided ‘‘because if
other local authorities, even a
minute number like 6 .or 7 and
one or two big boroughs, had ref-
used to implement, the Tory gov-
ernment would have been in real
trouble because the Housing Fin-
ance Act would have become a
non-entity.’’

And so, it seems, would the
pay laws if everyone followed
the example of Clay Cross. The
council has just given its empl-
oyees a rise of between £3.50
and £5 a week. ‘‘We’re treating
the Pay Board in exactly the
same way as the Housing Fin-
ance Act.’’

I wondered how the strain of
being up against the Tory system
was affecting the Councillors.
Each faces a Surcharge of around
£7,000 — a tidy sum for these 11
working people — and the pros-
pect of being barred from future
office. But Dave Nuttall seemed
quite unconcerned. Would he try
to pay the fine? ‘‘Don’t be bloody
silly Geordie — I’ve got no
money’’. Dii he fear going to
jail? “*No. I've got too much
faith in the trade union movement
for any fear on that score. Be-
sides, I doubt whether the Tories
would risk trying to jail us —
they haven’t yet forgotton the
Pentonville Five and are hardly
going to want a Clay Cross 1170~

So, the message coming from
this north Derbyshire village 1s
that the fight goes on — fines,
commissioners or whatever. If
Dave Nuttall is anything to go by,
the leaders of this fight are in a
relaxed and confident mood.
Their slogan is as true today as
it was at the start - - WE WIL L
NOT IMPLEMENT THE RENT
ACT!
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THE RENT STRIKE in Boiton
is now 12 months old, and the
handful of tenants who are still
refusing to pay the ‘‘Fair Rent”’
increase are more than £40 in
arrears.

What happened during the
course of those 12 months is
fairly typical of what happened
up and down the couniry, andis
worth looking at in some detail.

Prior to last October, only
one estate in the town was organ-

ised. Even this was difficult
~ enough to achieve, as local Lab-
our councillors were loudly
boasting that they would go to
jail rather than implement the
Act, and therefore the town had
no need of Tenants Associations.

Labour in Bolton came to

power very largely on the strength

of these boasts, yet they backed
down at the last minute with all
the other Liabour councils, leav-
ing the tenants only two or three
weeks in which to organise the
other estates.

By October, after an intens-
ive campaign of marches, petit-
ions and rebate form burning,
seven tenants associations were
operating and more thar: five
hundreds tenants (by official fig-
ures) witheld the rent increase.

Many Liabour councillors
reacted immediately by saying
that they could not support pub-
lic ““law-breaking’’, and the Lab-
our council as a whole declared
their intention of ‘‘helping"’
Rolton’s tenants by ‘‘lessening
the effects of Fair Rents.”

SPLIT

They appealed for a special
dispensation and succeeded in
getting the original £1 a week
inerease reduced to 75p, which
they then treated as an average
increase, keeping some 1ncreases
at £1 and reducing others to as
little as 20p, with a whole
range of different levels in bet-
ween. The immediate effect of
this was to split the tenants
movement in half, dividing the
tensnts in newer property, pay-
ing the big increases, from the
ones in older property, whose
increase was now reduced.

Next came an intensive ‘‘You
may be eligible for a rent rebate’’
campaign which split us up even
further — those getting rebates
and those paying full rent.

By Christmas the numbers
had dwindled to around 150. Then
came the Council’s Provisional
Fair Rent Assessments and a
public campaign by the Labour
Party for tenants to ‘*qppeal’’
against their particular assess-
ment. The tenants Associations
managed to fight off support for
this manoeuvre within their own
ranks, but some damage had
been done: and when the predict-
ably low assessments were pub-
lished the rent strike dwindled
even further as many tenants
mistook the provisioné&l asSSESS.
ment (set by the council) for the
actual Fair Rent (yet to be ass-
essed by the Government’s Rent

Scrutiny Board).

APPEALS

Throughout all this period
the Tenants Associations had
conducted a continuous camp-
aign, publishing leaflets and in-
formation, holding meetings and
organising rent office pickets.
All the major trade union branch-
es were circularised and their
offices invited to joint Trade
Union-Tenants meetings. None
ever came.

In fact the local secretary
of the AUEW is himself a council
tenant, yet at no time did he res-
pond to appeals for solidarity
action fram the tenants, nor did
he himself go on rent strike.

An application by the Ten-
ants Federation to join the
Trades Council was greeted
with the curt reply ‘“Tenants
Asscciations are not eligible for

...Bolton's
| abour

council did

affiliation to the Trades Council
By the spring, only six ten-
ants were left on rent strike and
the Authority felt strong enough
to act against them. Bailiffs
appeared withouf warning at the

homes of the six tenants and fur-

niture and other goods were con-
fiscated to pay off the arrears.

The bailiffs did their job en-
thusiastically, taking far more
than was needed to pay for the
arrears, and in one case confis-
cating everything the tenant had.
But even then the local officials
had underestimated the fight still
left in the tenants movement.

Within four days a demonstrat-
ion was organised and attended
by 500 tenants. The case attract-
ed TV and press coverage, and
by the following week the offic-
ials backed down and the goods
were returned.

DENIED

At the time, Labour council-
lors were quick to assure tenants
leaders that it was not their agit-
ation or their demonstration that
had caused the officials to back
down, but the action of ‘‘symp-
athetic’’ Labour councillors be-
hind the scenes. This of course
was said in private. |

But at the next council meet-
ing an altogether different story
emerged, The Tories accused
Labour of putting pressure on
local officials. Very much rattled
those very same ‘‘sympathetic’’
L.abour councillors couldn’t deny
the charge strongly enough, and
announced themselves to be op-
posed to all rent strikes.

In fact they went even further
and claimed that ‘‘had it not
been for their responsible action
earlier in the year the situation
cculd have been far worse.”

For once they were telling
the truth.

Nelll Duftield at Clay Cross rally

HOW A RENT STRIKE
WAS DERAILED

Liabour's action, right from
the beginning, had had the effect
of stabbing the tenants’ mcve-
ment in the back. The eventual
outcome of their ‘lessening the
effects of Fair Rents’’ will be
negligible, yet its immediate
result was to kill off the one
chance tenants had of throwing
out ‘‘Fair Rents’’ lock, stock
and barrel.

VILLAINS

Whether tenants could have
succeeded in doing this without
widespread Trade Union support
remains doubtful. Yet with a
strong and militant tenants’
movement organising effective
rent strikes throughout the coun-
try the Trade Union movement
would inevitably have been
drawn into the struggle whether
its leaders wished it or not.

The villains of the piece
emerge clearly. On the onehand
the Labour Party — both locally
and nationally — and on the other
the trade union bureaucracy. .

The Tories are probably cont-
ent enough to establish ‘‘Fair
Rents’’ in principle for the mom-
ent. Their success in holding
down wages reduces the immed-
jate need to increase rents. But
as long as the Act is there it
represents a threat and the Tor-
ies will not hesitate to use it to
increase rents to unheard of
limits the mcment they feel the
need to do so.

LINKS

The job of Tenants’ Associat-
ions should now be to form long-
term links with crganisations of
rank and file workers with a view
to breaking the monopoly bf the
Labour Party/ TUC coalition on
working class politics. Difficuit

as this is to do, it is now more

important than launching into
another series of rent strike cam-
paigns for next October.

Whilst Tenants Associations
may be effective to do this in
certain areas where trade union
support has already been ach-
ieved, in most areas further rent
strikes will only serve tc demor-
alise tenants even more.

A start in the right direction
was made in Bolton on May Day
when tenants joined AUEW
pickets outside the factories
and striking members of Equity
staged a street theatre which in-
cluded a scene on Fair Rents.
Much more similar action is
needed before all the lost con-
fidence can be restored and wide-

‘spread rent strikes can once

;nore be effectively campaigned
or.

Neil Duffieid

Secretary, Bolton
Tenants Federation
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How the Arabs
were driven out

of Palestine

From Interconhinenttl rress
By JON ROTHSCHILD

Between ourselve$ it must be clear
that there is no room for both peo-
ples together in this country. . . .
We shall not achieve our goal of
being an independent people with
the Arabs in this small country. The
only solution is a Palestine, at least
Western Palestine (west of the Jordan
River) without Arabs. . . . Andthere
is no other way than to transfer
the Arabs from here to the neigh-
boring countries, to transfer all of
them: Not one village, not one tribe,
should be left.

— R. Weitz, Zionist leader, for
many years head of the Jewish Agen-
cy's colonization department. Nota-
tion in his diary, 1940.

Abdel Hakim left with his battal-
ion, which had a duty to perform
in the battle of Deir Suneid. Before
leaving, he gave me the sum of
£1000, which had been entrusted

to him. With this money I was to
buy as much cheese and olives as

I could. Our forward troops had
no emergency rations to rely on in

W

Displacement of the Palestinian
Arabs was a gradual process at first.
But in 1948 it became a sudden one.
How sudden is best indicated by one
statisticc In early 1949, within the
borders of the newly founded state
of Israel, there lived about 133,000
Arabs. In November 1947, in the
same stretch of land, there had lived
more than 800,000 Arabs. That little
alteration in population is the "mira-
cle’ of which Weitz spoke in 1967.

A common misconception fostered
both by Zionist propagandists and
by the Western capitalist press is that
the "first round"” of the Arab-Israeli

conflict began .on May 15, 1948, the
day after the proclamation of the
founding of the state of Israel, when

Arab armies from Egypt, Trans-
jordan, and Syria invaded the new

state with the objective of obliterating
the Jewish population.

Partition
]

Apart from the facts that the 1948
war was hardly the "first round" and

that the aggressive statements of the
Arab leaders had exactly nothing to
do with their real intentions or abilities,

it is simply not true that the war
started in May 1948. By the time

the front-lines, where they could not
be served with hot meals. No one
had taken the trouble to think about
providing the front-line troops with
emergency rations. All that they had
done was to send us £1000 and
say: "Buy cheese and olives.”

I bought all the cheese and olives
I could lay hands on in Gaza. My
heart ‘ached at the thought of the
soldier who was to attack fortified
positions with his bare body and
then sit in a hole like a mouse nib-
bling away at a piece of cheese. We
bought all the cheese we could find
withethe £1000 they had thrown fto
us saying: "Do as you see fit." But
my heart cried out with every beat
"This is no war.”

— Gamal Abdel Nasser, memoirs
of the first Palestine war.

. . . when the UN passed the reso-
lution to partition Palestine into two
states, the War of Independence
broke out to our great fortune. In
this war, a twofold miracle occurred:
territorial victory and the flight of
the Arabs.

— R. Weitz, September 1967.

the Arab armies entered Palestine on
May 15, full-scale war had already
been raging for at least one month;
intensive civil war between the Jews
and the Palestinian Arabs had been
going on since November 1947.

A second misconception, which
usually parades along with the first,
is that the Zionist army was heavily
outnumbered by Arab hordes and that
the extinction of the Zionist state hung
in the balance during the battles that
raged from the middle of May until
the end of 1948. In fact, at the height
of the fighting, Jewish- combat troops
numbered at least 70,000 (some esti-
mates run as high as 100,000), while
the total forces committed to battle
by the Arab states stood at not more

than 40,000, and probably closer to
30)000.

Furthermore, the security of the Jew-
ish state was firmly established by

early June at the latest. The remainder
of the fighting was over exactly how
far the borders of the new state would

extend and over the related question
of how many Arabs would be left
within those borders.

The Yishuv «emerged from the second
world war considerably stronger, al-
though numerically smaller, than the
Palestinian Arabs. The rapid develop-

ment of the Jewish economic sector
in Palestine, the large number of Jew-
ish immigrants that poured into Pales-
tine during the 1930s and during the
aftermath of the second world war,
the training that Jewish youth in Pal-
estine had received fighting with the
Allies, and the intensive development
of the Yishuv's administrative struc-
tures (the precursors of the Zionist
state apparatus) combined to place
the Jews in a position not only to
expand the area of Jewish control,
but to challenge the British regime
for control of a large portion of Pal-

estine.
The Palestinian Arabs were in a

completely different situation. From
1936 to 1939 they had participated
in a revolt against foreign domina-
tion that had swept both Palestine and
Syria and had tied up between one-
third and one-half of the British army
during those years. The defeat of the
1936 revolt—in large part a result
of its semifeudal Islamic theocratic
leadership —had left the Palestinians
atomized, demoralized, exhausted, and
unarmed.

With the end of World War II the
Zionist movement began an extensive
military campaign consisting largely
of terrorist attacks against British oc-
cupying troops. The interests of Brit-
ish imperialism and the Zionist move-
ment, so long in tandem, had diverged
as the Zionist leaders began pressing
for the overturning of the British man-
date over Palestine and the establish-
ment of an independent Jewish state.

In late 1947, the British government
took the Palestine question to the
United Nations, hoping to find some
way of internationalizing but preserv-
ing its mandate. But the British,
weakened by the war and facing a
rising independence movement in other
colonies, were unable to prevent the
UN from divesting them of Palestine.
On November 29, 1947, the United
Nations passed a resolution by a vote
of 33 to 13 (with the support of the
Soviet and American delegations) call-
ing for the partition of Palestine into
two states, one Arab and one Jewish,
that would maintain some sort ofloose
ties of an unspecified nature.

The partition resolution was a vic-
tory for the Zionist movement, as.it
allowed for the ereation of the Jewish
state. About &4 percent of the area
of Palestine was alloted to the Jewish
state. Inside that area there were some
498,000 Jews and about 407,000
Arabs. The Arab state was to be com-
posed of about 45 percent of Palestine,
with a population of about 725,000
Arabs and 10,000 Jews. The city of
Jerusalem (105,000 Jews, 100,000
Arabs) was to be a separate inter-
national zone.

The Zionist leaders realized that the
partition, while a partial satisfaction
of their demands, was inadequate. The
Jews were only slightly more than 50
percent of the population of the Jewish
state.

+*Yishuy — pre-'48 Zlonist settilement In Palestine

The immediate problem before the
Zionist leaders was therefore twofold:
to eliminate the bulk of the 400,000
Arabs in the area reserved for the Jew-
ish state and to expand the borders
of that state as far as possible, the
partition being seen merely as a step
along the road to Jewish conquest
of all Palestine. They set out to achieve
these goals in late 1947.

Terror
R

In November 1947, the Irgun Zvei
Leumi, & Zionist military organization

with several thousand members, aban-
doned its terrorist attacks on the Bri-
tish occupation authority and turned
to meting out "reprisals” for anti-Zion-
ist acts on the part of the Palestinian
Arabs. The latter, lacking organized
leadership and increasingly alarmed
by growing Zionist strength in Pales-
tine and by the impending UN par-
tition resolution, were frequently
moved to express their opposition to
the Zionist colonization in undifferen-
tiated assaults on Jews. In this they
were encouraged by the Palestinian
theocratic leadership, the "old notables"
centered around the former mufti of
Jerusalem and his cousin Abdel Kader
el-Husseini.

The Irgun took advantage of these
incidents to launch a widespread "re-
taliatory" campaign, which consisted
mainly of attacks on villages suspected
of harboring those responsible for the
anti-Zionist actions, and attacks on
villages that were not suspected of
being involved, just for purposes of
"setting examples." The Irgun cam-
paign had a double effect. On the
one hand, it began the process —later
intensified significantly — of terrorizing
the Palestinian Arabs into what was
to become wholesale flight. On the
other hand, it incited Arab counter-
attacks against Jewish seéttlers, thus
ensuring that the gulf dividing the
Jews from the Arabs would widen and

deepen.
Divide
R

An example was the Irgun bombing
attack against Arab workers at the
Haifa oil refinery on December 31,
1947. Six were killed and dozens
wounded in the attack. Nineteen Jewish
workers were killed and many were
wounded when the Arab workers were
incited by their own reactionary lead-
ers to strike back.

The example of the Haifa refinery
is an important one. The installation
was one of the few in Palestine that
employed both Jewish and Arab work-
ers. It had been the scene of some
collaboration between them, a develop-
ment that was not to the liking of
the Zionists, the Arab reactionaries,
or the British government. The Irgun's
terror raid and the Husseini response
ended the example once and for all.

By January 1948, the Irgun terro:
campaign —winked at by the Haga-
nah, the "official” armed forces of the




Zionist movement — had doneits work.
The lines of the conflict were set; the
possibillty of Jewish-Arab cooperation
was squashed; the Palestinian Arabs
were on the way to learning what
Zionist terror was to be like.

Theé events of the past twenty-five
years make it hard for many people
today to imagine that Jewish-Arab co-
operation was even a possibility in
1947. But the truth is otherwise. The
vast bulk of Jewish immigration to
Palestine in the aftermath of the second
world war was not an “"ideological”
immigration of committed Zionists ar-
riving to expel the Arabs. It was in-
stead composed of thousands of dis-
placed persons who had barely sur-
vived the Nazi holocaust and had set
out for Palestine because they had no
alternative. In fact, the Zionist move-
ment itself made no effort to force
the U.S. government to open its doors
to the refugees and even opposed the
open door policy.

Here i8 an example of the Zionist
attitude, from a letter from David Ben-

‘Gurion to the Zionist executive dated
December 17, 1938:

"Britain Is trying to separate the
issue of the refugees from that of Pal-
estine. It is assisted by anti-Zionist
Jews. The dimensions of the refugee
problem demand an immediate, ter-
ritorial solution; if Palestine will not
absorb them another territory will.
Zionism is endangered. All other ter-
ritorial solutions, certain to fail, will
demand enormous sums of money.
If Jews will have to choose between
the refugees, saving Jews from con-
centration camps, and assisting a na-
tional museum in Palestine, mercy will
have the upper hand and the whole
energy of the people will be channeled
into saving Jews from various coun-
tries. Zionism will be struck off the
agenda not only in world public opin-
fon, in Britain and the United States,
but elsewhere in Jewish public opinion.
If we allow a separation between the
refugee problem and the Palestine
problem, we are risking the existence
of Zionism." (Quoted in The Other
Israel, p. 171.)

No separation was made. The refu-
gees were not offered asylum in the
United States or Britain. The anti-
Semitic alliance between imperialism
and Zionism ensured that the refugees
would be barred from the West and
thus provided the Zionists with a not
inconsiderable portion of the human
material for their new state.

Unity?
I

But there was another side to the
problem of the refugees. If they had
seen a possibility of cooperation with
the Arabs in a fight for an independent
Palestine, Zionism would have been
almost as much in danger of extinc-
tion as if the refugees had been
admitted to the United States. Ensuring
hostility between Jew and Arab,
crushing any sign of cooperation (as
in Haifa), thus became a goal of the
Zionist leaders. That objective was
shared by British imperialism, whose
aim was to maintain its rule in Pales-
tine on the pretext that its enlightened
soldiers were necessary to keep the
Arab and Jewish savages from
slaughtering each other, a time-hon-
ored technique that has been used by

London in areas closer to its own
shores.

The repult was a never ending series
of racist murders, provoked In the
first place by Zionist terror squads
and answered in kind by Arabs incited
by reactionary theocratic misleaders,
with the British imperialists assisting
now one side, now the other, main-
talnfmg & constant bloodletting.

The only local winners in this multi-
sided game were the Zionist leaders,
who held superiority in weapons and
organization and used their superiority
to transform the Jewish-Arab clashes

of late 1947 into a full-scale terror
assault on the Palestinian Arabs. By

the end of 1947, Irgun and Haganah
attacks on Arab villages had reached
epidemic proportions, and the 1948
war was on.

Arab force
]

In January 1948 theJaysh el-Inqadh
(army of salvation, usually translated
as Liberation Army) led by Fawzi
el-Qawugji entered Palestine across the
Jordan River. Qawuqji's force num-
bered some 5,000 men, about 1,500
of them Palestinian. The force was
under the direction of the Arab League
offices in Damascus through which
Qawugji had to clear any action.

The entry of the Jaysh el-Inqadh
was unable to turn the military situa-
tion around. Qawugqji, an archreaction-
ary, was unwilling to mobilize the
masses of Palestinian Arabs in the
struggle against Zionism. The force
was in any case ill equipped by the
Arab League leaders, who viewed it
solely as an adjunct to their diplo-
matic efforts to overturn the nartition
resolution.

The Haganah concentrated during
the December 1947-March 1948 period
on consolidating positions in the Jew-

ish areas, solidifying lines of commu-

nication, and occupying the majority
of the cities.

At the beginning of April 1948 the
Haganah went over to the offensive.
The offensive was known by the code
name Plan D.

Thirteen military campaigns were

waged under Plan D, eight of them
outside the area assigned to the Jew-
ish state. On April 1 Haganah forces
started down the Tel AvivJerusalem
road. Along the way they attacked
Arab villages, driving the population
out and dynamiting their houses to en-
sure that they would not return. Within
one week, between 10,000 and 15,000
Arabs had become refugees.
Concurrently with the Haganah's
campgign, the Irgun and the Stern
Gang, another Zionist paramilitary
outfit, stepped up their terrorism
against Arab villages. On April 12
they hit the village of Deir Yassin,
which had remained aloof from the
war and had denied refuge to Pales-
tinian Arab forces in an effort to avoid
Zionist reprisals. But to no avalil. The
Irgun and the Stern Gang executed
2564 of the village's unarmed inhabi-
tants —men, women, and children—
and threw the bodies down a well.
Even the commander of the Irgun,
Menachim Beigin, an off-and-on cabi-
net minister in the Israeli government,
later admitted that the village of Deir
Yassin was not a military target and
that the massacre his gangsters com-
mitted there was designéd to provoke
panic ampng the Palestinian villagers,
who had no means of defending them-

selves.
Cruel
I

A similar massacre was committed
on April 29 in Katamon, a section of
Jerusalem. While the Haganah was

waging its Plan D and the Irgun and
Stern Gang were escalating their ter-
rorism, the Haganah command was
using all possible propaganda means
of terrorizing the Arabs into flight.
In Galllee, @ heavily Arab area, the
Haganah dropped leaflets signed by
the district commander warning that
"all people who do not want this war
must leave together with their women
and children in order to be safe. This
is going to be a cruel war with no
mercy or compassion.”

During the first two weeks of May,
attacks were launched on northern Ga-
lllee. Throughout April and early May,
major cities were attacked and cap-
tured by the Haganah. On April 18
the town of Tiberias was taken; 5,-
000 Arabs were put to flight. Haifa

was taken on April 22; more than
50,000 Arabs were forced to flee One
week later Jaffa was taken; Acre fell
early in May. When Abdel Kader el-
Husseini's forces were liquidated in
the town of Qastel, Palestinian forces
ceased playing any role whatsoever

in the fighting.

On May 14, 1948, the independence
of the state of Israel was proclaimed.
By that time, more than 250,000 Pal-
estinian Arabs had become refugees;

the Haganah was in possession of all
the areas allotted to the Jewish state
except Jerusalem and some sections
of the Negev desert; and the weak,
disorganized, and misled Palestinian
forces had been eliminated completely
from the fighting. And all this took

place before the entry of the "outside”
Arab armies.

Arab Legion

Militarily, the last opportunity the

Arabs had to reverse the developing

disaster in Palestine came when the
Arab Legion, the British-armed and
trained force under the command of
King Abdullah of Jordan (grandfather
of King Hussein), entered the fighting
on May 15. Simultaneously with Abd-
ullah's entry, an Egyptianforcemoved
in from the south and some Syrian
forces attacked on the northern front.
The numbers of opposing troops in
the field were approximately equal.

NN
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ABDULLAH: Connived with Zionist lead-
ers to take over Palestine. |

The problem was political. The most
effective Arab force was Abdullah's
Arab Legion. It was able to drive the
Haganah out of Jerusalem and in-
flict many casualties. But its aim was
not to crush the state of Israel, and
it never made any attempt to pierce
the areas allotted to Israel. As was
later discovered, Abdullah had been
in secret negotiations with a member
of the top leadership of the Zionist
command, Golda Meyersen, who was
later to change her name to Meir.

1'he essence of the Meyerson-Abd-
ullah deal was that the Arab Legion
would occupy and later incorporate
into Transjordan the West Bank of
the Jordan River, which was supposed

to become part of the Palestinian Arab
state.

The first phase of the Arab-Israeli
war of 1948 was ended by a truce
that went into effect on June 11 and
lasted until July 7. While the United
Nations was busy trying to "mediate”
the dispute, the Zionist leaders were
busy consolidating their positions, ob-

taining new arms, and increasing the
flow of Jewish immigrants into Pal-

estine.

The number of new immigrants to-
taled 30,000. The arms came from
the United States and Czechosiovakia,
the Kremlin having decided to sup-
port the founding of the Zionist state,
which Stalin apparently believed would
reduce the influence of British impe-
rialism in the Arab East. There is

no evidence that any Arab govern-
ment made any effort whatsoever to
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bolster its military position during the
month-long truce. On July 9, wken
fighting resumed on a large scale.
the Israell armv was able to Gadw
nearly 100,000 troops armed with
Czechoslovak and U. 8. weapons into
the field, The Arab forces. ware out-
numbered by at least two to ome.

The second phase of Arab-Israeli
fighting lasted ten days. During that
time, the Zionist forces added 1,000
square kilometers to their area of 2on-
trol. Fourteen Arab tow..s and 200
villages in the area allotted to the
Jewish state were seized; 112 villages
in the Arab district were taken. The
road to Jerusalem was opened. By the
time the second truce went into effect
after the ten-day offensive, the Arabs
had clearly lost the war.

The truce was supposed to be
permanent. But in October, the Israell
army moved some 15,000 troops into
the Negev and attacked the Egyptian
army. New armed settlements —called
Nahal —followed the troops into the
Negev. A similar campaign was

waged in central Galilee, where the
tatters of Qawugji's forces were wiped
out.

In December 1948 and January
1949 the Israeli army pressed into
Gaza and marched south in the Negev
to the Gulf of Agaba. The fighting
stopped on January 7. On February
24 an armistice was signed between

Isracl and Egypt; an armistice was
concluded with Lebanon in March
1949, with Transjordan in April, and

with Syria in July. The "war of in-

dependence” was over.

Aftermath
R

The Palestinian flight, which had
already reached massive proportions
by May 1948, increased twofold dur-
ing the July-November period. An es-
timated 400,000 to 500,000 Pales-
tinian Arabs were driven from their
homes as the Israeli army bulldozed
its way through Galilee and parts of
the West Bank of the Jordan. More
than 700,000 Palestinians left their
homes between April and December
1948. Some of them left under pur-
suit by Irgun gangsters or Haga-
nah “official" troups. (The difference
in behavior between the two outfits
was not easy to detect.) Others fled
when Zionist forces approached their
villages, the lesson of Deir Yassin
having been well learned. Still others
left simply because war had come to
their villages, a war in which they
were not participating. So they moved
out of the way, as civillan peasants
have always done when invadocs enter
their fields, hoping to return when the
war went away. But this was 2 new
kind of war. The peasants who fled
their villages to avoid the war found
that they could never go home, that
their flelds had become the property
of the Land of Israel, that their houses
were occupled by foreign settlers, that
they had been declared "absentee-land-
lords” and had been expropriated.

The Israeli state turned out to be
2, 500 square miles larger than the
state the UN had allotted to the Jewish
sector. About 2,200 square miles of
Palestine was annexed by Trans-
jordan, which became the Hashemite
Kingdom of Jordan. The Palestinians
were scattered across the Arab world,
the majority of them settling in miser-
able camps in Jordan, Syria, and
Lebanon, where they remain today.

The Palestinian Arabs had bewma by-

standers in the war that determined
their fate. They were driven out by
the Israeli army, betrayed by the Ar-
ab regimes, double-crossed by British
imperialism, ignored by the Kremlin
bureaucrats. And lurking behind the
entire process, reaping maximum
benefit, were the U. S. imperialists.

This article has been ‘abrldlgod for
shortage of space,
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‘COMING TO §
GRIPS’-WITH

ILLUSIONS!

.M.G. ON CHILE’S
UNIDAD POPULAR & THE M.IL.R.

WITH ITS accustomed modesty, the
Intemational Marxist Group announ-
ced in No.25 of ‘Red Weekly’ that
**It is no idle boast to say that the
I.M.G. has been almost (?) alone
among the organisations of the left
in being able to come to grips with
the lessons of Chile.’

On the contrary, we think the
IMG, the ‘British Section of the
Fourth Intemational’, displays the
greatest centrist muddle on this 1m-
portant question, muddle which has
serious implications.

The ‘irst confusion is the IMG’s
analysis of the Popular Unity gov-
emment. This stems from a comp-
ound of factual innacuracies and
counterpositions in which the idea
of a popular front and 2 reformist
united front are falsely opposed to
each other as though a Chmese
wall separated them, Ia this counter-
position, the two forms (Popular
front and reformist united front) are
seen as qualitatively different from

each other,

AIMS

In his pamphlet *‘There is only.
one road to Socialism and Workers
Power’, Comrade Tariq Ali asks —
**Was it (the UP) a classical popular
front as existed ... in the 1930s7?’’.
He produces several reasons why it
is not.

1) A popular front embodies the
collaboratipn between a working
class party and a party or parties of
the bourgeoisie.

2) It is a tactic utilised by sect-
ions of the bourgeoisie to contain
the rise of the mass movement and
keep a grip on the working class
parties,

3) The ‘stated aim’ of the UP
was ‘socialism’, whereas the pop-
ular fronts of the *30s were pledgec
to combat fascism, and were ‘‘com-
pletely within the political and Id-
eological framework of bourgeois
democracy’’ (our emphasis).

4) The Chilean CP was on the
right wing of the UP govemment.

5) Because of the existence of a
militant rank and file in the Social-
ist Party, the UP govemment could
not selectively repress the mass
movement and was therefore un-
salvageable from this point of view
as far as the bourgeoisie saw things.

SPAIN

Take these points one by one.

It is simply not true to say that
the ‘classical popular front’ needed
the presence of a bourgeois party
within its ranks in order to survive.
As Trotsky points out in relation to
Spain:

‘/(In the Spanish Popular
Front) The bourgeoisie’s place was
occupied by its shadow. Through
the medium of the Stalinists, Soclal-
ists and Anarchists, the Spanish
bourgeoisle subordinated the prolet-
ariat fo Itself without even bother
ing to participate In the Popular
Front. The overwhelming majority
of exploiters of all political shades
went over openly to the camp of
Franco’’ (our emphasis).

But did the UP govemment sub-
ordinate itself to the bourgeoisie?
If you merely look at the composit-
ion of the govemment and find no
major bourgeois parues there, you
can blindly answer ‘‘no’’. But of
course, from the very bcgmnmg the
Allende govemment subordinated

itself to the bourgeoisie, while the
latter didn’t even need to move

from their seats in Congress. What
was ‘the *‘Statute of Constitutional
Guarantees’’ but a political subord-
ination to the bourgeoisie? What
was ‘loyalty to the Constitution’ but
a political subordination to the
bourgeoisie?

If the bourgeoisie did not domin-
ate, then what were the armed forces
doing in the coalition govemment
Weren’t they political representat-
ives of the bourgeoisie, or do the
IMG consider them ‘neutral’?

Taking up the second point, the
bourgeoisie did give the Allende
govemment the go-ahead on the con-
ditions worked out in September
1970, and they did utilise that gov-
emment to try to contain the mass
movement. The Arms Control Law
passed by Congress was not opposed
by UP deputies (they abstained) and
Allende didn’t veto it.

The military used this law and
the legality of the Allende govem-
ment itself to disarm the workers’
movement and prepare the way for a
coup.

Allende also supported the naval
high command in its crackdown on
petty officers loyal to the UP. As
LE MONDE reported: *‘... we have
come to the paradox that for en-
couraging tQe loyalty of sailors who
refused to rebel against the regime,
political leaders defending respect
for the Constitution are being pros-
ecuted by the President of the Rep-
ublic on behalf of putschist officers,
and they face a2 minimum sentence
of ten yecars’ imprisonment.”’

The UP was certainly utilised

by the bourgeoisie — the point
being that they could only utilise it

Tariq All — ‘Was UP a popular tront?’

for a limited period and with dimin-
ishing success. It had to give way
to more drastic measures to contain
the masses who had been instinct-
ively striving to go beyond the UP
and were certainly stimulated by
the existence of the UP government
and their illusions in it.

Thirdly, Tariq Ali argues that
the UP was not formed to fight
fascism. True enough. But he seems
to agree that a popular front govem-
ment exists in Ceylon. Was that
formed to fight fascism?

The ‘stated aim* of the UP was,
we leam, ‘socialism’. So what!
That can be the ‘stated aim’ of any
class-collaborationist govemment,
including popular fronts. We do not
go by what the UP ‘saw its electoral
victory’ or ‘stated aim’ as, but by
what it did concretely. Concretely
it did not go beyond the *‘political

and ideological framework of bourg-
eois democracy’’ In Its actions.
The point about the Communist
Party being on the right wing of the
UP coalition is a minor one. This
was also true in the case of Spain.
According to Trotsky ‘‘the Spanish
Communist Party stood in the right
wing of the popular front’’. Their
posmon in Spain didn’t stop them
repressing the workers’ movement.
In Chile, the CP and the right
wing leaders in the SP did carry out
a selective repression, as we’ve
already established, and would
probably have gone further if the
bourgeoisie wished them to. Shorty
before the coup, according to LE
MONDE, ‘’Allende was ready to

introduce a constitutional reform
strictly defining the three sectors
of the economy (public, mixed and
private) and restoring to their own-
ers a number of factories occupled
by the workers."’

POLE

Allende’s downfall was not due
to the strong left pole in the SP
which, accoeding to the IMG, prev-
ented him from moving to the right.
On the contrary, the bourgeoisie
themselves did not think Allende
sufficiently able to suppress the
masses effectively, and took the
view that his repression was too
selective , not indiscriminate
enough.

Allende wasn’t even given a
chance by the bourgeoisie to dis-
solve his own electoral coalition.
They murdered him instead. He was

crushed between two movements:
bourgeois counter-revolution on the

Allende supporter — “botrayod;'

one hand, proletarian and peasant
revolutionary mobilisation on the
other,

But we do-not wish to refute
Tariq Ali merely point by point.
That would reduce the argument to
comparing features of the classical
popular front of the 1930s and the
popular front of today (or ‘reformist

united front’ as the IMG will have it}

and would risk turning into a sem-
antic qmbble.

The point i$ to recognise the
common essence of both popular
frontism (involving a great or 2
token bourgeois presence in the
government) and a reformist govem-
ment of parties based on the work-
ing class,

The common essence lies in
confining the working class to the
framework of bourgeois democracy,
in affirming that the party of the
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proletariat refuses to step beyond
those limits. Differences there cert-
ainly are, but to counterposc a ‘ref-
ormist united front’ against the pop-
ular front is to escape this essence
and ignore the fact that in Chile the
leadership of the workers’ parties,
which was a petty-bourgeois :eader-
ship, pre-set these limits and ref-
used to go beyond them in its
actions. Because the IMG different-
iates in this manner, it tends to
paint the Popular Unity in brighter
colours than it deserves.

Allende haa personal courage,
but personal courage is not confined
to revolutionaries, and he is not the
first reformist to go down fighting
reaction. It is true that he *‘went
out of his way to associate himself
with the Cuban :sevolution’’, but
what does this prove? That ne aes-
erved the association?

Reformists and centrists of all

| hues have gone out of their way to

agsociate themselves with the Rus-
sian revolution (eg the Anglo-Russ-
ian Committee), but only in order to
prepare to deceive and control the
workers in their own countries
through this association. It is our
criticism of Allende, too, that he
deceived the workers, if not con-
sciously then by the most idiotic
self-deception which can on no
account be justified.
As Trotsky said of Spain:

1 *‘Humanite (French CP paper)
tearfully begged that the ammy be
purged of fascists. But what is this
plea worth? When you vote credits
to maintain the officer corps ... and
. _. same time demand that this
entirely capitalist army serve the
‘people’ and not capital, then you
have either become a complete idiot
or elsg you arc consciously deceiv-
ing the masses.””

RADIO

Allende allowed the Chilean
army to be expanded and re-equipped
by US imperialism. That doesa’t say
much for his self-proclaimed ** total,
scientific Marxist socialism’’

which Tarig quotes at face value.

A few days before the coup,
Allende ‘permitted’ the army to
close down the workers’ radio stat-
ion in the University of Chile. When
the army moved in, the workers
shouted ‘treachery’. To vhom was
this cry addressed? Uandoubtedly to
their leaders in the ‘reformist united
front’
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n Chise, esumauouns of the gov-
emment were not a queston of
‘‘terminoclogical differences invented
by one small group to differentiate
itself from a larger group’! The
que stion of the nature of the govemn-
ment and the attitude to take to it
was a life and death question.

The position of all revolutionar-
ies would of course have been to
defend thé reformist government
against reaction. We do not for ane
moment deny that. But this position
must also have implied that the gov-
ernment had to be defended in order
later to be overthrown.

M.l.R.
% T

The failure of the major ‘revolut-
ionary’ organisation, the MIR, to
adopt this perspccuve in fact its
uncritical position in relation to the
UP, has meant that in its small way
the MIR has contributed to the defeat.
It also means that revolutionaries
must criticise this organisation
mercilessly as well as the UP.

The IMG blurs the cridcisms of
the MIR and by imopilcation
the MIR's relationship to the UP
just as the refusal of certain cent-
rists in the 1930s to criticise the

POUM led them logically to endorse
its pohcxes.
The major criticism presented by

the IMG is that the MIR was bureau-
cratic (i.e. it expelled Chilean sup-
porters of the USF], didn’t hold con-
ferences, et<). But such criticisms
do not describe. the worst aspects

of the organisation’s politics. -

The correct characterisation of
the MIR is as a bureaucratised cent-
rist organisation. From its pre-UP
days, when it carried out bank
raids and land occupations, it did
a complete about-turn after the
Allende election victory (which taok
it by surprise) and put itself at the
disposal of the UP govemment.

This opportunist. move was prom-
oted by desire to put pressure on
the UP. government to move it fur-
ther to the left. The MIR agreed to
abandon mobilisations for land seiz-
sres soon after May 1971 (a fact
that the IMG scems to be unaware
of). Sacrificing these mobilisations
for the saxe of a ‘dialogue’ with

Allende was justified by the MIR on
the grounds that “‘goverament cont-
rol, ‘the use of part of the state app-
aratus and the ncutralisssion of the

See next page




other, give rise to a favourable con-
dition for the mobilisation of the
masses and can permit the change
of the strength relationships in view
of the final showdown of both camps’:
But the MIR’s opportunism did
not stop there. They also made no
attempt to break the rank and file
members of the SP from reformism.
As a comrade of Hugo Blanco’s has
said: **... Just as they did not seek
to win the masses from reformism
in the first phase (i.e. the ultra-left
period, when they regarded elections
as irrelevant) sa they did not seek
to do so in the second. They tended
in fact to support the left wing of
the Socialist Party, helping it to
keep the most militant workers from
going beyond the framework of the

WORSE

Apart from their uncritical quot-
ing of Altamirano’s statements such
as *’people in overalls and people
in uniforms are one’’, the MIR’s
work among the troops was hardly a

‘model of Bolshevik practice. As one
MIR writer put it in ‘Punto Final’:
““Various MIR activists have been
detained for sticking up posters
saying ‘don’t shoot down the masses*’
or ‘soldiers, disobey the officers
‘who incite you to a golpa (coup;?
Ths right unanimously describes
them as calls to military subversion.
Nothing is further from the truth!

- They (the posters) only ask the sol-

diers not to obey officers who in-
cite them to a golpa, that is to say, -
those who don’t obey the authority
of the Executive and what they are
obliged to do by the law and const-
itution,”’

If the comparison of the MIR and
the POUM is justified, it is because
in many ways the MIR is worse than

the Poum was; at least the POUM
tried to explain the Marxist analysis
of the state, even when failing to
be guided by that analysis in

practice. - | .

At no time did the MIR denounce
the class treason of the UP. They
contented themselves with being a
left cover for the UP, playing the

role of security men and ‘‘socialist

revolutionary advisors’’, rather than
attempting to build an alternative
revolutionary leadership. We should

denounce this attitude as did
Trotsky.

*“The POUM leaders view
themselves as ‘revolutionary advis-
ers to the leaders of the popular
front. This position is lifeless and
unworthy of revolutionaries. It is
~ necessary to openly and boldly mob-
~ ilise the masses against the popular
front government. .. It is necessary
to hammer away mercilessly at
Stalinism as the worst agency of
the bourgeoisie. It is necessary to
feel yourselves leaders of revolut-
ionary masses, not advisers to the
bourgeois govermnment,"’’

EXPLAIN

Oppose reactionary On}?'s
campaign against
Abortion

ON NOVEMBER 20th, the Soc-
jety for the Protection of the Un-
born Child (SPUC) is to hold a
mass lobby of Parliament to try

to get the Abortion Act made
even more restrictive.

As was shown in Liverpool
and Manchester earlier this year,
they are capable of pulling out
thousands in their support,
through the active collaboration
of the churches and such react-
ionary moralising organisations
as the ‘““Festival of Light"’

(whose leading lights include
the Dowager Lady Birdwood who
has close connections with the
National Front, and self-appoint-
ed Public Censor Mary White-
house).

The WOMEN'S ABORTION
AND CONTRACEPTION CAMP-
AIGN (WACQC) is planning a mot-
orcade from the South London
Women'’s Centre (14 Radnor Ter-
race, S.W.8) as a counter demon-
stration. This will be leaving at
12.30 on November 20th.

In addition to this, local
women’s groups are planning act-
ivities during the week ending
November 23rd, to draw attention
to the issues posed by the threat
of the Abortion Act being rep-
ealed. For example, there will be
wreathlaying ceremonies in mem-
ory of all the women who have
died as a result of backstreet

abortions.
Ang there will be leafleting

to explain the abortion issue

-clearly, to counteract the emot-
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fonal and mystical claptrap of
SPUC, picketing of local anti-
abortion meetings, etc.

It is vital that WACC gets all
the help and support we -can
muster, and we suggest that read-
ers should contact their local
Women's Liberation group, find
out what is being planned for
that week, and rally in active
support.of the demand for the
right of women to .choose for .
themselves whether to .have a
child or not. Sue Arnall

‘We are Prisoners of War’

oflY 8 HUNGER STRINERS

“IRELAND UNFREE shall never
be at peace’’ shouted 19 year old
Gerard Kelly, who was then forc-
ibly removed from the dock as
the ‘Liondon bombs’ trial ended
at Winchester on November 15th,
and the judge prepared to pron-
ounce sentence on the 9 found
‘cuilty’.

Kelly was one of 10 people
from Belfast charged with caus-
ing explosions in London last
March on the day the British gov-
ermmment carried out a referendum
in Northern Ireland which blatant-
ly denied the right of the Irish
people as a whole to control
their own affairs without British
interference. The other accused
were Dolours Price, Marion
Price. Hugh Fgeney. William
Armstrong, Robert Walsh, Martin
Brady, Paul Holmes, William
McLamon and Roisin McNearney.

Before being sentenced,
Marion Price said: “I consider
myself a prisoner of war. 1 ask
no quarter of you and doubtless
none will be given’’ None was.
Judge Sebag Shaw, a hanging
judge without the rope — the
same who sentenced Noel Jenk-
inson last Autumn to .30 -years'’
imprisonment — condemned eight
of the defendants to .20 years
and also life imprisonment, and
William McLarmmon, who had
pleaded guilty, to 15 years.

The tenth, 18 year old Roisin

| McNeamey, was acquitted on the

Doubtless, the members of the
MIR will be in the Torefront of the
fight against the junta, but this in
- no way implies that we must be un-
critical, or confine our criticisms to
‘minor aspects of their politics. -

To quote Trotsky again on the
POUM:

‘““Do not tell me that the
workers of the POUM fight heroic-
ally, etc. I know it as well as
others do. But it is precisely their
battle and their sacrifice that forces
us to tell the truth and nothing but
the truth. Down with diplomacy,
flirtation and equivocation. One
must know how to tell the bitterest
truth when the fate of a war and of
a revolution depend on it, We have
nothing in common with the policy
of Nin (POUM leader) nor with any
who protect, camoufiage or defend
it’’ (our emphasis),

Instead of indulging in a public
binge of self-congratulation, the
IMG leaders should explain why
they gloss up the MIR, which expel-
led the Chilean Section of the
USFI. It seems that the pathetic
urge to have another big brother
overseas is so strong that they are
willing to pay for it by treading the
road of those centrists in the 1930s
who ‘‘protected, camouflaged and
defended’’ the POUM.

Judge’s direction, as a reward

 for her part in helping convict

the others.
Thus ended the Winchester

trial of the ‘Belfast Ten’, in a
courtroom guarded and fortified
as if to withstand assault from

a conventional army. It was pre-
sided over by a vengeful but in-

competent judge who began by
sentencing Dolours Price and

" Hugh Feeney to thirty years in
jail each and had to be reminded
that 20 years was the maximum.
Nonetheless, he handed down
murdersus if legal sentences
against these Irish young sters,
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who remained quite uncowed.

They bore themselves with
the courage of their anti-imperial-
ist convictions and according to
the praud tradition of the Repub-
lican movement.

They had finally admitted to.
being Pravisional IRA volunteers,
and Gerry Kelly summed up their
political position when he insist-
ed, before being silenced by the
police on orders from the Judge,
that only the people of Ireland
have the right to control the des-
tiny .of Ireland.

Until that is achieved, he
said ‘‘I shall fight as I have done
in the past in every way I can.’”
Robert Walsh’s mother shouted
from the public gallery as he
was being sentenced: “‘If you
give them a hundred years we
shall still fight for them on the
streets of Belfast.’’

8 of the convicted 9 intend to.
fight for themselves too. Raising
their hands in the clenched fist
salute from the dock, they dec-

lared that from that moment they
were on hunger sfrike and would
remain on hunger strike until
their demands (below) were met.
(William McLamon is reported to
have joined them in this.)

* The immediate return to serve
thelr sentences In Ireland with
other Republicans In Armagh
and the Crumlin Road;

* For political status;

* For the right to wear thelr
own clothes. In the meantime all
prison clothing will be refused,
with blankets as their only gar-
ment;

* For an open visit every week:

* For one food parcel per week;
* For the right to send and rec-

eive any amount of letters;

* For the right to be together;
* For the right to refuse to do
prison work.

Despite the acknowledgment
by the prisoners that they are
members of the IRA, there are
still many extraordinary features
to the police investigation that
led to their conviction.

The head of the Bomb Squad
Roy Habershon, admitted on the
BBC TV News on November 15th
that the police did indeed ‘‘cut

large, £2.00; medium. £1.25;
smatl, 75p

design, £2; carved design, £4

Dolours Price
corners’’ in their investigations.
He meant the holding of the pris-

oners incommunicado for 72
hours after they had been taken
off the plane to Belfast, and,

presumably, the more or less ad-
mitted assaults on them.

But what about the other
‘comers’ they cut — both the
police and Judge Sebag Shaw?

The judgé himself, in the way
he instructed the jury to find
Roisin McNearney not guilty of
conspiracy, inadvertently made
plain how arbitrary was the con-
viction of the others. for which
same charge they received
20 years. Indeed, it showed how
arbitrary is the charge of consp-
iracy in any circumstances, and
how much a threat it is to the

British labour movement — as
the building workers’ trial in

Shrewsbury has already shown.

Broken

Equally disturbing are the
roles of Roisin McNearney, who
was acquitted, and William
McLamon, who pleaded guflty
thus prejudicing the case of the
others. (McNearney had obvious-
ly pleaded naot' gnilty because a
deal had been made to let her
off).

These two, aged 18 and 19,
were broken by the police, by
what precise means we don't
know, in the first days,and were
then used to create a case
against the others.

Writing in the Guardian on
November 15th, Peter Chippin-
dale summed up as follows after
a defailed review of the case:
‘“The Defendants still maintain
privately that some of the evid-
ence — especially the half Jay
cloth found in Marion Price’s

handbag -and the Green Shield
stamps found on Feeney — had
been planted by the Police.

But basically it became inc-
reasingly evident at the trial
that the really damning evidence
against them was their lack of

especially McNearney, and thus
it came down to a case where
the burden of proof was really on
t.he Defendants to praove their in-
nocence — a total reversal of -
normal judicial procedure.

Loncocted

The Guardian has consistent-
ly supported Tory policy in Ire-
land, including Internment with-
out trial. If it gives credence to
the fact that the Police planted
the vital ‘evidence’, that is,
some indication of the methods
the police have used. Whether or
not they did plant the bombs, it
is clear beyond doubt that the
aclual case brought to court was
concocted by the Police. And of
course, they do concoct cases..

This, no doubt, {s Sir Robert
Mark’s idea of modem police
work: the police decide on guilt,
and then manufacture the evid-
ence, and/or turn some of their
victims into .broken-spirited tools
to help convict others.

““Guilty’’ or not, they are in-
deed prisoners of war. Billy Arm-
strong was forcibly removed from
the dock for saying that 8Sir Peter
Rawlinson, Tory Attomey Genet-
al and Chief Prosecutor, was a
member of the Govemnment whose
“‘murderous thugs’’ in the SAS
and the Army were terrorising
the Catholics of Northern Ireland.

But, that is just the point.

The criminals In this trial
were its organisers, those they
represent, and the savage and
malevolent judge who presided
over it — not the defendants.

As a statement on the 8 from
the Provisional IRA says, ‘‘thelr
heroism will inspire thousands
more to drive home the struggle
for freedom to .a victorious conc-

lusion.”

oupport Them

Their own struggle has hardly
yet begun. It will most likely be
a long a bitter one. The veng-+ .
eance of the ruling class has not
at all been satiated by the mere
sentencing of these republicans.
It demands that they be broken
as well.

They deserve the full support
of the British labour movement t
back their demands. They must
not be left to struggle alone,
trapped in the toils of the Britis
penal system. Socialists and

r militants must help them.
We must recognise that they havy
brought the fight for the rights
of political prisoners to Britaln
Itself. And it is time the labou
movement took a stand on the

credible explanation for all being question.

in London’’.
Much of the evidence was

Telegrams — preferably from
organisations of the labour mov
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Orders to: Pat O’Hare, Cage 21, Maze Prison, Long Kesh, Lisbum, Ireland
or: Sean O’Briain, 54 Elderfield Road, London E.5

ment — should be sent at once
to the Home Secretary, insisting
that their demands should be mz¢

planted, full use was made of
the two who were broken in four
days of continual interrogation,

Bas Hardy
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STUDENTS:

GRANTS
CAMPAIGN
REOPENS

THE NATIONAL day of action
— lecture boycotts, sit-ins,
teach-ins, strikes and other act-
ions — by the National Union of
Students on November 14th, was
estimated by the NUS to have

involved 809 of the 750 college
unions encompassing a member-
ship of 135,000 students.

The Day of Action was 1n sup-

port of the NUS’s grants camp-
align, whose main points are:

Higher grants all round witha
yearly review.

An end to discretionary
awards — the system by which
local authorities are not obliged
to give a grant.

Full grants for marrled women
who at present get just over half
the full grant.

And end to the means test; at
present most students depend to
some extent of a ‘parental cont-

ribution’ — which sometimes does

not get paid and which in any
case tles the student to his fam-
ily tinancially.

Other demands were for better
accomodation and for nursery
facilities.

In some colleges and univers-
ities sit-ins were already in pro-
gress. At Bristol University and
Oxford University occupations
have been going on for over a
week.

Militant though the grant cam-
paign is, and popular though the
demands are, there is still a
big gap between the mass of stu-
dents and the militants. Ironic-
ally, the gréater political inter-
est among many students has led

in some cases to a self-confident

insensitivity towards the mass
of students.

This day of action highlights
that fact. It was a token. But a
token not because the Executive
do not want to fight, but because
all action will be token action
until much greater numbers of
students give vigorous support
to the grants campaign. When
that happens, the possibility of
all-out strike action will be at
hand — and so will the victory of

the grants campaign.

SUMMONSES

DESPITE the general downturn
in the tenants’ resistance nati-
onally to the Housing Finance
Act, tenants in Tower Hill,
Kirkby, are keeping up their
total rents and rates strike
begun in October 1372. The
new increases last month have
seen many tenants rejoin the
400 who have been keeping up
the fight.

The council are now refusing
to publish any arrcars figures.
They have been attempting to
use the weapon of earnings
attachment orders against the
strikers.

The tenants’ reply to this
has been to refuse to appear in

T

SENSATIONAL evidence was
given at the Shrewsbury trial of
building workeis’ pickels of the
direct connection between the
employers and the bringing of

the charges.

One of the prosecution wit-
nesses, a journalist, told how
he and other journalists were in-

vited to a meeting with heads o
the local poiice after the strike
They were asked to supply any
information they had about the

action of pickets.

f

Then, under questioning from

Defence Counsel John Platts-
Mills, this journalist admitted

that he knew that local building

SOLIDARITY GROWS

WITH A determination that has up-

" set the bosses’ plans, the Triumph

| Meriden workers continue to occupy
i their factory.

The first test of their unity was
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passed with flying colours when
most of the workers turned up to a
meeting in the canteen on Monday
12th November. This was a lest
because the tirst trickle of redund-
ancy payments had filtered through
and many were worried about the
effect this would have on the solid-
arity of the fight against the
sackings.

Another danger to this struggle
is the ‘‘workers’ cooperative’ plan
which Is now being vigorously ped-
dled by the newspapers. Ideas like
using redundancy payments to buy
the factory, friendly overtures from
the American motorbike dealers and
even suggestions of Dennis Poore
selling the factory for £600,000
along with an arrangement to lease
land that the factory stands on,
have all combined to present a glow-
ing picture of a ‘‘workers’ cooperat-
lve’’ keeping the banner of Triumph
flying.

Both the Observer and the Cov-
entry Telegraph have carrled such
stories, but It is not at all clear on
what authority these statements
were made, or exactly what is being
promised. But the worst aspect of
such ideas is that they are all

. aimed to strike at the Independence
' of the workers and thus cut off any

real struggle to save jobs.
The interest of at least one of
these would-be benefactors can he

pointed out easily enough. Bob
Myers, »n American motor cycle

RIDES

UNDER THE TITLE ‘Red Under
the Bed’ — a misleadingly self-
mocking one at that — Anglia
TV on Tuesday 13th trotted out
all the hoariest of the old

withunting chestnuts.
The ETU ballot-rigging case

was the centrepiece, and around
it Woodrow Wyatt built up the

AT MERIDEN

dealer, is promising money to set up
a distribution network is the USA,

if the cooperative gets off the
ground, but his offer was combined
with a veiled threat. ‘*‘We must have
continuity of production’’ he said,
hinting at the possibility of another
UCS deal whereby Meriden workers
would be prevented from maintaln-
ing their standard of wages and con-
ditions through industrial action.

The Meriden workers have com-
mitted themselves to making the co-
operative work if it gets otff the
ground; but they have also commit-
ted themselves to a long and hard
struggle to keep thelr jobs, and in
this struggle the continued occupat-
ion of the factory is the strongest
weapoh they have.

Because they were prepared to
use this weapon they rallied around
them the support of many local trade
unionists who turned up in force on
a mass picket on November 9th.
Also, promises of money oh a reg-
ular basls have come from Chrysler
Electricians, Triumph BLLMC and
Rolls Royce.

This solidarity has come from
workers who understand that Triumph
Meriden is being selected for attack
because its high wages have become
a goal for other factories. If these
attacks are to be beaten off, if the
jobs are to be saved without a hum-
iliating cut !n wages and loss of in-
dependence, then the solidarity
movement must be spread outside
the Coventry area, and this can
only be based on a determined, in-

dependent struggle at Meriden itself.
TOM RAMSEY

JOE McCARTHY

AGAIN

featured the little rat that perp-
etrated that particular atrocity)
Such picketing is, you see, all
part of the CP’s plot to subvert

employers had compiled a dossier

on picketing and were pressing
the Government to take actlon.

‘He thought that it was likely

that the Government then cont-
acted the Police and urged them
to bring charges.

This evidence, although not
conclusive In itself, points vet
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61,000 FUND
TWO WELKS

10 60!

- REACTIONS to the larger
- Workers Fight have been very
-~ encouraging. Typical is the

comment that the paper IS now

a much more effective weapon In
the factories.

- But many more technical
improvements are necessary to
transform the paper into as
useful a weapon for socialism
as the bosses’ papers are for
capitalism.

We need to regularise Workers
Fight as a 12-pager appearing on
the dot every fortnight: thatis
priority number one. At the
moment the paper is produced

- almost entirely by voluntary

| labour by people who aiso have

to earn a living.

To really improve the paper’s
appearance we need a better
typesetting system. We need a
great increase in resources 10
invest in improving live cover-
age in the paper.

All of which comes down to

the fact that we need more money.

Quite apart from improvements

' we need £100 a month to cover

expenses. You, our readers,
must provide it.

The £1000 10-month fighting
fund closes at the end of Nov-
ember. So far, we have had
£910, leaving less than three
weeks to raise £90.

Think how useful the paper
would be with only a fraction of

the resources of the Daily
Mirror or the Sun. Think of the
improvements so far — even
without the completion of the

| fund.

Rush donations to: Workers

Fight, 98 Gifford St, L ondon

i N1 ODF.

the British way of life and bring

about Revolution. How better
to isolate the 24 men now on
trial in Shrewsbury — a trial the

programme was well aware of,

familiar old image of the Commun-gs one of the demonstrations it
photographed was in Shrewsbury.

ist Party as a super-organised,
well-oiled mechanism for ‘49nfilt-
rating trade unions’” ( it’s funny
that trade unionists never seem
to join the CP; they just appear
from the CP, and infiltrate),
“inciting strikes’’ and pushing
wicked ‘‘extremist’’ resolutions
through half-empty trade union

branch meetings.
There was one new element,

along the lines of the News of
the World ‘dossier’ on violent
flvine pickets (and in fact it

RENT STRIKERS

court. Some tenants have now
been issued with a further
summons to appear in court on
November 21st.

This summons is likely to be
crucial. If it is not answered
then the courts will probably
step up their attack by doing the
tenants for contempt of court,
which means imprisonment.

The Rents Action Group are
leafletting the local factories
warning of this possible develop-
ment. I tenants are imprisoned
then th ey will immediately be
calling tor stoppuges. If this
call doc= vo out, then it should
he alswered nationally.

JOIHN BLOXAM.

The piece had been carefully

put together, with even a couple
of rather gullible ‘Trotskyists’

and an anarchist thrown in to

make up a picture of the ‘extreme
left’ into which the viewer could

slot the CP in his imagination

(and only there — all the pushing

and prodding couldn’t drag so
much as an ‘extremist’ syllable

from Ramelson or Reid). |
Hopefully, few workers will

fall for this ancien’ mouldering

clap-trap. First, because it is a

vicious, right-wing, bnss-spons-

ored witchunt — a fact not exact-

ly camouflaged by the stars of

the show: John Boyd; Beeching,

Robens; Alf Allen of USDAW ~
whose members live on a pitt-
ance and could well do with

some incitement to strike — and,
doing most of the talking, one of
the most hated scabs in the busi-

ness, Frank Chapple.

And, second, because it’s
precisely this sort of idiotic
rubbish that misleads thousands
of good militants into the CP,
convinced that it is in fact an

effective revolutionary organisat-
ion and not a reformist shambles.

All the same, against this
sort of muck, all militants must
defend the C.P. — whatever we

think of its politics. S“{é‘
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HARD ON THE HEELS of the

Glasgow firemen another section

of hitherto ignored and poorly
paid workers are now in a fight
against phase 3. Ambulance

men in County Durham are out on

strike and in other areas a work
to rule is being operated.

As with the firemen, the
action of the Durham ambulance
men has come up against the
opposition of the trade union

ROM PAGE |

BY-ELECTIONS

for a Labour campaign 10 force the
Tories out round the following
demands, and fight for them in their
own activity —

Smash the Industrial Relations
Act and the NIRC, and compensate
its victims.

Defend the right to picket — org-
anise physical defence against the
state.

End all government interference
with the trade unions, no incomes
policy under capitalism, demolish
Phase 3 and the ‘counter inflation’
legislation of which it is part.

For a guaranteed £30 minimum
wage tied closely to the cost of

living.
scrap the Housing Finance Act.

Equal pay for women NOW.
Abolish all racist immigration

Acts.
Unconditional and immediate

withdrawal of British troops from
Ireland. JACKIE CLEARY

Published by WORKERS' FIGHT

28 Gifford st, London N1.
Printed by voluntory labour.
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It’s a bosses’ trial™

again to the conspiracy that the
Defendants allege, between the
bosses, the Tory government,
and the police.

Certainly, It explains the
long time-gap between the events
of the strike and the time the

charges were brought — nearly
six months.

Plaits-Mi!ls has also contin-
ued to bring out the nature of
the bullding Industry. In the
course of questioning by Platts-
Mills, Police Superintendent
Salisbury stated that he ‘‘bel-
leved it to be true’’ that the
reason one of the Defendants,
Des Warren, had given a false
name was ‘‘that his name was

on a blacklist’’.

As in the Mold trial, the Pro-
secution seem to be at pains to
show that the pickets were not
carrying out normal trade union
activity. They have now issued
Subpoenas (official Court requ-
ests to give evidence) on George
Smith (UCATT Gen. Sec), Ken
Barlow (Birmingham UCATT org-
aniser) and T&G Building Sect-
jon organiser Kemp, and this is
most likely to be a move to
prove that the Unilon had ‘noth-
ing to do with the flying pickets’
officially.

At Shrewsbury, the police
continue to harass people com-
ing to watch the trial. All those
in the public gallery must give
the Police their name, age and
date of birth, they may not take
notes of the nroceedings, and
relatives of withesses are not
allowed into the public galiery
at all.

In a recent leaflet Issued by

the Defence Committee, they
once ag:.n call for pledges of

action if anyone is found guilty.
It is Important tc stress this
point, as there is a lot of talk
about striking ‘if they are jailed’.
But the likellhood is that jail
sentences would deliberately be
avoided, for fear of provoking
militant action.

ANY PENALTY should be
met with strike action — the
trade union movement must make
it clear that It will not allow its

members to be penalised in ANY
way by a Tory court for actions
undertaken in the course of work-
ing class struggle.

THERE IS STILL TIME to cont-

act the Defence Committee for a
speaker or leaflets. Write to:
Mike Williams, 1 Fford Pentre,

Oceafi V'ew, Carmel, Holywell,
Flintshirell cyNTHIA BALDRY

Ambulancemen strike

leaders and many drivers have
held back from strike action

(while going ahead with over-
time bans and working to rule)
because NUPE has promised to
organise a conference to discuss
the dispute.

The dispute itself is overa
complicated proposal which phase
3 has upset. This proposal stems
from the recommendation of the

‘McCarthy report on restructuring

pay and efficiency schemes.
Phase 3 however will not permit
the ambulance men to be classif-
ied as a ‘‘special case’ and thus
the move towards a new NHS
structure will bring in nothing

for the ambulance men.

In one area (Bolton) the men
will actually have lower manning
scales and work more hours!

As with the hospital workers’
strike , last year, the press have
been quick to pounce on scare
stories. The Medical Officer of
Health accused pickets of holding
up a patient with heart trouble
for 10 minutes whereas in fact
the patient had to wait because
there were not enough porters
available.

Like the Glasgow firemen, the
ambulance men work irregular
hours, the pay is poor and the
conditions are bad. Like fire-
fighting, the job is vital and
because of this the ambulance
men are open to all sorts of
hypocritical blackmail. In such
a situation the solidarity of all
sections of workers is paramount.




