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BENN’S INDUSTRY BILL

by JACK PRICE
WHEN Ralph Bateman, the

president of the Confed-

eration of British Industry,
called Anthony Wedgwood
Benn’s new Industry Bill a
piece of “Big brother style
legislation”, he was, of course,
simply reaclnng for the
nearest anti-communist
cliches. The only thing that is
“Big brother style” about this
partlcular piece of legislation
is that it looks after the likes of
Raiph Bateman the way a big
brother looks after his less
wise kid brother.

Summarising the  signifi-
cance of the legislation on
behalf of the more enlight-
ened elements of the capit-
alist class, the “Observer”
wisely reflected: “Despite the
increase in State intervention
and the horrors of disclosure,
companies may be persuaded
that he has provided a frame-
work in which reformed capit-
alism can survive; there is also
the tantalising prospect- of
shop-floor cooperatlon not
known 1in modern times”.

“It would be ironic, but by
no mearnis impossible”, the
paper continues, “that in
switching Labour policy from
outright nationalisation to
something approaching a
corporate industrial state, Mr
‘Benn will be assailed more by
the critics from the trade
union left than by the
country’s beleaguered
businessmen.”

‘’Power-sharing”’

And why is this? Labour’s
manifesto promised broad
extensions of “public owner-
ship” (as nationalisation is
misleadingly _ called; as if
ordinary worklng people —
the ‘publicc — owned or
controlled British Steel or the
NCB). Benn has retreated
from that promise, except in
the case of shipbuilding,
aircraft, and the ports.
Instead, he has opted for the
present course, which, instead
of nationalisation outright,
empowers the National Enter-
prise Board to take up to 309%
of the holdings in any
company.

In this way he hopes to
create what hecalls a “genuine
trnpartlte exercise of power-
sharing”.

The manifesto promises
would not mean socialism.
‘They would, however, mean
some considerable reforms,
and some
bruising of the interests of
numerous individual capit-
alists. In addition, they would
raise the danger — for
capitalism — of workers
mobilised on the basis of so-
called ‘public ownership’
taking matters into their own

considerable

hands and going forward to
workers’control of industry.

Thus Benn has opted for
‘powerfsharing’ But this
‘powersharing’ means not so
much having a finger in every
pie as having your hands
trapped for good. Capitalists
retain the power to exploit,
and workers.. the power to be
consulted on some details of
how we are exploited.

This notion of ‘partici-
pation’ rests on the
assumption that all of us,
workers and bosses, wage-
slaves and camtahsts are
working in the same interest,
for the same aims. But every
day shows us the opposite.
Every day shows us the
continuuous struggle between
profits and wages, between
attempts to curb workers’
organisation and defence of
the right to organise, strike,
and picket. Every day shows
us the battle between bosses’
attempts to assert their
authority and workers’
attempts to get some control
over working conditions

In reality, Benn’s proposals
point to a complete loss of the
independence of trade anions
from the employers and their
state. And that loss of indep-

endence must be opposed, as
much under a Labour as
under a Tory government:
because Labour, as much as

the Tories, runs capitalism
and defends its interests rather
than those of the working
class.

Benn is part of such a
Government, and this Bill
shows clearly that he isn’t out
to kill or even wound the
capitalist system, but to shore
it up.

Unfortunately, the
traditional misconceptions of
tne trade union and Labour
left only serve to aid people
like Benn. Their customary
failure to see the Labour
Government as essentially a
capitalist one, and state
Intervention under its control
as a positive benefit to big
business, leaves them
somewhat open to the thinly

d1sgu1sed conmanship of
“participation”.
The distress of the

industrialists at having to
openup their books is also
misplaced. Benn has already
said that he would protect
their confidentiality. That
means hat the information

gained will simply be used to
streamline the operation of

state subsidy to private
industry. The fact that this
clashes with the interests and
instincts of some elements of
big business should not blind
us to the fact that it poses no
real threat to them.

Benn’s plan is quite
decisively a right wing
conception. His leftish mask
should not deceive us. That it
1S taken for real is an
indication of how little a
politician needs to do to
receive the adulation of
certain left MPs and trade
union leaders.

This comes from the
confusion and shallowness of
left concepts the moment they
are removed from their real
driving force — class struggle.

Indeed, if state intervent-
1on 1s to be other than another
weapon 1n the bosses’ hands,
workers’ must take these
issues into their own hands,
bringing the class struggle into
these tidy schemes.

We must demand complete
nationalisation, with no
compensation for the
parasites that have been living
off our backs.

SEE BACK PAGE
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FIVE re hunger stnkers
were th week moved to
hospital from Ireland’s

Portlaoise Jail. They are now
in the sixth week of hunger
strike struggle for the demand
to be treated as political
prisoners. And yet, according
to one released Provisionsl
prisoner, Joe Cabhill, as long

agc as 3ra October : 1973, a

group of prisoners ended a

hunger strike on the promise
of political status. “The terms
of the agreement were read to
the assembled prisoners on
October 3rd by the then
governor, Mr.Frawley.”

The Dublin government, a
coalition of Labour with right
wing Tories, seems
determined
hunger strikers to die rather

than honour this 16-month

old pledge. It is, says Justive
Minister Mr. Patrick Cooney,
‘an issue over who is running
the country’. But, say the
prisoners, they are not asking
to run the country

own conditions. The hunger
strike is their only weapon.

REGIME

Even in the North, under
British and Orange rule,
republican prisoners are kept
together as political prisoners.
And in the South, as the Irish
Republican Publlclty Bureau
claims, “such facilities already
exist in relation to a number of
non-Provisional prisoners.”

Behim_l the Government’s
intransigence is the fact that it
has been conducting an all-out
offensive to break the
Provisional prisoners at
Portlaoise. This offensive is
described by the Prisoners’
Welfare Actlon Group -
“Smce December 29th” they
say “the Government have
step by step enforced a Nazi
regime in Portlaoise jail.

to allow the

: they are
merely fighting to better their

‘up. Send protests

“The. first step was the
- action of the gardai, on the
instructions of the highest
authority, who wrecked the

- jail and destroyed prisoners’

personal belongings,
including clothes. The second
step was the cessation of visits
for four weeks. The third step
was the harassment of visitors.

“The fourth step was the
loss of remission of sentence.
The fifth step is the
authorities’ refusal to inform
relatives about the condition
of the men on hunger strike.

“The sixth step is the
Government’s decision to
allow men to die because they
want two things; to associate
with Republican political
prisoners only; and to receive
food parcels...

“The men are still sleeping
on the floor; the Government
refusetoreplace the tables and
chairs wrecked by the gardai,
thus causing the men to eat
their meals on the floor.”

Clothes brought in for the
prisoners had not been given
to the men two weeks later.

The threats of reprisals by
the Provisional IRA, and their
attempt to link the issue with a
possible ceasefire, are merely
attempts to do what they can
for men who are dying in the
brutal grasp of a Government
that is now debating what line
to take when the hunger
strikers start to die.

The real struggle is between

~ that Government (backed up

always in its repression and
egged on by Britain) and the

~fifteen men facing death or

irreversible bodily damage to
vital organs and the nervous
system.

The labour movement in
this country must back them
and
resolutions supporting the
prisoners’s demands to the
Irish Embassy, 17 Grosvenor
Place, London S.W.1

FEW workers will shed tears
of sorrow because Ted Heath
“has been kicked out as leader
of the Tory party. We should
however note the importance
of the turmoil at the top of the
Tory party.

Thatcher stands consider-
ably to the right of Heath. The
issue  between Heath and
Thatcher 1s one that could
involve a marked shift in the
Tory party.

Hitherto it has presented
itself as a ‘one nation’ party —
and with some truth in terms
of being able to con millions of
workers to vote for it.

In fact, both major British
parties have attempted to
appear as “the party of all the

THE UGLIER FACE OF TORYISM

nation™, but the trade union-
based Labour Party, less
successfully.

The politics of confront-
ation between Government
and Unions which spanned
the whole three and a half
years of Tory rule after 1970
only partly upset the picture.
Now, victory for the Thatcher
- Joseph brand of Toryism
would taint the party even

further with the stlgma of

being a “middle class™ party.
The Heath government did

by JOHN O°*MAHONY

bring a sharp polarisation in
British politics and society.
Victory for milk-snatcher
Thatcher would continue this
process. For this reason the
stop-Thatcher forces are rally-
ing to William Whitelaw.
The crisis for the Tories
comes certainly from two lost
elections; but it is much more
funddmentall hey took on the
working class head on - and
were beaten to their knees and
then kicked out of office.
The strength of the bed rock

~ Tory gut politics expressed by

Thatcher and Joseph comes
from that experience.

It comes also from watch-
ing  the Labour leaders
successtully for now —
defusing the situation with the
working class. If the Thatcher
forces win this can only help
Labour project itselt as the
broad based pariv. Some
Labour leaders must  be
dreaming of a long period
ahcad with Labour as the
‘natural’  party of  ‘hbroad

based’ government,
Democratic Party of the USA.

They leave the class struggle
out of the picture — they
forget the contradiction
between Labour in power with
soaring inflation and rising
unemployment, trying to run
capitalism, and Labour the
party based on the trade
unions,

From the point of view of
socialists, who must fight to
help sharpen those contrad-
ictions, to the point of

breaking the working class”

from the politics of Labour-
ism. the very best place tor
I abour to be just now is where
HUIS IN POWCT.
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like the

~of Torvism.,

nature of the Labour leader-

ships in the battle over In
Place. of Strife in 1969 than

had been convinced by
socialist propaganda in
decades. anything that keeps
Labourin power — other than
dampening or abandoning
working class militancy — is
therefore to be welcomed.
Heath the would-be bruiser
who lostevery one of his fights
with the working class, is one
thing. Milk snatcher Thatcher
IS a _nastier, meaner, uglier,
and therefore  even more
truthful and unacceptable face
1 I8 1n our inter-
¢sts that the real soul of Tory-
ism should show itselt on its
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WHAT special problems do
gay teachers face?

Firstly, gay teachers do not

enjoy the same job security as
other teachers. The Department
of Education and Science keeps
a list called List 99, of teachers

convicted of ‘sexual offences’.

As the legal age of consent for
gays is still 21, as opposed to 16
for heterosexuals, gay teachers
can be convicted for ‘sexual
offences’ which would be
perfectly legal between
heterosexuals. Also, many gay
teachers fear that their
promotion
suffer if it was known that they
were gay.

This fear leads many gay
teachers to live double lives,
where they conceal their
homosexuality at school. So
when they hear anti-‘queer’
jokes, either in the staffroom or
in the classroom, they feel
unable to answer back. Many
extend their pretence of being
heterosexudal into their social
life, for fear of gossip getting
back to school. |

HOW is the GTG aiming to

tackle these problems at

are its aims?

We want teachers to feel free
to be open about their sexuality
in school. To be able to respond

| to taunts of ‘pouf’ or ‘queer’ by
| saying ‘Yes, | am gay, what's
'wrong with that?” rather than

feeling forced to hide by avoiding
the issue. The effect on the kids
must also be considered.
Nowhere are they likely to have
seen homosexuals as anything
other than the tmage portrayed
by the media and common

| prejudices. Never as real people.

Clearly the first step on the
road to that goal would be to
force our employers, the Local
Education Authorities, to stop
intimidating and sacking
teachers for being gay. We are
working towards a motion for
the NUT and ATTl conferences to
get full union support for any
teacher so victimised.

We are also trying to get the
question of homosexuality

included in school sex education

WAITER, TH

Looking for a leak in his plumbing,
Jaseph McKearney, a cafe owner
in the Falls Road, Belfast, opened a
trap door leading to his attic. In the
attic, he not only found the cause
of the leak — an overflowing army
latrine — but he found the army
that had been using it too!

For in his attic, complete with
pistols, a sub-machine gun,
portable radio, airbeds, a camp
cooker and a large selection of
canned food, were three soldiers.

The squaddies had been
squatting in Joe McKearney's attic
for several days. They had knocked
a hole in the wall to spy on pthe
cafe’s customers and passers by —
there is a Provisional Sinn Feir
office across the road — and t
photograph them. |

But while it was the army that
was caught red-handed, it was Mr.
McKearney and his staff who were
arrested. First he was led out of the
attic at gun-point and forced to
cross several roofs. Then, when his
staff saw this and raised the alarm,
they were rounded up too.

At Hastings Street police station |

the arrested men were

~ photographed and questioned.

The episode would have made a

THE contrast between the
rising pitch of demands for
action to free the Shresbury 2
coming from the rank and file
of the trade union movement
and the stubborn refusal of the
TUC tops to budge hecomes

GOING TO THE H

prospects would

SQUADDIE |

understood by
branches, districts, and other
bodies which have passed

- We reported in WORKERS FIGHT last week on the

. case of JOHN WARBURTON, the London teacher who
is being stopped from teaching after he talked frankly
to his classes about homosexuality.

Although he has been offered a job in a West
London school, the Inner London Education Authority
(ILEA) will not permit him to be employed unless he
gives an undertaking never to discuss homosexuality
with a class “except in the course of a completely
structured programme of sex education”.

Though no teacher is supposed to have to give any
undertaking on any subject outside his normal
contract, Mr. Warburton generously offered not to
initiate such discussion. “However”, he wrote to the
ILEA “I hope you will appreciate my position if events
similar to the ones | was faced with in classes at St.

~ Marylebone” (where kids jeered and mocked him
. after he’d been seen on a gay rights demonstration)
“were to occur in any future teaching situation. [
understand that homosexuality is a very emaotive

subject, but it is because of this that if | am faced with workers.
similar class hostility in the future, | must have the

freedom to deal with the situation there and then
without embarassment. ... refusing to discuss the
subject altogether ... would jeopardise my ability to
maintain class control to an extent few teachers

would tolerate ”’

— John Warburton _

programmes. All too often it is
either igpored altogether or
mentioned briefly as
“something we all grow out of”".
Of course, that sort of thing has a

- very damaging effect on those

whodon’t ““grow out” of wanting

RESA

MY SO0UP...

good Monty Python sketch: butit’s
not so funny for the people of
Belfast who have to put up with
this kind of thing.

O

Last w 2k, while on a visit to the
north of Ireland T and GWU
Gen.Sec. Jack Jones was given a
dossier documenting the
intervention of British occupation
troops in a strike by milk industry
workers.

The str ters had regularly to resist
the intimidation of the RUC until they
had finally gained their demands. On
a number of occasions the RUC was
backed up by the British Army.

O

BRISTOL police are holding
Brendan Phelan, who has been
served with an exclusion order

Roy Jenkins.

Brendan Phelan is the branch
secretary of the Bristol branch of
Clann na hEireann, the Officials’
movement in this country, and the

the many

the Group.

to be gay, and it perpetuates all

the prejudices that lead to the
persecution of gay people.

IS John Warburton's case
the first clear example of
victimisation you‘'ve heard
about?

This is the second case that
has come to the group since we
started about 6 months ago. The
first involved a lecturer in
Manchester who was failed her
medical examination for the job
because her GP had told the
Medical Officer of Heaith that
she was gay and therefore

“unsuitable for teaching girls. But

she was not prepared to fight the
case because she had managed
to get a similar job and was
afraid of losing that too.

it is not surprising that few
actual cases have been
publicised, as the teacher
involved is often isolated, sees
little hope of support, and unlike
John Warburton, backs down to
an ultimatum from either the
Head or the LEA.

ILEA had given an
assurance that no gay teacher
would be victimised. What did

EART OF ANTI-GAY BIGOTRY

To this honest and clearly reasoned statement, the
ILEA gave no reply, other than to say they had
‘understood him perfectly well the first time’ at an
interview. and that was that. Later, they refused to
meet a deputation on his behalf.

That “homosexuality is an emotive subject” is
certainly true. The ILEA. at the same time as depriving
a young teacher of the right to work, totally ignored
the rampant race prejudice betrayed in the letter
about him trom the headmistress of St. Marylebone,
who wrote that Mr.Warburton was said to have told
his class that “he had relationships with men ..
including coloured men”... |

The fact is that the equivalent in gay terms of the
classic howler of the racist bigot — “would you let a
black man marry your daughter” — would be “would
you let a queer teach you kid”. And it is the depth of
this prejudice that makes the thousands of gay
teachers around the country feel so hunted and
insecure — probably more so than most other gay

In response to this, a GAY TEACHERS GROUP was
founded last June. The case of John Warburton is the

first the Group has taken up. Workers Fight talked to
TONY BROCKMAN, who helped to start GTG, about

the Group feel about that?

Many members of the Group
did feel more secure after that,
and saw the role of the Group as
being to try to obtain similar
statements from LEAs outside
London. But really the statement

only came from Ashley Bramall

(Labour Jeader of ILEA) in a
personal capacity and was
couched in vague terms. Ashley
Bramall could of course be
removed from office and the
‘pledge’ would fall. In the event,
the pledge has proved not to be
very useful when it came to the
crunch. Bramall even refused to
discuss the case of John
Warburton with a delegation
from the GTG.

HOW big is GTG? Do many
teachers know about it?

There are about 150 teachers
and student teachers in the
group, with local groups
functioning in London,
Manchester and Bristol.

WHAT sort of activities has
the Group organised so far?

Most of the members are
relatively new to any kind of

political activity, and overrate
the effect that liberal tactics
such as petitions and ‘phone-

ins” are likely to have on Ashley

Bramall. But there are many in
the group who realise that the
only way we are likely to get
anywhere is by winning the
support of other teachers, by
arguing our case in the teaching
unions. Rank and File in London
has now agreed to take up John
Warburton’'s case, and this could
give the group more confidence
in the possibilities of working

. through the unions.

HOW crucial do you feel

this case is?

To begin with, it raises a
general point of principle, in that
John has been asked to sign
what is effectively an extra
clause to his contract with the
ILEA. If heis forced todo so, then
so could any teacher, whether
gay or straight, and involving
other questions such as politics.

Secondly, it is a crucial case
for all gay teachers. If John
loses, then it is likely that many
gay teachers will lose heart and
think twice before they speak
about homosexuality at school.
But if ILEA can be made to back
down, then apart from the boost
that this will give to the GTG,
tindividual teachers will feel far
more confident when the
question comes up.

| also feel that if we areto gatn
anything permanent from this
struggle, then we must not be
satisfied with John's
reinstatement unless it is
accompanied by an official
statement from the ILEA that
they will never again attack gay
teachers.

IS there anything that
you'd like those supporting
your aims to do about this
struggle?

Firstly, they can pass motions
of support in their local NUT
Association. There will be a
lobby of the next meeting of LEA
which of course we’d like te be
well supported. And they can
write forcopies of a petition (and
further information) to 11
Birnam Road, London N.4

fourth member of that branch to
have been excluded, if the request
is approved. The others were Jim
Flynn, Danny Ryan and Adrian
Gallacher.

if Mr.Phelan is deported he will
be the seventeenth person to be
uprooted from his home and family
for nothing the police could charge
him with and prove in court.
Another ten are awaiting Jenkins’

under the ‘Terrorism’ Act pending- = decision.

his appeal to the Home Secretary

Another man, Paul McDonagh, a
London TANSPORT WORKER
AND FORMER Long Kesh
internee, was ailso arrested and
served with an order. But after 3/,
weeks in jail, he was released.

stoppage.

Support is continuing to
come . in, too, from other

more scandalous every day.

Every day the two jailed
pickets, Des Warren and
Ricky Tomlinson, spend in
jail, is one more day these
“leaders” have added to their
sentence. That 1is clearly

resolutions calling on the

TUC to call a one day general
strike as a follow up to the well
attended lobby on January
14th.

UCATT, the main building
workers’ union, is still sitting

warded to the union’s EC its
recommendation that a one
day stoppage be called. Three
other regional committees,
London, the North West, and
Southern, have also sent 1n
motions pressing for a one day

sections of the labour move-
ment.CSEU districts no. 29
(Manchester) and no. 8
(London) have committed
themselves to support of a
one-day strike, as have South

East Essex District Comm-

AS WARREN AND TOMLINSON ARE SPLIT UP AND HAULED OFF TO CLOSED JAILS ——

T.U.C. IGNORES ‘STRIKE TO FREE THE TWO’ CALLS

on the movement instead of
leading it. Yet their Scottish
Regional Council has for-

ittee of the AUEW and
Blackpool Trades Council.
On Sunday 9th Liverpool
Trades Council 1s holding a
one day conference — its third
— to publicise the Shrews-
bury case.
- At the same time a march
has set off from Wigan bound

for London, where it 1s due to .

arrive on 19th February. It
will call at a numbe: f major
industrial centres ¢  he way
to drum up suppe. or the

release of the jaile: :ickets.
Despite being initi: by the
"Workers Revciutionary
Party’, this march has gained
some trade union support,
and we should certainly reject
attempts by the Communist
Party to refuse support to it
simply on the grounds of the
presence of the WRP.




THOSE WHO do not subscribe to
the Communist Party’s trade
union strategy will, according to
Jon Bloomfield writing in the CP’s
fortnightly journal “Comment”,
be “unable to explain left trends as
in the NUM and the AUEW...”

Now that the Broad Left, the
CP-dominated reformist trend in
the AUEW, has met with several
reverses in the recent elections for
officers of the engineering union,
perhaps Mr.Bloomfield and his co-
thinkers will “explain” what has
happened. If they are able.

In the first round of the baliot
for the general secretaryship of the
union. the Broad Left’s candidate
was Bob Wright, until now seen as
Hugh Scanlon’s heir apparent for
the presidency. Apart from a
bunch of local ‘favourite sons’
standing no chance at all, Wright’s
opponent was Executive
Committee member for Scotland,
and Salvation Army Major, John

Boyd.
GAP

The Broad Left faced the ballot
with confidence; after all, in

certain key areas they had
managed to organise large
meetings to support their

candidates, and there was a
general myth in circulation that
the Right had no organisation, no
machine, and would therefore not
be able to muster any real force.

In the event Bob Wright got
42.388 votes while Boyd received
89.514. The result was not
sufficiently conclusive for Boyd to
be declared elected — 1t 1is
necessary to gain an overall
majority — but with the final
ballot not far away in March, the
left will have to pull out all the
stops to be able to make up this
enormous gap.

This set-back was not the only
one suffered by the left. Cyril
Morton, a Communist Party
member who is the convenor of
Shardlows in Sheffield, failed to
get into the second ballot for
National Organiser. Likewise Pat
Farrelly, another CPer who has
been Divisional Organiser in the
Reading/Basingstoke and
Southampton areas for 20 years,
was defeated by an unknown

B R B TP
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on a revolutionary platform.
Smith, who comes from a small

| district, Erith, polled 51,092 votes
= with far less of a machine than any
= ofthe other candidates.

Unlike other candidates, his
platform faced the issues of the day

- squarely. Looking through the

" Wright — losing
Southampton branch

secretary,
George Elsey, by 4731 votes to
4301.

If this surprise result did not give
the right wing a very big majority,
it was different in the case of Len

Brindle, BLMC convenor at
Leyland and the candidate
supported by the Broad Left, who
polled only 36,247 votes against
right winger John Weakley's
49.876. In another ballot for
National Organiser, Phil Higgs,
Rolls Royce convenor, polled only
82.608 votes against the present
office-holder Bob Lloyd, who
harvested 156,000 votes.

Right wingers also won in South
Wales, where Bill John kept his
seat, and district offices 1n
Wolverhampton, Birmingham
East and Blackpool went the same
way. »

The pattern was not, of course,
uniform. In Oldham the Broad
Left candidate, Ray Seddon, who
gathered 693 votes, goes into the
second ballot®head of J.W.Jone:
by 96 votes. John Foster, another
Communist Party member, also
polled the highest number of votes
in the ballot for the post he holds,
though his majority was not
enough to avoid a second round.
District posts in Aberdeen,
Guildford and Croydon stayed
with the Broad Left, who also won
West London from a Maoist.

Of all these results, the one that

deserves closest attention 1s Len

Brindle’s defeat. Not because a
right winger beat a left winger, but
because the highest number of
votes in this poll was gained not by
the right wing’s candidate,
Weakley, but by Lawrie Smith (a
member of the WRP) who stood

On February 11th, appeal

proceedings are due to begin in WS

Madrid for the ten Spanish trade
unionists held in Carabanchel jail,
and known as the Carabanchel
Ten. The ten were imprisoned in
June 1972 on charged of
“unlawful association” but not
brought to trial until December
1973.

These charges refer to their
leading roles in the organisation of

the Workers’ Commissions, the [%

genuine working class organs that
are still illegal in Spain.
Workers’ Commissions
increasingly becoming a focal
point of workers’ mobilisation,
thus threatening the hold of the
fascist state’s ‘‘syndicates’’.

When the Ten came up for trial

the whole of Spain was convulsed
in the aftermath of
assassination of Prime Minister
Admiral Carrero Blanco — not at all
the atmosphere, the 10 are
claimirtg in their appeal, where any
trial could reasonably take place.
Assuming any reasonable trial
could take place in fascist Spain.
In this atmosphere, huge

sentences were imposed, including |
20 years for Marcellino Camacho °

and Eduardo Saborindo, 19 years
for Francisco Garcia Salve and
Niclos Sartorius, 18 years for Juan
Marcos Muniz Zapico and 12 years
for Francisco Acosta, Luis
Fernandez Costilla, Pedro
Santisteban and Miguel Angel
Zamora.

The statement on the appeal
points out that “The situation
today is completely different from

The |
are

......

the i

T, T

what it was a year ago during the
judicial farce which sentenced
thase men. All the political and
social forces i1n Spain are
demanding a change of regime.
The amnesty petition headed by
the Church has become a national
plebiscite.

**The struggie of the workers and
other social sectorsis showing that

somuch as a
I redundancies.

Addresses of the candidates for
both the Organisers’ posts and
Assistant General Secretary posts,
you will find one after another

i without so much as a mention of

Contract, without
word about
For most of the
Broad Left candidates the bigissue
is the question of “amalgamation”
and “integration”. The Left 1s
calling for a complete integration
of the AEU with the CEU, TASS
and the Foundry workers, instead
of the present amalgamated status.
The right opposes this.

The principle reason for this
line-up is that full integration
would give the left dominance
within the Executive and over the
union as a whole. This 1s not to say
that the integration would not be a
good thing 1n itself, strengthening
the organisation of engineering
workers. It certainly would be. But
it is well known that the real
motives are rather
bureaucratic than anythingelse.

Either way, the big issues like
redundancies and short time, the
CAS, the Social Contract,
racialism, and equality for women,
went virtually unmentioned.

SHIFT

This doesn’t entirely explain the
shift to the right. But the Broad

the Social

Left apologists like Bloomfield
don’t explain it either. They simply °

resort to the argument that it 1s the
postal ballot that has made all the
difference!

The right wing has benefited
from the postal ballot, and they
know it. Woodrow Wyatt, writing
in the Sunday Mirror — a paper
firmly behind John Boyd in the
crucial General Secretary elections
— called it “sanity by second class
post”: “The postal ballot”™ Wyatt
points out “has opened up the
voting to many more members.
Previously in AUEW elections,
109 or less would vote. Now it 1s
nearer to 30%. Instead of a
minority of fanatical extremists
dominating committees and

FREE THESE TEN

Six of the trade um’is adrid’s C'énchl Jai |

the Government headed by
Premier Arias Navarro is incapable
of containing the Spanish people’s
desire for freedom and justice. In
this situation, we are certain that
an international mobilisation by the
trade unions and democratic
organisations will contribute in a
decisive fashion to the quashing ot
these sentences and the liberation

morc-

elections, the majority of common
sense members are beginning to
assert themselves.”

It would of course be fair to ask
Mr. Wyatt why these members do
not give their fellow members the
benefit of their “common sense” at
such fanatical and extremist
occasions as branch meetings. It 1s
no doubt true that the postal ballot
has meant an enormous increase in
the voting of dead souls who take
no interest in the union at all.

Nevertheless, this is not the end
of the story. Socialists should
never rest on a minority — even if
it is the active minority — leaving
the rest to stew in their apathy. If
socialists want to fight for their
ideas, they have to convince the
rank and file.

RULE

In fact, much of the success of
the right wing has been by default.
It is not that they have gone out
and campaigned and won over the
rank and file. It is that the left,
once it has captured certain
positions, has attempted to rule
‘from on high’. For instance, the
decision not to carry out work on
war=ships bound for Chile — a
decision which Workers Fight
agrees with one hundred percent
— was taken and imposed without
patience, without explanation, on
a group of workers who do not
understand the need for the bo-
cott.

The natural result was
resentment and an increase in the
support for the local right wing
official who made it plain that he
thought his members were being
ridden over roughshod.

The important and courageous
decision by the union to defy the
Industrial Relations Act was,
again, not accompanied by any
real campaign to convince the
members of the importance of this
defiance.

The decisions made by dictat
lowered the standing of the unton
in the eyes of the average members
by just as much as they raised it in
the eyes of the militants.

The bureaucratic ‘position

capturing’ which the CP supports
right down the line, works against
itself in the long run. Workers are
fed up enough with being dictated
to every day by the boss and the
foreman without having the union
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of these ten trade unionists,
authentic and genuine
representatives of the Spanish
workers.”’

The fascist government fears the
potential of the Workers’
Commissions, for they have
proved in recent months the degree
to which they command the
support of the Spanish working
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behave in the same way.

Resorting to such bureaucratic
means involves you in a fear of
democracy, and in any case does
not work. The most obvious
example of this is the 1972 pay
claim. The leadership asked the
areas to take the initiative, but the
areas — with the exception of
Manchester — didn’t. The whole
pent-up anger of engineers at their
falling living standards was
punctured by the failure of the sit-
ins in Manchester. And even there
— and again the elections not long

after testified to this — the workers
felt let down.

The facts that the Broad Left
must now face are these: by
bureaucratic election seeking
rather than campaigning, they
have allowed the mass of the rank
and file to become disaffected with
the leftish leadership of the union;
the leadership of the AUEW,
which the Broad Left hailed as a
new and progressive leadership,
has done no better than any other
leadership in getting
improvements in wages,
conditions, hours and benefits (in
fact it has done a lot worse than
many); a firm revolutionary
socialist lead can can attract more
conviction and support than half-
hearted platitudes about the issues
that really count.

It is late in the day to change the
situation, but not too late. If the
lessons are learnt, then a militant
leadership within the AUEW will
be forged. To do this, the Broad
Left would have to abandon its
methods entirely and build a real
rank and - file movement of
engineers, organised 1n every area,
campaigning on all the important
1SSUES.

And not just at election times...

NIONISTS

class. For instance last November
the Workers’ Commissions led a
one-day general strike of 200,000
Basques demanding an amnesty
for political prisoners.

When the Pamplona miners were
recently locked-out, they
responded by organising a daring
stay-down occupation, taking
down food and supplies for more
than two weeks. The miners were
then supported by an almost total
local strike, and a group of priests
went on hunger strike in solidarity.

Gradually the Workers’
Commissions, although stiil illegal,
are coming out of the
underground. For instance recently
SEAT car workers in Barcelona

demanded that the company
recognise members of the
Workers’ Commisions as the

officials workers’ representatives.

The same demand is common in
other factories, particularly in the
Basque country.

The Workers’ Commissions call
for a mass of letters, telegrams and
statements to be sent to:
Presidente del Tribunal Supremo,
Palacio de Justicia, Plaza de Las
Salesas, Madrid. The address of
the Spanish Embassy in London is
24 Belgrave Square, London SW1.

x k * W%
in Pamplons fowr priests have been
jarled tor Laling to pay hoes he
Fravinig predched sermons i Soeie!’
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THIS ANALYSIS OF ITALY'S | FRENCH JOURNAL LUTTEDE f AMENDED FOR
POLITICAL CRISIS | CLASSE. IT HAS BEEN VERY | PUBLICATION IN WORKERS
APPEARED FIRST IN THE FIGHT.
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FOR THE last few years, Italy has
been in a state of permanent
political crisis, a situation basically
the same as that of the French
Fourth Republic in the period just
before its end in May 1958.

This political crisis 1s now being
aggravated by an economic crisis
which is mainly the consequence
inside Italy of the general crisis of
the monetary system and world
inflation. The crisis in Italy is
deeper and has more dramatic
features than in any otehr country,
partly because of the relative
weakness of ltalian imperialism
and partly because of a number of
political factors, for example the
absence of a stable government.

Given its duration and the
absence of any foreseeable short
term solution, the ltalian crisis
stands out as an exception when
compared to crises in other
advanced countries — especially
European ones. Despite a number
of political difficulties, West
Germany, UK and the countries of
Benelux have been able to
maintain more or less stable
governments on the basis of
existing  political  institutions.
France was in a similar state of
permanent crisis up to 1958 and
the governmental crisis itself was
being aggravated at the time by the
political problems the French
bourgeoisie had to solve in the
course of its wars in Indochina and
later in Algeria.

However, governmental
stability was re-established after
1958 thanks to the constitution of
the fifth Republic.

Communist

The political crisis in Italy 1s
mainly due to the existence of a
very powerful Communist Party,
in fact the most powerful of all
Western CPs. Since the first
parliamentary elections of the
Republic, held in 1946, it has
regulai.y increased its  poll,
growing from 19% of the votes to
17.29% in May 1973. And also,
since 1963, the existence of centre-
left governments including the
Socialist Party ultimately
favoured the CP — which was the
only left wing party in the
opposition.

With more than 9,000,000 votes
and some 1,500,000 members (so it
claims), the Italian CP represents a
major force, which is reinforced by
its overwhelming influence in the

CGIL (General Confederation of

Italian Labour -— the main union).
The CGIL is made up of Socialist
and Communist workers and
represents the fighting wing of the
Itallan working class.

The CP’s electoral strength also
means that it is at the head of
numerous municipahties and even
of an entire region, that of Emilia-
Romania. The establishment of
autonomous regions 1n 1970 was
the opportunity for the Italian CP
to prove its managerial skill not

only at the municipal level but at
that of a whole region, and its
electoral success there put'it in a

positionto do that.

Electoral

‘But the strength of the Italian
CP can also be seen on the
parliamentary level. The Italian
Constitution was drawn up by the
1946 Constituent Assembly, at a
time when the CP, the SP and
Democracy were
coalition
government. Taking the interests

of the parties into account, the

Constituent Assembly established
an electoral system based on
proportional representation, with
the weight of the parliament
greater than that of the
government.

The CP has 179 deputies out of
627 in the National Assembly, that
is, almost one third. The fact that
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the CP is automatically excluded
from any governmental coalition
means that the government’s
majority can only be very small.
and that is the reason behind the
present governmental instability.

In order to have a majority, the
Christian Democrats (38.8% of the
votes, 267 deputies) must surround
themselves with a number of
groups of lesser importance such
as the Republican party (2.9%) or
the Social Democratic Party
(5.1%), which are both centre-lett,
or the Liberal Party (3.9%) which
is right wing. |

On the left, the SP’s share of the
vote (9.69%) is an 1mportant
addition to a centre-left majorty;
as for the MSI (the neo-fascist
party) it has 8.7% of the votes and
56 deputies.

Under the present
circumstanceg, the participation of
either the CP or the MSI 1n the
government is entirely out of the
question. The two possible
majorities are thus very narrow
ones: the centre-left majority (CD,
SP, RP, SDP) amounts to 56.4%;
the centre-right majority (CD, LP,
RP,SDP)adds up to 50.4%.

In both cases, the smaller groups
have an importance that is out of
proportion with their actual
influence and because of this,
regularly succeed in  getting
ministerial positions that
otherwise they would not have had.

Refusal

It chere are problems when the
time comes to set up a
governmental majority, there are
similar problems in Parliament
when a Bill is being discussed. The
key role played by the small centre-
left parties or the Liberal Party
snables them to force the
government to alter its bills,
according of course to the interests
of their electoral clientele. In fact,
any step taken by the government
is compromise between the parties
in the majority.

The refusal of any compromise
by any one of them is enough to
make the government fall.

The frequent ministerial crises
in Italy are due to the fact that one
party of the other will call into
question the compromise
previously arrived at, often for
quite trivial reasons: the clientele
of one of the parttes in the
coalition may be dissatisfied; or
the party may think the time is ripe
for it to have a better share of the
portfolios. This is usually tfollowed
by several weeks of crises, talks
and negotiations between party
staffs in order to set up a ncw
government, which is nothing but
the old coalition with different
ministers ... or sometimes even the
same ones.

Thus,. the very existence of the
government 1S based on
compromises between various key
parties. And this rules out
governmental stability.

Of course, there exists a series of
solutions, such as making the

government less

the smaller parties are at a

disadvantage and are forced to

unite. The number of Communist
Party deputies could be reduced by
changing the voting system from a
proportional one to a majority one.

Political ‘solutions’ like this
would be completely suited to the
Italian  situation. and  such
constitutional  reforms  would
correspond to the general interests
of the bourgeoisie — especially the
big industrial bourgeoisie  of
northern Italy which longs for a
‘strong” government with steady
policies. They want a government
less tied to its electorate. and
capable of carrying out policies
that big business wants.

But the ‘political caste’ itselt has
everything to lose in this reform, as
their present advantages are due to
the relative freedom of action the
system allows them now. Those
small parties in a key position, for
instance, could no longer play the
game they are playing now. And
this is why a reform is impossible
on the basis of the existing
constitution.

In the past when such a ‘Gordian
knot’ has been cut through, as De
Gaulle did in 1958, it has depended
on the emergence of a powerful

Amintore Fanfani

Giorgio Almiran
one arm of the state against

another.
‘In Italy, too, such a move by the

bourgeoisie would almost
certainly meet with the opposition
of the working class. This 18
because such a reform — whatever
form it took — would mean a more
authoritarian government and less
representation  for the mairn
working class party (the CP) in
Parliament.

Given the combativeness of the
working class, a clash would be
inevitable. In 1960, the mere
attempt of the  Tambroni
government to lean on its right on
the forces of the neo-Fascist party
the MSI drew a general strike on
30th June 1960, violent
demonstrations. and ultimately a
ministerial crisis — which opened
the way to a whole series of centre-
left governments having the [talian
CPs neutrality, if notits support.

If the governments of these last
years (they were all centre-left with
the exception of Andreotti’s
centre’right coalition in 1972-73)
were somehow or other able to
take economic measures necessary
for the Italian bourgeoisie, it 1s due
essentially to the neutrahty, or at
times the support. of the CP.
which meant that a confrontation
with the working class could be
avoided. But any reform directed
against the CP could lead to a

dependent on
Parliament. or giving increased
power to the President and less
power to the Chamber, or In
modifving the electoral law so that

national figure who could play off ~ De Gaulle
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confrontation. despite the Py
‘responsibleness’  and  taste  for
respectable opposition.

The circumstancos 1t Contind
De Gaulle to inaugurate a stable,
strong constitution for the French
bourgesisie are tihus absenl
Italy. First. the situat:on 1o 1s
different, and secondly, the "strong
man’ capable of using the situation
against both the political caste and
the working class is nowhere (0 be
found. No politician has ¢nough
prestige to try and play the role o a
Cthat 1§, {0 #iear ds

the saviour of the uaiion and
impose the necessary solutions.

In fact. the system 1tseit runs
against any such attempt. Fantani,
for instance, who s commonly
seen as the ‘stronyg man of
Christian Democracy. has often —
and always unsuccessiuily - fred
to pose as the ‘mun above ihe
strife’. But his partv has alwae
opposed his ambitions, v the
various currents of  Christian
Democracy are all verv jealous of
their rights and do not want any
one man to rise ahove them.
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However, given  the Tl
political situativn. suih © Hwan
coutd guick iy omer g,

Py, o doree bas appcaned
Gt Warhament i s ot
suiTicient Bressury o 0 Thr WoTkIng
class and & CIAT an i g Lreat b i

like the right-wing uiiras {vp GALS
and the army in Aldgena G the
case of France in 195E
Giorgio Almants, the
Genera! Secretary, huas als
appear as a ‘saviour and to P
forward political  aolmons Tof

Falv similar to those ol 1w ronen
Fifth Republic, A% tho same umc.

on his right. he was helping with
the development ol iorronist
groupings using  hoinbs o and

firearms. 10 order toocroos @

Police hwatally attack 2 sty tn Tuwlp

sirategy of tension” that would
enable him to appear as a ‘man of
srder’ castigaling both left wing
and right wing extrenusts. But
chese terronist groupings have no
real strongta. _

Onibe electoral level, the MSH
nay made no progress during the
list two vears. Almirante’s double-
deating and the MSPs proven
responsibility for most  of  the
bloodshed of recent years have
tarnished the party's image and
have isolated it on the political
Soone,

Of course. there 1s yet another
tvpe of solution. If the situation or
the present political forces of Ttaly
nrove incapable of creating the
cierments that wouid enable the
notrgeotsie to impose  the
institutional  reforms 1t needs,
there remains as a last resort the
passibility of imposing this reform
through a mihtary coup. And the
number of people in the ruling
class who are inclined toward such
4 solution is not neghgible.

fascist iraditions have  been
«-pi alive 1n the police corps,
amoi. magstrates, in the army,
and i the whole state apparatus.
A pumber of abortive plots. have
even included members of the
police corps and the army together
with right wing militants. Up to
now these plots have not got very
far. as they lacked the support of at
ieast a sizeable part ot the
bourgecsie.

Demacracy

Such a solution s indeed a Jast
resort. For first of ali, the army
would probably not  lmit  its
iptervention to a re-modeling of
oresent dav bourgeois democracy
and might go as far as suppressing
democracy altogether, which 1s not
what most of the bourgeoisie
wants, Given the international
situatinn and ftalv's ties with the
Common  Market, the  Itahian
hourgeoisic 18 not ready to accept 4
regime that could lead to a certain
icolation on the international level.

The .S, protector itself, which
has alwave has a close eve  on
Italv’s  political life. did not
support ‘hese plots. Rather, it has
chosen to support those who were
trving to re-orignt the government
teoward  the  right within the
svisting pohticat framework.

Moot mportant of  all,  the
unching of a coup d'etat and the
comning to power of the military 18
~ wveew risky solution. The coup
3 nov {ollowed by a rapid
= of the warking class,
wisht meet with the opposition of
e workers and end up in civil war.

it does not mean that &
mititary coup s totallv excluded.
The army and the potice might try
and force the bourgeotsie to face a
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feir aceompli, much i the same

way as Pinochet did in Chilel in
vict. that 1s one of the nisks the
present situation involves for the
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worging class,

NEXT WEEK: The Communist
Party in Government? :




BLOODY SUNDAY
PROTEST SAYS

TROOPS |

THE Bloody Sunday shootings
were an act of deliberate policy, a

capacity rally at the Conway Hall
was told last Saturday.

Bernadette MacAliskey,
speaking at the rally organised by
the Troops Out Movement,
described the events of Bloody
Sunday and the way in which the
Ist Battalion of the Parachute
Regiment had very carefully fired
at men of military age. This had
been, she said, calculated murder
of unarmed civilians, to break the
organised strength of the Catholic
people and terrorise them off the

streets.

EXPLOITATION

It had taken place shortly after
secret meetings between Edward
Heath, Brian Faulkner and army
chiefs of staff. “The British Army
are not ‘your boys™, she said, “they
are the armed wing of your ruling
class.”

All the speakers stressed the
urgency of the working class 1n
Britain actively supporting the
fight for the withdrawal of troops
and for Insh self determination.
This was espectally urgent since
the Birmingham

that, working class people had
been on their knees begging the
Labour government to take away
many of the rights for which they
had fought for centuries. Now thw
Jenkins laws were being used
against known political activists
and trade unionists of Inish origin.
Moreover, the British Army was
gaining experience In Northern
Ireland in how to enforce the will
of the government against the will
of the people. The Army 1n 1974
had invaded 71,500 homes 1In
Northern Ireland — 1t was the
single most violent organisation in
Northern Ireland and more people
had lost their lives at its hands than
as victims of any other force. The
so-called ‘Irish problem’ was the
problem of how the Irish people
were going to get nd of an
imperialism that was trying to
make itself look ‘acceptable’ for
the purpose of continued
exploitation of the Irish people.
She attacked the stupidity of the
Communist Party’s call for
withdrawal of the troops to
barracks. Everyone in the Catholic
areas knew just how long it took to
get from the barracks to the ghetto
when the army thought necessary.

BRUTALITY

MIKE KNOWLES, secretary of
Hackney Trades Council, declared
that the British trade union
movement shared the guilt of
British rule in Ireland because it
had never taken a stand against it.
He stressed that the British had
imposed foreign rule in Ireland for
800 years, and that the outrages
and crimes perpetrated by Britain
over the centuries outdid the
brutality of the Nazis. Whereas the
British trade union movement had
shown 1nterest in Chile, it was
indifferent to Ireland’s suffering.
Just to call for an end to
internment was not enough: it was
backward-tooking and solved no
basic problem.

Returning to the indifference of
British trade unionists, he
contrasted their concern at the
Birmingham bombings.

Steve Jeffreys, speaking for IS,
thought that the key to getting the
troops withdrawn was the strike
weapon, though he failed to
suggest just which workers might
strike, 1n a situation where the
mass of workers either didn’t care,
or were hostile to the [rish

republican cause.
There should be, he said., no

Bernadette MacAHskey at Conway HaH over on the basis of being ordinary

compromise with those who called
for a Bill of Rights — imposed by
the Bnitish Army and 1n a state
with built-in sectarianism.

NEIL DAVIES, a building
worker who used to be a British
soldier, attacked the way in which
‘economic conscription’ operated
in Britain, with unemployment,
insecurity and bad living
conditions combining with a
monotonous work routine to drive
young kids into the army. Once 1n,
they had to ‘keep the peace’ v
terror, and obey orders like a

e PRTar AES

= trade unionists.

The role of the troops, he said,

. wasto keep the 6 County statelet in

© . existence,
1mper1allst forces,

to disarm the anti-
and give the

- s Loyalists a free hand. This in itself
"I would create the conditions for a

F bloodbath, and meant massive

. WR repression against the Catholics.

robot. These orders could include
breaking strikes in Britain, too.

PAT HICKEY, of Birmingham
Trades Council, emphasised also
that the Irish issue was not just a
matter of abstract solidarity, but a
matter of hife or death for the
labour movement.

The situation in Ireland now
was that the Loyalists were
looking to the Constitutional
Convention as their big chance to
defeat all attempts at ‘power
sharing’. But, he thought, the
Protestant workers could be won

He called for a mass

B anti;imperialist campaign in the

British labour movement to
educate British trade unionists and
work to change the balance of
forces in the 6 Counties. The
alternative would be a restoration
of the Protestant Ascendancy,
which would be “a dagger aimed at
the heart of the British labour
movement.”

The rally, attended by about 700
people, and the 4,000 strong
demonstration through London
that followed it, were both held to
commemorate Bloody Sunday iIn
Derry in 1972. They were certainly
the most positive things to happen
in Britain over Ireland since the
Birmingham pub bombings last
November — though both
activities failed to take up an active
stance against the legislation that

followed the bombings.
JW.HARDING
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Price
sisters

separated

ALBERT PRICE, father of
Marian and Dolours, spoke fc
about 60 people who picketed
Durham Jail (where the girls are
now being held) on Saturday
Feb.1st.

The sisters had now been split
up in an attempt to demoralise
them, and brought in contact with
Judith Ward, although they had
no wish to be with her.

Other speakers demanded the
withdrawal of troops from
Ireland, pointing out that they
were already creating and assisting
in a bloodbath, and aiding the
sectarian Kkillings by Protestant
para-military groups.

The picket was followed by a
march through Durham, with a
short public meeting in the Market
Place, where questions from the
public were answered. Finally,
there was a rally at the University

GRASS ROOTS MUST GET TO GRIPS WITH IRISH QUESTION

A COUPLE of Labour MPs, four
local councillors and a number of
prominent trade unionists, mainly
from the Birmingham and
Wolverhampton area, have sent out
an open letter to the labour
movement for a trade union
conference on Ireland.

Itis time, the letter arges, that the
grass roots of the labour movement
“begins to come to grips with the
problem, formulates a policy and,

bombings |
because, as Bernadette said, after

havmg done thls, makes its voice
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heard.” The policy advocated is
that “any solution will have to be
within a 32 county context, based
on the will of the majority of the
people of Ireland”.

The letter warns of the growth of
the extreme right in the Tory Party
and the National Front, who are, in
the absence of aclear lead from the
labour movement, taking up the
issue and using it to gain support —
which they will later use against the
labour movement ijtself. The

spreading of the war to Britain has
brought more repression, with
legisiatlon “which makes inroads
on civil liberties unequalied in
peacetime.”

The proposed Constitutional
Convention, they say, will make
things worse, and they quote the
comments on it of six Labour MPs
in a letter to the Times: “This
solution will be a choice between
handing over power to Messrs.

continuing with direct rule, Either
way means continued violence and
repression.” |

An initial Organising Meeting, to
set up an Organising Committee
and prepare the Conference, is
scheduled for Monday 10th
February at 7.30pm, at the Labour
Club in Bristol Street, Birmingham.
For further detalls contact

P.Hickey, 26 Durham Road,
Birmingham 11.

Paisley,

Craig and West, or

Under the shadow of the factory walls

Comrades - In his letter published
in the last issue of WF (N0.85), Len
Collingwood illustrated very clearly
the way in which under capitalism
workers’ health suffers. The class
divide of death has always existed
in all forms of class society — In
feudal societies the peasants die
from starvation and malnutrition; In
capitalist society, the worker is
assailed from ail sides by
chemicals, dustand gas.

If we didn’t know that the bosses |

need the workers foor their own
survivak and profit, it would look as
though chemical and biological
warfare was being waged by the
ruling class against the working
class.

During the early period of the
industrial revolution In England,
the conditions under which men,
women and chilgren alike worked
were literally murderous in terms of
shortening workers’ lives. Engeis,
In his documentary book Condition
of the Working Class in England,
quotes a doctor's account of a
common disease in the Sheffield
steel industry — grinders’ asthma.
This disease was caused by
grinding cutiery and breathing in
the dust produced. In 1844 the
average life-span of a grinder was
under 35 years.

This 1s how they died. “"They
usually begin their work in the
fourteenth year and, if they have a
good constitution, rarely notice any
symptoms before the twentieth
year. Then the symptoms of their
peculiar disease appear. They
suffer from shortness of breath at
the slightest effort in going up hili,
they habitually raise the shoulders
to relieve the permanent and
increasing want of breath; they
bend forward and seem most

comfortable in

the crouching
position. |

“Their complexion becomes dirty

yellow, they complain of pressure
on the chest. Their voices become
rough and hoarse, they cough
loudly... From time to time they
expectorate considerabie
quantities of dust. ... Spitting blood,
inability to lie down, night sweat,
diarrhoea, unusual loss of flesh and
all the wusual symptoms of
consumption of the lungs finally
carry them off...”

What a disgusting portrait of
what workers have had to suffer so
that the bosses can have their
profits!

The Sheffield grinders had their
own way of describing their
situation. in a ballad sung in
Sheffield in the 1860s, the grinders
commented:

He shortens his life and he
hastens his death
Will drink steel dust in every breath
Won't use his fan as he turns his
whee/
Won't wash his hands as he eats
his meal
But dies as he lfves as hard as steel/.
At whose hands lies the blacker
blame?
Where rests the heavier weight

of shame?.

On the famine-price contractor’s
head
Or the workman’s under-taught

and fed
Who grinds his bones and his

child’'s for bread? <«counterposed to

Today the dangers to workers
from dust still persist, particularly
In the mines and in the foundries;
and in addition grinders’ asthma,
there is a whole range of new
diseases and dangers in modern
industry which even the much-
abused workers of the last century
didn'thavetoface.

The struggle for healthy
conditions of work goes on and will
only be successful finally when the
working class gets complete
control of production. - Syd
Morant, Manchester.

THE LOGIG OF

VOTING "NO

Comrades - John Latham in his
letter on the Common Market
(WF84) uses two words which |
think make an obscure argument
even more obscure. He says that:
“...to avoid the danger of fatling into
the kind of chauvinism which the
Communist Party intermittantly
stumbles nto ... a fuily rounded
class position would regard

defense of Parliament as important
in terms of defending bourgeois
democracy against the trend
towards authoritarianism, this time
in institutionalised form, which
Hobson and Lenin had exposed as
characteristic of capitalism in the
imperialist phase.”

John Latham is thus saying that
the CP ‘intermittantly’ stumbles
into chauvinism — without saying
that chauvinism is the basis of the
whole argument and is therefore
always there.

And he says that we must defend
bourgeois democracy against
‘authoritartanism’. And what is the
nature of this ‘authoritarianism’ as
bourgeois
democracy?

By arguing in such a manner,
Comrade Latham has made himseif
a trapdoor through which he can
fall into the same chauvinistic
reformism.

To back himseif up, he
summons Lenin and Hobson to
his aid. But unfortunately for him,

they do not help his argument. In

fact, Lenin attacks precisely that
optnion, and quotes Hilferding’s
Finance Capital (1912) while
arguing against Kautsky’'s counter-
position of ‘peaceful democracy’ tQ
the ‘unnecessary’ violent
imperialism:

“‘It is not the business of the
proletariat’, writes Hilferding ‘to
contrast the more progressive
capitalist policy with that of the now
bygone era of free trade and of
hostility towards the state. The
reply of the' proletariat to the
economic policy of finance capital
cannot be free trade but socialism.
The aim of proletarian policy
cannot today be the ideal of
restoring free competition — which
has now become a reactionary
ideal — but the complete

elimination of competition by the

abolition of capitalism.’
“Kautsky brbke with Marxism by

advocating in the epoch of finance

capital ‘a reactionary ideal’,

‘peaceful democracy’,. ‘the . mere
operation of economic factors’, for
ob,ectwely (Lenin’s emphasis) this
fdeal drags us back from monopoly
capitalism to non-monopoly
cap:tal:sm and is a reformist
swindle.” (Lenin: Imperialism, the
Highest Stage of Capitalism, p.108
Russian Edition.)

The thing that John Latham
misses in his article is that the

- Yes/No argument to the Common

Market 1s essentially a choice

between- two forms of Imperialism

— old sick British imperialism or
new sick European imperialism.
And objectively saying ‘No’ to the
Common Market must mean that
we are in favour of old sick British
imperiatism, in spite of any
arguments for ‘fully rounded class
positions’ because that is what it
means from a historical viewpoint.
It is no surprise that small
shopkeepers and farmers should
opt for this mirage of bourgeois
democracy and free trade when
there I1s no revolutionary party to
expose the contradictions of

capitalism. But when people who

call themselves Marxists, such as
the IMG and IS — and the CP, too,
of course, though with Iless
conviction — pander to such
attitudes, itis astounding.

The logical outcome of such an
attitude will be to hail a massive ‘No’
vote as a ‘victory for the working
class’. Of course 1t would be
nothitng of the kind.

John Latham conjures up a sort
of permanent‘ revolution in
reverse’ insteéad of the revolution
breaking the bonds of feudalism,
then bourgeois democracy and
through to socialism, he sees the
revolution breaking the bonds of
‘authoritarianism’, then smashing
through bourgeois ‘democracy to
socilalism!

This vain hope of going
backwards to socialism through an
idealised bourgeois democracy is
truly obscurantist and can only
mislead. - lvan Wels, Nottingham.
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THE Annual General Meet-
ing of Lambeth Trades
Council was held on 3rd
February.

For many years the Trades

Council has
controlled by
Bcvolutxonary Party’

béen a rump
the ‘Workers
with

average attendance of 12

members. Many trade
unionists in Lambeth hoped
that if local union branches
could be persuaded to take up
their delegacies to the Trades
Council then at long last a
meaningful body could
develop. The surprising
number of 40 people were
present at the beginning of the
meeting. |

It became apparent to the
present officers of the Trad.es
Council, who are all WRP
members, that their domin-
ance could be drawing to a
close.

So they excluded six -new
NUT delegates on the
grounds, since proved false,
that fees had not been paid.
(Ironically, the present
treasurer, Cyril Smith of the
WRP, has succeeded in
getting the Trades Council
suspended from the TUC for
non payment of fees).

The Chairman of Clapham
UCATT was excluded
because his name was not on
his credentials, and an APEX
delegate was excluded because
her affiliation had not arrived
through the: post.

At no time could the secret-
ary point to any rule or
standmg order which could be
used to’ exclude these deleg-
ates. They claimed that
unwriften conventions cov-
ered their manoeuvrings.
When : NALGO delegates
asked for a copy of all
unwritten standing ordersand
conventions to be produced,
the secretary refused and a
WRP delegate said that one
would learn them “after one
had .been on the Trades

Council for 20 years!
Needless to say the whole
meeting was conducted iIn

uproar, but with eight non
WRP deleg-ATES
EXCLUDED THE
MEETING ELECTED WRP
members to the offices and the
executive.

Such gross bureaucracy has
been practised <frequently by
Stalinists and reformists; but
never by Trotskyists. The
experience of Lambeth Trades
Counci should be sufficient to
prove that the WRP’s claim to
represent Trotskyism is a
gross and shameless lie.

lan Mumy

Published by Workers’ Fight,
98 Gifford Street, Londomrr N.1.
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IN THE WAKE of the sell out
on Houghton at the NUT
Conference on 25th January,
militant teachers met in
London on 30th January to
discuss the runup to the April
Pay Claim.

Three important facts came

out ‘at the meeting. Firstly,
NUT general secretary Britton
had, at the special confer-
ence, officially denied that the
NUT claim in April was as low
as £90 for the bottom of Scale
l.

Secondly it was reported
that Bob Richardson, general
secretary of the Inner London
Teachers’ Association, and by
no means a militant left
winger, has, in his electoral
address to Hackney NUT,
actually defended the demand
for £2500 starting salary, to be
backed up by official strike
action if necessary.

‘[ Socialists.

' submitted
 branches across the country.

~ debate
- quyestion of Ireland. A series of

- programme

10

|BLOODY
| SUNDAY

Workers Fight was the only

British soclallst group to support

the Provisional Sinn Fein’s

Bloody Sunday commemoration

march on:3rd February.

Despite-(or perhaps because
of) the fact that the'Sinn Fein
march was an obvious challenge
to the Jenkins Act, and was
Surroundaeg by several coacn-
of police, the rest of the
British left was nowhere to be

See” Photo Andrew Wiard (Report)

(LPYS Gonference resolutions
- overkilling
with a cure-all

loads of

FEBRUARY 14this the dead-
line for amendments for the

Easter conference of the
Labour +Party Young

149 resolutions have been
from LPYS

the most heated
wlll be over the

Clearly

resolutions, reflecting the line
of the ‘Militant’ tendency
which dominates the LPYS,
work themselves into a fine
fury against the Provisional

IRA on the grounds of

‘individual terrorism’.
The Birmingham bombings

- come 1n for far more vigorous

condemnation ( than the
Jenkins law, or indeed the

- whole history of British army

brutality in Ireland. Instead of
supporting those actually
fighting to throw the British
army out, the ‘Miltant’

resolutions place all their
- hopes in a mythical ‘Trade

Union Defence Force’. |
There are a few resolutions

clearly affirming the right of

the Irnish people — on a 32
county basis — to determine
their own future, and to fight

- to determine their own future.
-~ A resolution from Woking-
~“ham LPYS affirms solidarity
- with the “direct antt imperial-
~ist. war of liberation”. Eston

LPYS calls for support for the

- Troops Out Movement and a

campaign against the Jenkins
law.

Other resolutions on the
same general lines come from
Southall LPYS and
Rotherham LPYS.

On racialism, one resol-

“ution from Brent East, clearly

opposing free speech for fasc-

ists and supporting biack

caucusus in tae trade umons

‘stands out from thé numer-
ous

‘Militant> resolutions
which hope to defeat fascism
through the Labour Govern-
ment carrying out a socialist’
and the LPYS
carrying out a polite campaign
of “black and white unite and
fight” propaganda.

- However, even Brent East’s
resolution confines itself to
supportlng “in principle (77)

“OTHERS”! It

mobilisations of the trade
uniornovement to stop by
peaceful mass action NF
demonstrations”.

That 1s, presumably, not
supporting violent anti fascist
action, or action organised by
non-trade union groups; in
practice, not supporting most
of the effective anti fascist
action carried on at present.._

The clearest expression of
‘Militant”s complacency in
the face of racialism, indeed 1ts
capitulation to racialism,
comes in a resolution from
Worthing “LPYS, no. 8I.
“Socialism”, it says, “can only
succeed when all the working
class — black, white, and
coloured — are united in their

determination to overthrow

the old order”.

Very fine — except that this |

resolution is° about SOUTH
AFRICA! 't is talkingabouta
situation of apartheid, a
situation where white workers
get wages twenty times those
of black workers. It is talking
about white workers who in
their most militant action
raised the slogan “Workers of
the world unite for a white
South Africa ’.

It 1s saying that the doubly
oppressed black workers
should wait for those privi-
leged white workers to con-

sent to unite with them. On

this issue ‘Militant’ is to the
right even of the World Coun-
cil of Churches.

One important issue which

appears on first sight to bc

completely missing from the
agenda is the question of the
fight for equality for women.
In fact there is one resolution
on this question — stuck right
at the end, under the heading

support for the Working
Women’s Charter, but only as

“demands for implement-
ation by the Labour
Government”.

CAMPAIGN FOR APRIL CLAIM GETS UNDERWAY

advocates

Thirdly, a representative of
East London NUT reported
that they had officially backed
the £2500 demand and had set
up an official action comm-
ittee to agitate for it.

The meeting decided to
work for official action
committees in other areas,
leading towardsanall London
delegate conference

In Liverpool, the existing
Action Committee has pro-
duced a pamphlet to help
build the fight for April They
are campaigning for a mini-
mum basic of £2500 and
upward assimilation of Scale 1
into Scale 2. |

But while action goes ahead
for April, victimisaticns give a
warning of the dangers facing
militant teachers if there is
another defeat. A teacher in
Islington has been threatened

for refusing .to cover for
another teacher absent for
more than 3 days on Terri-
torial Army manoeuvres.
(Refusal to cover 1n such
circumstances 1s North
London NUT policy). Five
teachers from Hackney out of
the 300 who joined the offi-
cial TUC lobby in support of
the Shrewsbury 2 are being
hounded by the Chief Educ-
ation Officer of the Labour
controlled Inner London
Education Authority and the
governors of their school,
appointed by a Labour
council. Junction Ward of
North Islington Labour Party
has already passed a resol-
ution condemning this victim-
isation, nd other Labour
Party bodies and NUT
branches should follow.

Ian Hollingworth

Tony Brockman

If women are relegated to
“Others”, pride of place for
the ‘Mihtant’ goes to their
constant repetitions of their
cure-all: the Labour Govern-
ment to bring in socialism by
nationalising the 250 mono-
polies.

Virtually all the first 60 or
70 resolutions are variations
on this theme. There are a few
exceptions. Resolution no. 64,
from Northampton South
LPYS, rejects the social

contract and calls for a sliding

MEAGRE

OFFER FROM NGB

THE unanimous rejection by
the leaders of the National
Union of Mineworkers of the
latest pay and conditions offer
from the National Coal Board
poses a major problem for the
Labour Government.

If the NCB insists on this

d offer being the last one, then a

major struggle will break out
between the miners and the
Labour government.

- If, as seems more likely, the
NCB return to the negoti-
ating table with an improved
offer, the Labour govern-
ment’s problem will be how to
square sretching the Social
Contract to accommodate
that new offer with, at the
same time, plans to push the
Social Contract ‘norm’ below

the present rate of inflation.

The NCB offer, besides
granting free tools and
protective clothing, gives £7,
inclusive of £4.40 threshold

l money, to surface workers.

That 1s about £2.60 new
money, or 8% increase.

The top grade have been
offered £10 increase on the
basic, amounting to 129% more
money.

it AN ATTEMPT by the Nat-

ional Front to establish a foot-
hold in London University
was firmly stopped by 300
students and staff at Imperial
College on Thursday 6th
February.

The fascists had put adverts
round all the' London colleges
for a meeting to be held at
Imperial College at Ipm on
Thursday. Among the
promised. attractions was “a
chance to bash a lefty”.

As soon as their leaflet was
distributed in Imperial Coll-
ege, on the Tyesday, the NF’s
room booking was checked —
and it was found that they had

] fraudulently booked a lecture.

hall in the name of the Young
Socialist Student Society.

scale of wages.

- Resolution no. 41, from
N_orwood - LPYS,  is also
slightly different (reflecting

the line of the ‘Chartists’), but
not much better. “Implement
Clause 4", it says, “Labour’s
socialist contract with the
trade unions”.

.Such a resolutlon can only

sow illusions in the ‘socialist®

nature of the Fabian, state

capitalist “Clause 4, and of -
the trade unions, and breed

empty hopes of getting  a
“socialist” contract through

pressure to amend the present -

social contract.

Hopefully an amendment

to one of the ‘Militant’ resol-
utions roundly .denouncing
the ‘Parhamentary Road to
Socialism’, will lead to a vigor-
ous debate at LPYS
Conference.

Martin Thomas

MINERS REJECT

The present offer therefore
not only means an effective
wage cut in the face of 20 to
25% price rises, it also widens
differentials, thus aiming to
sap miners’ unity.

The NUM'’s rejection of the
NCB offer does not exclude
continuing the discussions on
productivity dealing Through
such talks, the NUM leaders

hope to get more money for §

face workers without upsett-
ing the Social Contract too
much.

More money the NUM
leaders have to get, especially
after the news, on Monday 3rd
February, that private, non-
NUM opencast workers are to
be paid £46 basic as from June
1975. ,

The NUM are pressing to
get the NCB’s maximum
productivity payout offer of
£3 increased. But this back
door method of winning
improvements is a false
method — every penny is
traded off against worsening
conditions and jobs threat-
ened. Better not to evade the
issue, and to stand out firmly
against the Social Contract.

FASCISTS ROUTED AT IMPERIAL COLLEGE

by MARTIN THOMAS

The lecture hall was
promptly booked in the name
of the Union External Affairs
Committee. The NF cont-
inued to proclaim that their
meeting would go on.

At 12.20 on Thursday the

NF turned up — and half.a
dozen of them stood for-
lornly outside the colege
buildings trying to sell their
paper while some fifty anti
fascist demonstrators surr-
ounded and barracked them

300 people crammed into
the lecture hall. Chris Harman
of the International Social-
ists, Ted Fisher, secretary of
1C NUPE branch, and Harry
Fairbrother, chairman of I1C
ASTMS, spoke, and the
meeting  was  chaired by

CONTINUED
FROM P.1

BENN

We must demand to know,
1ully and completely, the facts,
the figures and the secret
deals, that are going to affect
our lives: this means that shop
floor workers must be able to
nominate their own
representatives and experts
who will report back to them
direct.

In those industries due for
nationalisation, we, must
demand the right to real
control at all levels; in such
industries workers can start by
taking matters into their own
hands and getting together
throughout the industry to set
up " bodies that can make
decisions and that have the
power to fight to enforce

them.-

LANDLORD
LOCK-OUT
IN NOTTS.

In Nottingham the Land-
lords’ Association, which
between it owns a large part of
all the rented accomm-
odation in the city, has met in
secret with the Polytechnic
administration, in a bid to
stop students from taking
landlords to the rent tribunal.

This came out when they
decided to push their luck a bit
further and approached the
‘Poly students union officials
to get their help.

Behind these advances lay
the clearly spelled out threat
that no student would be leta
flat unless there was some
undertaking that students
would be stopped from
complaining about rent levels.

Students angered by this
threat will be holding a Union
meeting to decide policy on

Tuesday 11th February
Sue Leigh

MEETINGS

Mayday Theatre is perform-
ing a new play called The
Adventures of Jack Boot on
14th,15th and 16th February,
at the Unity Theatre, London
NWI1. The play “exposes the
myths of everyday life which
are the breeding ground for
fascism”. After performing at
the Unity, Mayday Theatre
will tour trade union
branches, colleges, etc, with
the play, and will perform for
workers anywhere until 7th
March. Details: 8 Falcon Rd,
London SW11.

Manchester Workers Fight
public meeting: Unemploy-
ment and how to fight it
Speakers: Stephen Corbishley
(WF EB) and lan Heyes (Con-
venor, Pochins Manchester
Poly site). 8pm, Thursday
13th February, at the Ducie
Arms, Great Ducie St.

London Workers Fight
forums. Sunday 9th Febru-
ary: Simon Temple on the
EEC. Sunday 23rd Feb: Alan
Haslam on The Class Nature
of the USSR. Both meetings
8.30pm at the “George”,

Liverpool Road, NI.

Students’ Union presndent
Trevor Phillips. |

On the proposal of a supp-
orter of Workers Fight,. the
meeting unanlmously
resolved to set up an anti
fascist committee in IC.

The NF, though routed on
this occasion, say they will be
back; and it would be foolish
for anti fascists to be complac-
ent. On this occasion we had
legality, the College security
guards, and even the police,
on our side. Next time it will
not be so easy. The case
against free speech for fascists
must be argued forcetully and
clearly. without relapsing into
general wishy washy anti-
racist “good will to all men™
sentiments.




