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ACTION TO BRIN
DOWN TORIES!

By PETER TAAFFE

The December 8th strike against
the Tory Government’s proposed anti-
union legislation is the first warning
shot of the organised Labour Move-
ment. Hundreds of thousands of
workers—possibly over 1 million—
are out to show the bosses and their
Tory hirelings that they will not ac-
quiesce in the most blatant attempt
to undermine basic working class
rights for a century, The right to
strike, solidarity actions such as
blacking, the freedom of the Labour
Movement’s press to back str'king
workers, and other rights are under
aftack (see article in November MIL-
ITANT for detailed explanation).
The dockers, the engineers, the min-
ers, the car workers and many other
sections of the advanced workers,
despite the massive, hostile press bar-
rage against the strike and the pre-
varications of their own Trade
Union leaders, show that that they
understand the implications of the
Tory legislation. It is an attempt to
tie one hand of the worker behind
his back while loading and aiming
the weapons of the employer. It has
been hailed in umison by the press
barons—even the SUN had to step

Joseph—has revealed itself as a virtu-
al stooge of the CBI, almost as its
administrative sub-committee. As if
to confirm the point, ex-chief of this
“employers’ union” Davies is imme-
diate.y propelled into the Cabinet
and blurts out in the Commons the
hatred which the captains of industry
have for the so-called “lame ducks”
ie. the old, the sick, and the infirm.
It is these sections along with the
working class as a whole upon whose
choulders responsibility for the decay
of the economy is heaped. And it is
this poorer section who the Tories
have determined will pay the price
of their attempt to recapture the dim-
inishing power of British capitalism.

RICH AND POOR

Thus they have given with the left
hand miserly tax cuts and other “re-
forms”. With the right hand double
and treble that amount through
health and other charges have been
taken back. The hypocrisy of the
Tories’ tax' “bonanza” was scathing-
ly revealed in a letter to the Times
by a middle class reader... “The
man on £20 a week, with two child-

FORCE ELECTION!

Bring back Labour — on
a Socialist Programme!

into line after briefly flirting with a
pale opposition to the Tory measur-
es. The more vicious representatives
of the capitalists such as the ECON-
OMIST, which is not generally read
by workers, openly exulted that
“the Bill will virtually ban the clos-
ed shop... Those who blackleg
against unofficial strikes will have
absolute protection for their jobs.”
(10/10/70). While denouncing the
“conspiracy” of the Trade Unions
and Labour Movement the capitalists
are conspiring together and using
their enormous means of propaganda
to prepare the ground for clipping
the power of the workers’ organisat-
ions. They are at the same time
frantically egging on the Tory Gov-
ernment to cut living standards. The
Confederation of British Industries
has discussed “ways in which its mem-
bers could offer each other financial
assistance, if they faced a strike by
standing out against an inflationary
wage demand”, In other words, the
capitalists are already preparing lock-
out measures to go together with
anti-unjon legislation and vicious cut-
backs on the social services.

BUSINESSMEN’S GOVERNMENT

Thus the Tories have already
within their first five months of pow-
er demonstrated more clearly than
ever before that they represent Rent.

JInterest and Profit. The “interlocking

of the big monopolies with the state
has never been more ‘' glaring. The
Cabinet, which reads as a ' Who's Who
of Big Business—from Securicor di-
rector Carr to Bovis leading light
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ren, gains £3 a year (less than 1/2 a
week) on income tax. Even the £30
a week man only gains £12... My
wife and I, a well paid professional
couple, will be more than £200 bet-
ter off. If Mr Barber carries out the
pledge to tax husbands and wives
seperately we shall be at least £1,000
better off... This is a simple transfer
of wealth from the poorer to the
richer”. But the damage wreaked by
the Tory measures does not stop
there. The increased health and
school meals charges together with
the abolition of school milk for over
7’s alone will directly contribute to
the deterioration of the health of
millions of working class children.

MALNUTRITION

Already dietary experts have pointed
out that fully 579 of schoolchildren
have an insufficient diet, in particular
calcium deficiency. Free school milk
was one of the means of the poorer
working class kids compensating for
this lack in the home diet. Even the
staid British Medical Association has
pointed to the reappearance of rick-
ets and malnutrition as a reflection
of the falling diet and health stand-
ards of those workers at the bottom
of the social pit. Even before the

. mass unemployment and poverty of

the 30’s has re-appeared their attend-
ant diseases are revealed in the poor-
est working class districts. The claim
of the Tories that the poor will be
able to claim back any increased
charges on health and welfare is bel-
ied by the statistics of social security
experts, somg of whom claim “that

Mass demonstration defeated Labour leaders’ anti-union plans

4s many as half the families of all
kinds entitled to benefit from social

welfare are successfully deterred by

means testing”, (SUNDAY TIMES
1/11/70). And it is the same Tory
spokesmen who urge that the cop-
pers and shillings given to the poor
should be carefully “scrutinised”,
with all the social stigma attached to
this, while a cool £60 million can be
doled out to Rolls Royce to “assist”
the millionaires who control this mo-
nopoly. Even the limited access to
culture for working class children, e.g.
the British Museum, the Science Mu-
seum, etc., will now be cut off for
many by the miserly decision to
charge admission to National Mus-
eums. This was of course greeted
with delight by those who had been
put out by the ‘“rabble”, who had
dared to invade the halls of culture...
“On Sunday entrance (to the Louvre)
is free. In late September, the gal-
leries were so crowded that it was
distinctly uncomfortable to visit one’s
favourite pictures”!! Lady Parker
(letter to Times). Nor will the Tories
stop there.  They are already discus-
sing the possibility of library charg-
es. Walker, the mis-named Minister
of the Environment, has naturally
bowed to pressure from Whitbreads,
a main contributor to the Tory Party,
and allowed them to build in a de-
signated Green Belt area of Lanca-
shire—with a £3 million cash grant
from the Government! But the at-
tacks on the working class’ right to
enjoy the museums, the libraries, and
the country side free of charge is
small beer compared to Walker’s and
the Tories projected attacks on
council housing. The cutting of the
subsidy to local councils by £100-
£200m. will lead to massive rent in-
reases in all the main working class
areas. By means of the so-called
“fair rent” committees—which -have
more than demonstrated their unfair-
ness to the 579%, of private tenants
in some areas who have had their
rents increased by them—they hope
to carry through the de-controlling

of millions of private flats and hous-
es. The re-appearance of Rachman-

‘ism on a big scale which is built into

the system of landlordism and capit-
alism will be the inevitable result.

ATTACK ON LIVING
STANDARDS

The Tories have spelt out to the
Labour Movement that if they are
allowed to get away with it they will
carry through an offensive against
the power of the unions, and the liv-
ing standards of the working class the
like of which has not been seen for
decades.

Yet in this situation the Labour
Leaders have given no clear lead to
the Labour Movement. They have not
spelt out in practical terms how the
Tory proposals and the Tory Govern-
ment can be defeated. On the contrary
Barbara Castle still defends the Labour
Government’s attempt to introduce “In
Place of Strife”. Wilson and Jenkins
have both defended the introduction
of prescription charges when they were
in power, because of the “difficult
economic situation”, claiming that it
was ostensibly “quite different” from
the present Tory proposals. The real-
ity is that the Labour Leaders zave
the Tories the stick with which they

CONTINUED ON PAGE 3

h
MILITANT INTERNATIONAL
REVIEW,

197 Kings Cross Rd. London, W.C.1.
Please send ......... copies of M.LR.
No. 1
Lrencloss: o i P.O./Cheque
N s
Address




SYRIA: What Kind of Regime?

By ROGER SILVERMAN (Fulham C.L.P.)

Reeling from the shocks of the
civil war in Jordan and the repercus-
sions of Nasser’s death, the great pow-
ers have now focussed their attention
once again on Syria. This naticn of 7
miilion people, consisting of Druses,
Christians, Bedouins, Alawites and
Damascenes, has for some years
peen - the most sensitive point m— &
nighly explosive area. The key to the

whole complex situation in the Mid

die Kast can be found here,

For it is in Syria that the develop-
ment of the Arab revolution has
reached its cieatest expression. RKeceng
evenis completely vindicate the anal-
ysis made oy MILIFTANIL, both ol
tne growth of the colonial revolution
in general, and of the reiationship of
ciass torces in Syria itself,

CLASS STALEMATE

The worldwide flood of national re-
volt swept aside the direct instruments
of French colonial rule in 1949, How-
ever, in Syria as in every backward
nation, no social class was strong
emough to fill the vacuum and wicld
its own power directly. The feudal
landlords only survived as anachron-
isuc puppets of imperialism. The
weak native bourgeoisie had no chance
of creating a viable capitalist regime
in compention with the gigantic West-
ern monopolies, and could oniy funct-
ion as their middle-men and errand-
boys. The peasantry, primitive and
fragmented, in any case has no inde-
pendent class identity and no future
1n a modern society, either on a capil-
alist or a socialist basis. And the
urban working class, which could
alone have offered society a future by
upiting the poor peasantry behind

its banner of workers’ democracy and

proletarian internationalism, was or-
ganised into parties which had no per-
spective of taking power. The Com-
munist Party acted only as a tool of
the 'Kremlin, opportunistically seeking
to curry favour with the ruling cliques.

Marx explained that the state can
be reduced basically to “armed bodies
of men”. Wherever the class struggle
has reached utter deadlock, wherever
the impotence of the ruling class and
the political inertia of the rising class
balance almost exactly to near-comple-
te class equilibrium, the forces of arm-
ed coercion gain a certain freedom of
action, Rival cliques of army, officers
engage in endless feuds for the privil-
eges of power. One putsch follows an-
other. The people remain immobile,
paralysed for want of a revolutionary
lead, passive bystanders to the gene-
rals’ military gang-warfare. Mean-
while, for two-thirds of humanity cap-
italism in the backward ex-colonial
sector of the world has meant rising
unemployment, increasing  starvation,
abject exposure to disease and dis-
aster, and falling living-standards,
even during the major economic up-
swing of the last 25 years. Against

this background corruption and spec-,

ulation are rife.

MONOPOLIES TAKEN OVER -

One Syrian government  after - an-
other was dashed against the rocks
of economic catastrophe, Governments
toyed with the dream of union with
Iraq for a time in order to forestall
the mounting discontent of the popul-
ation, then in 1958 embarked on a
hasty union with Egypt. The petty
rivalries of the nationalist leaders
blasted the -unjon wide ~open -when
Nasser demagogically turned towards
a policy of nationalisation in 1961,
to avert internal criticism.

The new Ba’ath “Socialist” Govern-
ment, faced by similar pressuses, ap-
plied similar measures against the
foreign monopolies, Confronted with
economic crisis, lacking a broad basis
of public support, hungry for the fruits
of office, and largely freed of the
constraints imposed by a virile ruling
class, the Syrian leaders found them-
selves pushed into policies that went
much further than Nasser’s and seri-
ously threatened the capitalists’ very
existence. Not only were the petrol
companies taken over in late 1964,

but within weeks large industry and
finance houses were likewise national-
ised. The very logic of their ambit-
ion, and the crying needs of a chaotic
system, demanded state intervention.
Immediately the Muslim church hier-
archy, the merchants and the small
shopkeepers mounted a shrill camp-
aign of propaganda and civil disobedi-
ence, Vacillation or compromise now
would have spelt downfall and pro-

bable éxecution for the political lead-

ers. At that juncture the only salvation

lay in mobilising the masses in their

support. Peasants flocked to Damas-
cus; shops were broken open and their
stock impounded; the power of the
church was crushed.

The Western imperialists, with their
massive stakes in Middle Eastern oil,
uesd every trick from flattery and brib-
ery to outright armed s_ubversion
against the unfolding revolution, When
the junta capitulated to their diplom-
atic pressures, a new coup in February
1966 brought to power a group of
junior officers, more sensitive to the
aspirations of the masses. The imperi-
alists’ reply was to organise a military
counter-revolution in September. n a
desperate fight for survival, the new

" junta mobilised the trade unions into

a workers® militia of 2,000, and a vast
peasant army. All state institutions
were rid of the most blatant reaciionar-
ies at gunpoint, the army command was
purged. Lo the extent that it is pos-
sible in backward, illiterate Syria, a
new state machine was created free
of the exploiters’ influence. 859 of
the land and 95% of industry was
turned inio public property.

DEFORMED REVOLUTION

The new regime, like the Stalinist
regimes of Eastern Europe and Asia,
rested on the foundations of a nation-
alised economy, allowing a planned
growth in production. Like them it
also denied the masses political cont-
rol of the state. The workers were
immediately disarmed, and the bure-
aucracy held sway by manouvring
between the classes, wielding the prim-
itive peasant militia as a blunt batter-
ing-ram of authority.

POPULAR MILITIA

The emergence of a new deformed
workers’ state in  the heart of the oil-
well country was, the main factor pro-
voking the war of June 1967. Initially
the advance on Damascus  was  the
primary Israeli objective. 1t was be-
cause here, unlike Jordan and Egypt.
they encountered the resistance of a
popular militia that  was 300,000-
strong that this failed. The revolution-
ary content of the struggle was shroud-
ed in confusion by the fact that the
Syrian leaders. were quite content to
join. the unholy . Arab  alliance with
sheikhs, kings and bourgeois, dictators.

The war . and _its  long-simmering
aftermath  debilitated . the  : planned
economy . and . stunted .its. potential
growth, : Already in February 1969 .a
protracted power struggle ended in an
uneasy compromise with .the “moder-
ate” general Assad. This year, the
unbearable _tensions  and contradict-
ions within. the Arab alliance burst
it apart in all-out civil war in the
feudal monarchy -of Jordan, and in
governmental upheavals. in. no  less
than nine Arab states.

The armed conflict between the
Palestinian guerrillas and Hussein's
Bedouin warrior, caste put to the test
all the reams of brave words of the
last two decades.. The Iragi self-pro-
claimed Ba’ath Socialist (Pan-Arab)
Government, -with 12,000  troops in
Jordan, made no attempt to assist the
guerrillas even during the. most barbt
aric massacres.. Now the Vice-Presid-
ent has. been dismissed as a sacrificial
hostage to popular. cutrage, Syria, on
the other hand,- originally intervened
with - two  armoured. brigades (2,000
troops), Assad (then Defence Minister)
sabotaged this operation by refusing
to sanction air. cover, and. the troops
were ignominiously withdrawn under
Soviet and Egyptian pressure,

This humiliation brought to a head
the antagonisms between the regime's
civilian and military wings. Strength-
ened by his modest triumphs in 1969,
Assad made a cynical big for power
last month, when he forced President
Alassi to resign but narrowly failed
to arrest Jadid, the effective Party
Icader. In response to his naked
threat, Jadid, leaning on the trade-
union wing, summoned an emergency
Party Congress which dismissed Assad
and his fellow-conspirators., Within 24
hours Assad had placed Atassi (who
had revoked his resignation) under
house arrest and clapped Jadid and
his closest colleagues in jail. The 22nd
government in 21 years was formed.

Arab and  Western governments
alike have hastily welcomed the news.
The “‘Financial Times” has described
Assad as “a militant who wants words
rather than deeds... a realist”, and
the “Times” refers approvingly to his
“absence of doctrinaire extremism”.

NO RESTORATION!

However, the last word in this chapter
has still to be written, Threats abound
of a general strike. Workers, students
and peasants have publicly demonstr-
ated in the teeth of police fire against
the “military cliqgue”. There has al-
ready been sporadic street fighting,
Atassi, the wily opportunist “arbiter”
between the two factions, has shown
his own scepticism about the regime’s
viability, in refusing to sanctify it by
resuming the nominal Presidency, and
instead accepting house arrest. Before
the fundamental gains of the revolut-
ion can be reversed, hundreds of
thousands of armed workers and peas-
ants will have to be reckoned with
first. Assad has apparently bowed to
reality and avoided provoking the
masses’ anger.

TOILERS, UNITE !

The fact that power has temporar-
ily passed to a section of the bureau-
cracy that is even less responsive (o
the: feelings of the people does not
in itself mark a decisive defeat for
the revolution. The material basis for
socialism can still be built, while the
means of production are owned by the
State. But now as before, the workers
will have to overthrow the political
elite in order to establish socialism,
which stands for conscious control by
themselves. The spectre of revolution
is rapidly taking-on flesh in Sudan,
the Lebanon, Irag, Libya, and po-
tentially throughout the Arab world.
On an . internationalist basis, the
Israeli workers could be won for a
class solution to the conflicts, pooling
the natural and industrial resources
of the area to the common benefit of
all its working inhabitants.

A revolutionary programme on the
lines of the Bolshevik programme of
October 1917 could unite the toiling
masses of the Middle East and con-
struct a harmonious. Socialis¢ Federat-
iom.

MILITANT LEAFLETS

Militant has produced a large
number of leaflets recently to cover
the many events effecting the Labour
Movement. These are available to all
readers either singly or in quantities.
Please send a nominal payment for
single copies. The cost per 50 copies
of each leaflet is:—
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Redundancy 2/6d
No Rent Rises. For a Socialist
Housing Policy 2/6d
Trade Unions Must Fight
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Rolls Royce, Fight Redundancy - 2/6d
Fight Legislation With Socialist
Policies (Answers “In Place

of Strife”) 3/6d
Fight Pit Closures! For a

Socialist Fuel Policy 1/6d
Stand Firm For Teachers
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Yugoslavia:
PAPER “SOLUTION”

By CLARE DOYLE
(Gateshead L P.)

The image of “liberal” and “prog-
ressive” Yugoslavia has been tarmish-
ed further in recent months by the
trial of the students who supported
miners who had gone on strike against
a wage cut and Tito’s anouncement
of the eventual replacement of the
Presidency by a Federal Presidium.
Both events reveal the increasing
economic, national and sccial diffic-
ulties of Tito’s bureaucratic regime.

Underlying the popular discontent
developing in Yugoslavia is the slow-
ing down of the economy and com-
sequent unemployment which is
brought about by bureaucratic mis-
management, The rate of unemploy-
ment is increasing and would be over
a million but for the fact that “one
in five gainfully employed Yugoslavs
is working abreoad” (FINANCIAL
TIMES). The cost of living spirals up-
wards at a massive 109, for the first
six months of this year. In its wake
the antagonisin beftween the six main
republics and the various nationalit-
ies is exacerbated as the poorer re-
publics slip further behind the more
advanced such as Croatia and Slove-
nia, According to the Financial Times,
which draws its figures from official
Yugoslavy Governmeng statistics, ‘the
gap betw%n the “I'idl” an‘l‘ Gﬁpoor’!
has not narrowed but continued to
grow’. That this disparity between
different republics exists 25 years
after the establishment of *“Yugosla-
vian Socialism™ is condemnation  in
itself of the bureaucratic caste. It has
in turn fed the discontent not only of
the workers and peasants in the back-
ward regions but also the bureaucra-
cies in these areas. The resuly is that
tney bave tried to ape the industrial
framework of the advanced repub-
lics, This hag led to the crazy duplic-
ation of the same industries in each
area... “the six republics are simul-
tanecusly engaged in the planning or
construction of four aluminium. plants,
several refineries; two major power
plants and in expanding the capacity
of half a dozen steel mills”, Thus
not only do. the former “Balkans”
of Eastern Europe remain Baikanised
under Stalinism, but within Yugo-
slavia we see a graphic example of
the inability of the privileged elite
to build a real fraternal union of the
workers and peasants even in one
country, At a time when -capitalism
in the West demonstrates the incom-
patability of the productive forces
with the nation . state—through the
half hearted and inevitably doomed
attempt to come together in the Com-
mon Market—the Stalinist regime in
Yugoslavia can only lead back to a
further enfrenchment of national di-
visions,  Tito’s attempt to create a
Presidium is aimed at papering over
the national fissures. All to nd avail!
It will be left to the workers and
peasants. of Yugoslavia when they have
thrown off their backs the parasitic
elite to create a real democratic and
socialist union of the peoples of the
area and of the rest of Eastern Eur-
ope, The slogans of the students in
1968 denouncing. = the “Communist
princes” and their replacement by
soicalist democracy will be taken up
by the workers and peasants in the
explosive sitwation which is develop-
ing in Yugoslavia.
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EDITORIAL STATEMENT

W¢ have received a letter from J.M.
Chappell, of Cambridge criticising the
position of the MILITANT ‘on the
Pilkington dispute. In' the past, as our
readers will know, we have never he-
sitated to publish oppositional views
to that of our journal. This was the
case, for instance, with the important
issue of the Rent struggles in Liver-

pool and the May events in France in

1968. But we have been prevented
from publishing this letter so far be-
canse of pressure of space in our last
two issues, However, we believe that
it deserves a thorough reply. Hence we
will reply to the arguments of comrade
Chappell and other tendencies in the
next issue of our theoretical magazine
MILITANT INTERNATIONAL RE-

VIEW.
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are now beating the Labour Move-
ment. Their retreats even on their min-
imum reform programme arose from
their attempt to manage capitalism
better thap the capitalists themselves.
Not once have they indicated that they
have learnt the lessons of the Tory
comeback, which was prepared by
their policies when in power.

SOCIALIST FiGHTING
PROGRAMME

But neither have the TUC, the
“Left” TU leaders, nor the Left Wing
of the Parliamentary Labour Party
countered them by giving a clear class
lead. On the conirary Victor Feather
has sought to keep the opposumn to
the Tories within “‘respectable” limits
by means of soothing phrases and has
even hinted at the 1TUC complying
with a “voluntary” incomes policy.
TRIBUNE, the official mouthpicce of

the Pania.memary Left, attacked the

NGA journal “Print” for refusing to
publish an advert of the DAILY MIR-
ROR which backed up the Tories
anti-union Legislation. This knightly
courtesy, under the heading of defend-
ing *“democracy”, -demonstrates the
confusion ~which rteigns within the
Tribune ‘Left at the moment. The
capitalists already have overwhelming
superiority to argue their case through
their control of the mass media, Not
one precious inch should be wasted
in the ‘fight to defeat the Tory Bill.
On''the other hand Jack Jones force-
fully warned his union membership in
the 'T&GWU monthly journal RE-
CORD'.. .“If one of your representat-
ives—ong of your aown mates—decid-
¢s it’s all unfair he could end up in
jail. “This is really serious business!”
Yes indeed!! But what have Jones and
Scanlon, and other Left T.U. leaders
done in  practical terms fo use the
massive weight of their unjons to ward
off the danger? They have given “the
nod and the wink™ to the most milit-
ant ‘section to go ahead but, as yet,
have not committed their unions to in-
dustrial “action. ' 'The' ‘official union
machinery ‘and the leaders command
enormous, sometimes ‘decisive author-
iety, in the eyes of the politically un-
aware sections of the workers. It has
been left 'to a few unions such as
DATA and SOGAT to point out that
only industrial action' will stop the
Tories in ‘their “tracks. A campaign
for:a one-day general strike coupled
with' a political drive to explain the
class basis of the Tory legislation and
the need for the return of LABOUR
TO POWER ON THE BASIS OF A
SQOCIALIST: PROGRAMME, com-
mitted to taking over the 250 major
monopolies, would shake the Tories
and rapidly lead to their downfall.
Any suggestion that the fight'is “non-
political” ean be dispelled by the state-
ments of the ruling class itself. They
recognise ‘that their party, the Tories,
is'in the'saddle to represent them.

" Thus' the TINEES explodes Heath’s

“One Nation” theme ‘in 'a few simple
liies... “THE BUSINESS COMMUN.

ITY BELIEVES THAT ITS NEW-

LY+ CHOSEN:' GOVERNMENT

- KNOWS THE ANSWERS AND
WILLS ‘THE MBANS TO THAT

END” (10/11/70). So 'much for “de-
mocracy”! At the same time the state-
ments of the capitalists, of Heath and
the Tory Ministers as a' whole,” to-
gether ‘with their threats to go to the

lengths of a General Strike,
sham’s warning -comparing

with the “Weimar Republic”
preceded Fascism in Germany, the
possibility of “dictatorship” (OBSER-
VER 22/11/70), ate a clear warning to

Hail-
Britain
which

the Labour Movement. A General
Strike poses the geustion of power be-
fore the Labour Movement. It can
either lead on to the establishment of
workers’ power or lead to a crushing
defeat for the whole Labour Move-
ment and a cutting of -the living
standards of the working people
as a whole. Such is the decay of Brit-
ish capitalism, with its su'ateg;lsts talk-
ing about being reduced to a "Banana
Republic”, of ltaly enjoying a higher
per capita income by 1980, that a
titanic clash between labour and cap-
ital is implicit in the whole situation,
‘The threats to the council workers,
the warnings to the miners, the clear
declaration of the CBI and the Tories
to use the full resources of the State
to fight the power workers and the
battles which loom on the raiiways
and engineering industriecs makes
a General Strike sooner or later a very
real possibility. To go into this con-
flict without serious preparation by
the Labour and Trade Union leaders,
to declare that the Tory Government
will win, as Callaghan maintained at
the Labour Party Conference, is a
confession of bankruptcy and defeat
before the battle commences. On the
other hand for the Parliamentary Left
and the. TU leaders to close their eyes
to the possibility of a General Strike,
to dismiss it as “hypothetical”, is to
dangerously lull  the Labour Move-
ment to sleep. The capitalists and
their Government are not  playing a
game of chess! ‘Their intentions are
deadly serious, to clip the power of
the unions, and to cut the share of
wealth going to the workers in order
to provide the wherewithal to plough
back into production and make them
competitive on the world market.

It is necessary for the Labour Mo-
vement to. answer the Tories with a
mass offensive, = The fight on anti-
union legislation, the struggle on wag-
es, the demand for a living wage for
the old, of whom *90,000 each year
die from the cold” (RECORD) and
for the victims of low wages and pov-
erty—so tragically and clearly illustr-
ated in the TV programme “HARD
TIMES”—can and must be shown to
be tied-in with the need for the
socialist re-organisation of society.

LENIN CENTENERY
LENINISM REASSERTED

read
LENIN & TROTSKY

WHAT THEY REALLY STOOD
FOR ?

(A reply to. Monty Johnson of the
British - Communist Party on Lenin,
Trotsky and Marxism).
by Alan Woods & Ted Grant
5/6 post paid from

MILITANT
197 King's Cross Rd., London, W.C.1.
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%&{E PGALASHAN (Islington L.P.Y.S.)

The word "ratwnahsauon” in the
moutn of an empioyer means ‘“‘un-
empioymeni” in the woiker's diction-
ary. ime present discussions oa *‘rati-
onalising” the British Steel Corporai-
1on pas added an additional mean-
ing: “How to lop oii the proliiable
bits oif the nationalised industries”.

fhe capiialists don’t koow wikicn
way o turn. Lheir fear of national-
isacion is because it may have a
saowbaling effeci. Yet, ihe steel in-
dustry was so siuggisn with its oui-
dateq plant, that it needed to be
boosied with State money, which in
the main adds up to the money paid
in taxes by the working ciass. ‘Lhey
were not willing to invest themselves,

« so why not let the State get the in-

dustry out of lumber? The sections
of the Tory Party who would like
to see the indusiry denaiionalised,
realise that a demolished steel industry
would not be able to compete witi
the steel giants in Europe, America
and Japan. So, what to do?

With sure instinct, they take the
course which is dearest to their
hearts, The Labour Government has
already grossly overcompensated the
former steel baroms. They did not
nationalise the 109 of the indusiry
which accounts for a third of pro-
duction and which was making a pro-
fit. Now the idea is to hive off the
money-spinning Special Steels Divis-
ion based on Sheffield. The rest of

the mdustry is im the main so anti-
quated that they have little hope of
attracting private investment for a
iong time, so an evemtual solution
envisaged is some form of joing priv- -
ate-government enterprise along the
lines of British Petroleum. A 'Tyne-
side worker commented to a Militant
supporter that these methods were
like “cutting the arms and legs off a
human pody and holding up  the
trunk as an example of the horrors
of Secialism”.

The future of the Chemical and
Constructional Engineering divisions
are also coming under discussion.
The vultures are already gathering...
“Competitors have already begun
ringing the divisional headquarters, I
understand asking whether this or
that juicy morsel is for sale”! (FIN-
ANCIAL TIMES)

The State is already providing the
money for two-thirds of the research
carried out in this industry. The cap-
italists want to be free to make as
much profit as they can, yet the pro-
ductive forces are straining at the
bends imposed on them by the Capit-
alist system of production, This ex-
plains the present crisis in the ruling
circles. Only a Steel Industry under
workers’ control can offer a way out
of this dilemma and clip the wings of
the carrion who are benefiting from
it at the moment.

The “Communist”

Party-dominated
“Liaison Committee for the Defence

of Trade Unions”, while initiating a
campaign against the Tory Govern-
ment’s anti-union proposals, with the
support of all advanced sections of
the Labour Movement, at the same
time backs up and supports the state-
ments of the Left MPs who attempt
to compartmentalise the struggle into
“industrial” and “political” wings.
No Marxist programme of education,
one that links the day to day struggle
with the demand for workers’ power,
has been formulated by them. [t has
been left to the Marxist wing of the
Labour Party to attempt to outline
such a programme, to point out to
the active sections of the Labour Move-
ment that the period we are going into
will leave no room for half measures,
of a policy of piecemeal reforms and
illusions that capitalism has become
more sedate in old age. The defenders
of the system themselves, with trepid-
ation recognise the outlines of the pro-
cess...” 'The mind recoils in horror
at a miilion and a half unemployed...
because of the unbearable sirains it
would place on our political and econ-
omic institutions. The Labour Party
would be forced to the extreme Left,
the TUC to irresponsible extremism;
the Tory Party would shift to embai-
tied class warfare”. (FINANCIAL
TIMES 20/11/70). What devastating
realism as against the pious hopes of
the Labour Leaders! Despite the cap-
italists’ “horror” all the social diseas-
es of the 30’s will return with a venge-
ance unless the Labour Movement can
show a way out. But this will only be
possible by the implementation of a
programme entailing the taking over
of the handful of giant monopolies,
with compensation on the basis of
neced. 1t would then be possible to
operate a socialist plan of production
involving the democratic control and
management by the Trade Unions,
housewives, shop-stewards and small
businessmen. This would lead to the
immediate cutting of the working day
and a massive increase in living stand-
ards. Action, beginning with a one-
day general strike with mass demon-
strations and meetings to explain the
issues, can draw in the unorganised,
the most oppressed and downtrodden
workers as well, It could initiate a
campaign to force an election and see
the end of the Tories once and for
all. Instead of the blind anmarchy of
capitalist production, a harmonious
planned economy would take its place
with undreamed of plenty and peace
for all except the handful of exploiters
who presently hold society to ransom.
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“THE MIDDLE CLASS CHANGE
THEIR IDEAS LIKE A MAN
CHANGES HIS SHIRT”—TROTS-
KY.

John Silkin, Chief Whip for three
years in the last Labour Government,
has joined the Ileft-wing Tribune
group of MPs and attended their first
meeting last might.

“] have always been left of centre,
really,” he tells me. “It’s natural to
belong to them. In Opposition a
more left-wing attitude can have a
good deal of influence.

“In Government it would have
been difficult., Of course, then I had
to be totally impartial; but what
would have been unnatural then is
perfectly matural in peosition.”

(Evening Standard 10/11/70).




PRINTERS:

Fight splits — tor one big union !

The years 1969/70 marked the turn-
ing point for the workers in the print-
ing industry. This is emphasized by
the threatened break-up of SOGAT
(membership 235,000 into its two con-
stituent parts—Division A, the form-
er union of paperworkers and book-
binders (membership 18,000) and Div-
ision 1. the former union of printing
trade operatives (membership 55,000).
Also  the possible fusion of Division
1 with the main craft union, the NGA
(membership 100,000). This crisis with-
in SOGAT, the result of the short-
sighted attitude of the mational offic-
ials of both unions, interested only in
bureaucratic self preservation, each
within their own little empires, is
demonstrably criminal when the
background to this situation is con-
sidered.

In the general printing trade, in-
creasing monopolisation and rational-
isation, together with the introduction
of new techniques, resulting in many
-smaller firms being pushed to the wall
by the giants, have led to a large re-
duction in the labour force causing
unemployment in the industry and,
and for the first time since the “thirt-
ies”, in some areas printing workers
have on chance of being employed
within the printing industry again.
This, and the holding back of living
standards, has resulted in an upsurge
in militancy, and to a revolt, particu-
larly within the NGA, against the

union  bureaucracy. This revolt
broke the surface in  October
1969 when after the national of-
ficlals had = hastily concluded a

pay agreement of £1 a week they
were forced to reopen negotiations,
eventually securing a further £2.10.0d
in August 1970. In Liverpool, the
revolt reached its highest expression
in the branch, demanding that all
officials be subject to re-election every
three years, their pay to be based on
an average wage of the trade, and for
annual conferences to be held to decide
union policy.

In the national newspapers, the
crisis broke out last May/June. The
contributory factors were the tech-
nological developments eroding craft
skills, and the continual decline in the
number of national newspapers, red-
ucing jobs and putting even greater
power into the hands of the few press
barons who decide what millions of
people shall read (and shall not read).
Productivity bargaining is also reduc-
ing the labour force. The Economist
Intelligence Unit estimated in 1966
that the number of workers on the
national dailies could be reduced by
an average of 509%,! These factors—
sacking and growing insecurity am-
ongst the workers, with no real lead
against the press overlords by the union
officials, has resulted in demarcation
disputes in order to save jobs, and
this has been exacerbated by the bur-
eaucracies of both unions who have
played on the real fears of the men
in order to defend their bureaucratic
positions and petty privileges,

But the ecrisis last May, shortly
after the National News Officer, John
Clifford, deserted the NGA for the
board of IPC, brought home forcibly
to the national officials of the NGA
and SOGAT the need to merge into
one union if only for the purpose of
bureaucratic self-preservation. Brigin-
shaw of SOGAT Division 1 has for
a long time stated his readiness to
merge with the NGA. It now appears
that Bonfield of the NGA and Brigin-
shaw would favour a merger at the
expense of SOGAT Division A which
would be left out in the cold. This
seems to be the cause of the present cri-
sis in SOGAT which is in the hands
of the receiver pending the
proposed spht. While from the
point of view of the two bureaucra-
cies within the Home Counties a
merger at the expense of the book-
binders seems feasible, in the prov-
inces such a break-up would have dire
consequences, possibly resulting in

Workers Fight
on Post Office

Having successfully begun to hand over
routes worth £6 million to the airline spivs
the Tories are now looking eagerly to-
wards the de-nationalisation of other pro-
fitable sections of State owned industry.
The telecommunications section of the
Post Office has always loomed large in
the bosses greedy calculations. With relish
they have discussed behind the scenes the
enormous profits that they would be able
to amass by taking over this growth in-
dustry. Now their plans have exploded
like a bombshell with the sacking of Lord
Hall as the chief of the Post Office. The
immediate strike and demonstration of
50,000 Post Office workers in protest
against this was in reality not so much
concerned with the fate of the noble Lord,
with his salary of £17,500 a year 15 com-
pany directorships before he took the job
and a £70,000 “golden hand shake” on
leaving, but a determined show of force
to indicate the kind of mass resistance
which the Tories can expect if they go
ahead with their plans. This was clearly
shown by the statement of one worker
on T.V. on November 25th, who inter-
preted the sacking as a move in the di-
rection of de-nationalisation. The reports
which have appeared as we go to press
further illustrate this... “To chants of
‘Political traitors’, ‘It’s bloody disgusting
and ‘Sack the Tories’ about 2,800 workers
crowded into narrow King Edward Build-
ing”, (Evening Standard 25/11/70).

All the statements of Hall himself show
that the Tories were not prepared to to-
lerate the slightest obstacle to their schem-
es... “‘the new leadership have certain
objectives in mind for the future ang I
hope to God they are for the well-being
of  the Corporation”. Through his oppos-
ition to the Tory proposals Lord Hall has
probably reflected the opposition of sect-

Tory Attacks

By DAVY DICK (P.0.E.U.)

ions of Post Office bureaucrats, who have
warned of the ruinous consequeneces of
de-nationalisation; not the least of the
factors being the threat to their own in-
come and prestige. Many top officials in-
dicated during the last election campaign
that the Tories threatened the present de-
velopment of the Post Office!

Lord Hall further hinted at the bonanza
which awaits the lucky recipients of the

.shares of a denationalised telecommunic-

ations section when he said:—"“I own no
Post Office shares—I wish to heaven I
did.” (Evening Standard).

No time should be lost in preparing to
stop the Tories’ de-nationalisation meas-
ures. They should be warned that industr-
ial action involving all sections of the
workers in the Post Office will take place.
The London workers have magnificently
demonstrated the temper of the workers.
The unions must tie this in with a cam-
paign to bring down this rotten Govern-
ment which represenis the moneybags,
spivs and speculators., Not one worker
should be left in any confusion as to the
class role of the Tories. It is not a quest-
ion of defending the ‘integrity’ of the ex-
chief of the Post Office, as some of the union
leaders have done, but to defend the wag-
es, living standards and conditions of
hundreds of thousands of Post Office work-
ers. As a beginning let the unions come
out solidly for the December 8th strike.
What a magnificent opportunity to link
the fight to defend the Post Office with
the struggle against anti-union legislation
and the replacement of the Tory Govern-

ment by a Labour Government com-
mitted to ending the power of the
monopolies by carrying through the

process begun by the mnationalisation of
the Corporation and nationalising the hand-
ful of private monopilies.

(REG LEWIS- NGA, Liverpool).

the women workers, drivers, office
and security staff etc. becoming
completely unorganised, causing a
serious breach in the closed shop.
Such a branch would play right into
the hands of the bosses who would
have the opportunity of inserting a
lever into the gap blowing the closed
shop wide open in a period of un-
employment in order to dicipline the
workers far more effectively than any
state laws, and so erode the gains
fought for over the last quarter centu-
ry.
Even on the wages front, in the last

" few years, the crazy policy of the

union leadership of marching seperat-
ely has played into the hands of the
employers. The folly of this attitude
is such that in the last wage negot-
iations, the two leaderships within
SOGAT put in two different claims-
one for 209%, the other for 25%.

At the time of writing, SOGAT
Division A has decided to call on the
section of the membership to stage a
24-hour strike on December 8th
against the Tory proposed anti-union
legislation. Of itself this is a great
step forward—the first section of the
whole labour movement to call a
national strike on a political is-
sue. But examined more closely,
what a ridiculous state of affairs
it is when not only is there no
general agreement amomgst the bu-
reaucrats of the two major unions
but the two bureaucracies within the

one union cannot form a united policy
on this vital issue. This could sow
confusion amongst the printing work-
ers and so play right into the hands
of the Tories.

At one time there were nine print-
ing unions and mergers have only
been effected when the interests of the
various union hierarchies have been
threatened and where the larger
unions have been able to absorb the
smaller to the mutual benefits of the
bureaucracies concerned, But in order
to face the problems that lie ahead,
the need for one union of printing
workers has become imperative! The
need for change, long overdue, must
begin on the shop floor and within
the branches. The rank and file, the
ordinary members, must effect that
change to bring about a transformat-
ion of the ossified structure of the
printing unions. The campaign must
begin by uniting the printing workers
in the demand for one union for the
whole of the printing industry, to dem-
and that all officials be subject to re-
election; that officials® salaries be ba-
sed on an average wage of the trade;
that anual conferences of a new united
printworkers union be the governing
body to which the officials will be
answerable, and for the right to recall
officials who are not carrying out the
instructions of the membership. It is
necessary for printworkers to formu-
late a full programme—a programme
against unemployment, against the
employers, and for one industrial
union for all printing workers until
we wrest the control of the industry
from the control of private capital and
the press barons, and so establish a
truly free press which will serve the
working class in its struggle for Soc-
ialism.

BUILD “MILITANT”
FIGHTING FUND

The increased tempo of develop-
ments in Britain, with the Labour
and Trade Union Movement shap-
ing up to defeat the plans of the Tories
to attack the unions and the social
services, has in turn impelled our
supporters to intensify their efforts
to build the MILITANT FIGHT-
ING FUND. Our Liverpool support-
ers continue to lead the way with a
magnificent £117.2.6 in November.
But the Brighton supporters and those
in London have set targets for the
Fund of £300 and £500 respect-
ively which they are determined
will equal the efforts of the Mersey-
side comrades. London supporters
bégan their drive with a jumble sale
in Kensington which raised a useful
£24. We would urge all those who
wish to assist in spreading the case
of Marxism, who understand the need
to take the ideas of MILITANT to
ever wider layers of the Labowr Mo-
vement, to take similar action in
their own area. Every £, the pennies
and shillings count, It would not
“hurt” too much if one or two drinks
a week, or a packet of cigarettes,
less, were taken by our supporters.
And if the money saved was sent to
us, it would enormously assist the
MILITANT to build up the resourc-
€s necessary to go into production
on a fortnightly and eventually, with-
in a very short period of time we
hope, on a weekly basis.

Already our programme is more
and more accepted by the advanced
layers of the unions, the Labour
Party and L.P. Young Socialists.
This is shown by the sharp increase
in the circulation of the paper. We
reported in our last issue that we had
to print an extra 500 copies of the
October issue. We also found that
we were short of papers in November
and have now decided that we will
need a regular 500 more than pre-
viously and possibly an extra 1,000 a
month. This is a very good sign but
we still need to spread the influence
of the MILITANT even wider. We
would urge our readers to press
their union branch, their ward, their
Constituency Labour Party to take

out regular orders for the paper. We

rely on our suppporters and readers
for our support. You are our only

means of building a powerful Marx-
ist voice within the Labour Move-
ment. An extra few shillings a week
or month, by means of a bankers
order, would be of enormous assist-
ance. ;
We are also prepared to send speak-
ers to explain our case to the LP’s
unions and YS branches, In the past
month alone spokesmen for the
MILITANT visited Carlisle, with an
excellent and responsive 50 members
of the Local Labour Movement at-
tending, a YS weekend school in the
London region, where Ted Grant of
the Militant Editorial Board debated
with Michael Barnes MP on the
Common Market, Tyneside and Bris-
tol. In all areas the Marxist case is
gaining ground. The rank and file
activists are increasingly realising
that we have to learn the lessons of
the past six years of Labour Gov-
ernment and the already vicious re-
cord of the Tories. It is not a quest-
ion of regurgitating the limited re-
form programme of 1964 and 1966.
To attempt to temporise with the ca-
pitalist system is similar to
making  soothing  whispers to
a charging bull. As we have
shown in this issue of MILIT-
ANT, in relation to anti-union legis-
lation, the capitalists are deadly seri-
ous in their plans to cut the workers’
share of the wealth produced by
their labour. Only the Marxist tend-
ency has warned the ranks of the
Labour Movement that capitalism
would drop its “democratic” mask
when threatened. Marx himself, more
than once committed to the dustbin
of history, the capitalists now recogn-
ise awkwardly rises like the Phoenix
from the ashes... “CAN WE BEAT
KARL MARX?” (Guardian 9/11/
70). The whole of the Labour Move-
ment will answer them in the negat-
ive in the explosive period which is
opening up in Britain. We call on
all supporters and readers fo make
this a reality by beginning now to
build up the circulation of our paper,
to rush donations, big and not so big,
to sign the subscription form if
you have not already done so, and
to spread the ideas and influence in
all sections of the Labour Move-
ment.




