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THE MIDDLE EAST

Permanent Arab Revolution!

Immediately after the June war, when
the shooting stopped and cease fire was
proclaimed by the Security Council, and
accepted by Egypt and the other Arab
States, everyone in Israel was joyous and
triumphant. Everyone thought that
everything Zionism had achieved hitherto
was fully consolidated and secured, and
the Zionist enterprise had thus become
safe and able to expand for generations.
The Arab States, after such a crushing
defeat, seemed to have been forced to
their knees, the backbone of their armies
had been broken, and could never raise -
their heads for decades, and had no
other alternative but to come to terms
with victorious Israel, grant her official
recognition and accept peace with her on
her conditions.

The Israeli Minister of Defence, General
Dayan, declared immediately after the cease-
fire that he was waiting for a telephone call
from the Arab States, asking for peace. As for
the Palestinians, no one even thought of them.
But the telephone of General Dayan remained
silent. The heads of the Arab States met in
Khartoum and declared their three “No’s":

No recognition of Israel
No peace with her

No negotiation.

Enter Mr. Peaceful Co-Existence

With the help of the USSR, Egypt began to
rebuild her army. The Palestinians appeared on
the stage, and began their commando warfare.
But the Zionist rulers of Israel turned to their
American boss, and received more arms and
equipment, especially Phantom jets to crush the

new Egyptian Army in the bud and prevent it
from being rebuilt. As for the Palestinian
commandoes, the Israeli generals despised them.
They thought and declared that they had no
real backbone, no mass support, and they were
no more than a handful of mercenaries, who
would degenerate and disintegrated and be
easily crushed within a few months, if not
weeks,

But the Egyptian Army was not prevented
from being rebuilt, and the Palestinian com-
mandoes were not crushed. The fight on the
Suez front was escalated, the commando war-
fare was further spread, the number of casualties
mounted, and General Dayan admitted that he
had no answer to the guerrilla warfare, and that
the Israelis should learn to live with it for
decades. Then the Israeli Air Force began to
bomb Egypt deep in the rear, intending to break
the morale of the Egyptians and force them to
accept peace on |sraeli terms.

In the meantime the expenses of the war
were mounting. The deficit in Israel’s balance
of payments, which had been until the beginning
of the war about $500 million, annually reached
more than $1,000 million in 1969. The expenses
of the war, as estimated by the Israeli Minister
of Finance, reached $2.5 million per day.

The “'six day” war entered its third year
without a prospect of ending, and with guerrilla
warfare spreading. The number of casualties on
the Suez front mounted, and economic condi-
tions worsened. Doubts began to spread espe-
cially among tne ynung, those in the secondary
schools who were about to be recruited into the
army. In the last week of April 1970, 57 pupils
of secondary schools sent a letter to the Prime
Minister protesting against the policy of the
goyernment, and its refusal to allow Goldman
to go to Cairo, saying that until then they
believed that they would serve in the army for

three years and fight because there was no
other alternative. But now after the Goldman
affair it seemed that there was an alternative
which was ignored by the government, and
therefore they doubted the necessity of fighting
a continuous war which has no aim, while the
government was pursuing a policy of ignoring
the opportunities for peace.

The Institute of Social Studies in the Hebrew
University of Jerusalem organises public
opinion polls every few months. One of the
questions appearing every time has been: “What
do you find most disturbing in the present
situation?”’. In February 1969, 22% answered:
the Military Situation. In December 1969, 44%
answered: the Military Situation. In March
1970, 55% gave the same answer.

The military and economic situation conti-
nued to deteriorate. Thanks to the Soviet SA
missiles, the Israeli air bombing of Egypt proved
to be very dangerous to the Israeli Air Force,
and consequently stopped, and the fight on the
Suez front reached a peak. Israeli casualties
reached 30-40 a month, which was a very high
proportion in comparison to the Israeli
population of 2.5 million.

The military threat posed by the missiles has
been exaggerated. No one seriously thinks that
the Egyptian Army can retake Sinai with SA
missiles. But the appearance of those missiles
has made the Israeli Air Force—the backbone
of the Israeli military power and the pride of
the Israeli Army virtually ineffective, and thus
losing its prestige.

Pressures of United States Imperialism
In such a situation the dependence of Israel on
American imperialism, military and economi-
cally, became more evident. Declarations of
government ministers and articles in the press
made it look as if the whole fate and future of
Israel depend upon getting more and more
American jets, and a variety of air-to-ground
missiles capable of destroying the Egyptian SA
missile site.

And now, in such circumstances, came the
so-called ““Rogers proposals”. Washington and
Moscow appear to have reached some agreement
on the issue of the Middle East. Whatever their
differing interests, they both share a joint one:
to stop revolutionary initiative and action from
spreading throughout the Arab world, which
might endanger not only Zionism, and the Arab
States, but the whole global status quo
favourable to both American imperialism and
the Soviet bureaucracy. It is for this reason that
Nixon pressurises Israel to withdraw, and
Kosygin pressurises Nasser to reach an agree-
ment with Israel. The partners to the global
status quo wish to impose their “solution”
before the situation gets out of their hands.

The Israeli Zionist rulers, in spite of their
desire to keep what they achieved by military
power, are not in a position to oppose a solu-
tion dictated by the U.S. Without American
economic and military aid, the whole Zionist
structure would collapse like a house of cards.
They may try to sabotage and manoeuvre; but

it would all be to try and get more American
aid, and to catch as catch can, that is to say to
keep as much of the advantage they gained in
the “six day’’ war, and to maintain their
prestige in the eyes of the population. Two
years ago 77% of the population thought the
government was pursuing “‘a very good policy”
in dealing with the situation. A year ago 82%
thought the same. At the end of 1969 the
number dropped to 63% and at the beginning
of 1970 it rose to 77%. But now, as Walter
Schwartz writes in the Observer 23rd August
1970, ""The contrast between private passions
and cabinet decisions is a symptom of the
schizophrenia that has afflicted the Israelis
since last month.” “With part of their minds
they know that President Nasser's agreement
to the Rogers proposals could turn out to be
the biggest breakthrough towards peace in
their history. But the transfer of missiles within
hours of the ceasefire brought out fears that go
deeper than the immediate situation.”

A minister of the cabinet said: “The feeling
in the country is the same as in the days before
the six day war”’. Those jokes of May-June 196
expressing desperate hopes in the language of
mock despair, are going round again. Like the
one about the huge sign above the gates of
Lydda airport: "The last to leave should turn
off the lights.”

The Gahal party walk out of the Cabinet in
protest against the acceptance of the Rogers
proposals, and its formation of a national com-
mittee to resist withdrawal, which claims the
support of 38 members of Parliament, can
hardly be considered as more than a manoeuvre
to save face and disclaim the responsibility of
withdrawal.

The Arab Revolution Will Continue

But even if the Zionist Israeli rulers succeeded i
sabotaging a settlement, it would be very hard
for them to keep their hold on the people by
claiming there is no other alternative but to
fight. Everyone but blockheads and diehards
would see that there was an alternative, that
was intentionally sabotaged. Whatever the -
immediate outcome of the Soviet-American
manoeuvres, one thing is certain: they will not
solve any of the prohlems facing the broad
masses in the Middle East. Israel will not have
peace as long as it retains its Zionist character
and its ties with imperialism. The Palestinian
masses will not achieve their liberation-as long
as they separate their cause from the socialist
revolution of the entire Arab world. The Pales-
tine problem is a product of imperialism and
will only disappear with imperialism. The only
way to defeat imperialism is in a socialist revo-
lution which mobilises the millions of workers
and peasants throughout the Arab world. If the
revolutionaries succeed in mobilising those
millions they will defeat imperialism together
with its agents and allies; if they do not, they
will suffer another defeat.

A. Said

B —————————— e o
N from Israel

{The Israeli Socialist Organisation [Matzpen]
has recently issued a statement on the current
situation in the Middle East. In printing it
below The Red Mole declares its solidarity with
the comrades of Matzpen, who in an extremely
difficult situation have managed to keep the
spirit of revolutionary Marxism alive in Israel
and who by their very existence pose a challenge
to the Zionist state structure.)

AGAINST THE PLOT
After six days and three years of incessant war,
the Great Powers have reached a joint formula
on a “political settlement” in the [Middle East]
region. Many people regard this as a decisive
turning point and essential change in the totality
of political relations throughout the Arab East.
Many people are pinning their hopes on a new
political settlement between Israel and the Arab
States, and cheer the [prospective] settlement
with faith and enthusiasm.

The /sraeli Socialist Organisation rejects the
Rogers plan for two main reasons:
1. It is a plan which is meant to freeze the
existing status guo in the Arab East, in order to
prevent the development of a revolutionary
movement that would aim at liguidating the
reactionary regimes going well beyond Nasserism,
towards the expropriation of oil and [other]
natural resources from the imperialist mono-
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polies, towards breaking the power of the land-
owning and capitalist classes throughout the
Middle East.

2. It is a plan which is based on the denial of
the national, political and human rights of the
Palestinian Arab people.

The Rogers plan, which is nothing but the
American interpretatjon of the Security Council
resolution of 22nd October 1967, intends to
safeguard the stability of the Zionist regime and
the reactionary regimes in the Arab world; to
guard them against the Palestinian movements
which play havoc with their plans, undermine
[their] stability and incessantly ferment the
whole region. Similarly, Nasserism—which hopes
to strengthen itself as a result of the [Rogers]
plan—is also bankrupt. It attempts to build it-
self up on a new corrupt bourgeois oligarchy—
against the masses of workers and peasants—and
on neutralism in the international arena,
indulging in a diplomatic game between the
Great Powers. This regime cannot save Arab
society; rather than encourage the development
of that society, it actually retards it.

Those who pin their hopes on the [Rogers]
plan, believing that it can lead to normalising
Israeli-Arab relations, or to a lasting peace
between Israel and the Arab people, are
backing a non-starter. A lasting peace can only
be based on liquidating the Zionist-colonial

character of the Israeli community on the one
hand, and on breaking the anti-popular Arab
regimes on the other, on an absolute equality
between the Jewish people in Israel and the
Palestinian Arab people in all matters of rights
pertaining to the territory of Palestine. Such
peace cannot be achieved by pressure of Big
Powers, but by a popular struggle for.over-
throwing the nationalist regimes in both
national camps.

Those who have not learned from the
experience of the Ben-Gurion/Abdallah
secret agreement and of the 1949 armistice
agreements, will now have to experience a new
and less lasting version of the same phenomenon.

It may be that the forces which back the
[Rogers] plan, including also the USSR and the
Communist Parties that follow her, are suffi-
ciently great and powerful to impose it—even at
the price of liquidating (politically. and physi-
cally) the Palestinian and revolutionary Arab
elements that wauld not accept it. But this

- much is certain: true peace will not be achieved

through inter-government agreement trampling
on the rights of an entire people.

Those who hope,for a long calm will soon
be disappointed. The Palestinian wound can
only be cured in a revolutionary and human
way, by the equality of rights of all peoples of
the Middle East. Also, the revolutionary move-

= ~ cannot be shackled for long.

ment in the Arab East—which draws consider-
able strength from the Palestinian struggle—

Since the war we - were against conquests, -
and now we continue to demand an immediate,
total and unconditional Israeli withdrawal from
all the territories conquered in June 1967,
hased on the principle that a nation that
oppresses another cannot be free.

We call the masses of workers, peasants,
youth and intellectuals in Israel to struggle
against Zionism and imperialism.

We support the revolutionary struggle which
is going on in the Palestinian camp and in the
Arab world against the Zionist regime, against
imperialism and against the reactionary Arab
regimes, for a social revolution which will .
guarantee a true peace between the Israeli -
people and the Arab paople—without con- -
querors and conquered, without expropriators

. -and expropriated, without oppressors and -
" oppressed, without humiliators and humiliated.

' The Israeli Socialist Organisation i‘Marzhén)
P.O. Box 28061, Tel Aviv. :
P.O. Box 2234, Jerusalem.

{The above is a translation of a bi-lingual
[Hebrew-Arabic] leaflet issued by the ISO in
Israel.)



MINERS AND THE COMING STRIKE

A root cause of the 1926 miners’ strike
was the widespread feeling of the need
for change. It was another twenty years
before that change was realised, and the
mines were nationalised. The reason
being that the feeling required political
consummation, and the clleadership neces-
sary to achieve this was absent. The
feeling which underlay the Miners’
(unofficial) strike last October is also a
feeli:g which beckons change. The strike
gained the largest pay increase since
nationalisation, and a reduction in
surface workers’ hours. Consequently
the members are beginning to appreciate
that militancy pays, when effectively
directed. In their long history the NUM
has never sought to use, to learn, and to
lead its members in militancy. So the
members used, taught and led their
“leaders”.

At their annual conference on the Isle of
Wight the rank and file delegates continued to
instruet their leaders in the lessons of their
October. The feeling generated in 1969 had
simmered since and in 1970 should mature in
plenty. Despite opposition from the NEC,
the Conference called for substantial pay
increases to be backed by industrial action. The
pay demand of more than 30% would increase
the minimum pay to £20 for surface workers,
£22 for underground workers, and £30 for face
workers. One delegate said that if the demand
was not met, “it will unleash an anger that will
make la,a,st October seem like a Sunday School
picnic.

Changing Structures and Changing Atti-
tudes

In order to arpreciate the feeling of change the
present should be seen in terms of the past and
of the future. The current pay demand, and the
strike last October, should be seen in terms of
the changing structure and nature of mining. It
should seen in terms of a changing atti-
tude on the part of the membership towards
the NUM.

1.  The changing nature of mining, or “ratio-
nalisation™ as it is called, has involved three
distinct elements. In the first place the closure
of “uneconomic” Inits. Or to be correct the
closire of the smallest units and those that
presented difficulties in mechanising. Thus
there has been the concentration of the

lar units and their mechanisation. In 1950
only 1% of total output was the product of
mechanisation. In 19F69 the total was 91%. The
corollary beinf the reduction of manpower
needed, and often the destruction of regions
and communities (Scotland, the North-East,

and Wales in particular, but not exclusively s0).

2. The second factor, after introducing the
machinery, was to achieve “optimum” use by
multi-shift operation. There are 24 hours in a
day and 168 hours in a week. At collieries in
Nottinghamshire the rotating seven-day-week
was introduced. The rest of the industry has so
far resisted this, but has experienced the two,
three, or four shift system. “Between March
1965 and March 1966 the number of longwall
faces working 3 or 4 shifts increased by 18%,
Between March 1966 and March 1967, the first
year of the new agreement, the increase was
about 33%.”(1) (The new agreement was the
NPLA). In March 1968 there was a total of
1,195 longwall machines working, 989 or 83%
of which were utilised on two or more shifts. In
March 1969 out of a total of 998 longwall
machines, 841 or 84% were engaged in multi-
shift utilisation.

3.  The third feature has been the continuing
process of concentrated machine use during
shift time. This was achieved primarily by
increased supervision, and the clauses re ding
interchangeability in the NPLA. (See R. Heath
article in Trade Union Register 1969). The
increased supervision is observable in the
changing ratio of officials to men. In the North
Derbyshire area, for example, the ratio of
officials to workers increased from 1:12 in
June 1967 to 1:9.5 in July 1968. At the coal
face the ratio is nearer 1:6, which is a degree of
control and supervision unprecedented even in
the motorcar industry.

The N.U.M. Conciliationists

The role of the NUM since its formation, which
covers the period of nationalisation, has been a
conciliatory one. Its role during the period of
the industry’s transformation has been one
which would bring blushes to any innocent’s
face. This was r ised by the NCB in the
following word.::ogglespite the heavy closure
programme and the high rate of manpower run-
down in recent years, the Board have, by close
cooperation with the Unions, maintaining good
industrial relations, avoided major industrial
disputes and made continued progress in
reducing the tonnage lost from disputes.” (NCB
Report and Accounts, 1968/69, Vol. 1, p.1.)

In the years 1966-67, 1967-68 and 1968-69,
there were losses due to strikes of 2.26 million
tons out of a total output of 480.1 million
tons, equivalent to less than 0.5% of output.
There has been less time lost in disputes than
through sickness and injury.

It is L. Daly who, as General Secretary of
the NUM, is primarily confronted with the
problem of a discredited union. A problem he
was well aware of before taking office, when
he said: “...and if we continue to accept the
Coal Board’s rejection of even the most moder-

ate demands (for example, the 40-hour week
for surface workers) we become ineffective and

discredited as@a Union...”(2) To reiterate an
earlier point, the gains after October 1969 by
industrial action were the highest pay increase
since Nationalisation and during the history of
the NUM.

The past ten years, and in particular the past
five years, have created a climate of “no confi-
dence” in the industry. A climate which is
intensified when viewed in the perspective of
projections up to 1975. The erisis is readily
observable in the steadily increasing average age
of those employed in mining, and in the failure
of the NCB to control the manpower rundown.
In 1960 the recruitment level was 42.400; in
1969 it had fallen to 18,900, a fall of 23,500.
A level insufficient to set off natural wastage.
In the coal fields of the Midlands there are jobs
waiting for men; in Scotland, the North-East,
and South Wales, there are miners wanting jobs.

The projections for the next five years are
embodied in a Government White Paper of
1967, which says that by 1971 output would
meet a demand of 155 million tons per year
and the manpower required would be 275,000,
By 1975 the demand would be 120 million tons
and the manpower requirements 160,000. The
actual output in the year up to March 1969 was
153 million tons, which was 2 million tons
below a target two years in the future. It was
achieved by a manpower of 340,000, which was
65,000 more than the 1971 estimates. This was
achieved by an Oms (Output per man shift) of
42.5 cwt. Therefore in order to achieve the
1971 estimates, a minimum Oms of 70 ewt.
would be required, and to reach the 1975
estimates an Oms of 75 cwt. The fear at the
present time is that the manpower rundown
may outpace productivity gains, in which case.
a more realistic estimate for 1975 may be
80 million ton per year.

A Robens-Daly Pact?
At the centre of the crisis is the failure of the
NCB as an employer to pay a wage commen-
surate with the job. With higher paid jobs
available, men are not prepared to waste any
opportunities they may be offered of }eaving.
Those most reluctant to leave are in the 40-60
age group, as they would lose their accumu-
lated benefits. Those who are leaving are those
on whom the industry would rely in the future.
It is important, therefore, that the current wage
claim is successful to maintain and attract
young labour. It is for this end and no other
reason that Robens has appeared to defend the
claim made by the miners. It is in this context
that the central contradiction of the current
situation is that only a Union, with the confi-
dence of its membership, which is pursu ing the
largest wage demand in its history, could save
the coal industry from collapse.

The failure of the Union in the current wage
claim would confirm that the NUM was “‘inef-

would have little or no confidence in the NUM
and the Union would deserve none. It would
confirm to the NCB and the Government that
the Union could not withstand even more
ferocious blows being dealt to the miner and
his community than have been delivered in the
past. In which case the exodus from the mines
would render even 80 million tons a year the
wildest dream.

A successfully executed campaign by the
Union without industrial action (assisted by the
NCB) would tend to breathe artificial life into
the old forms of negotiation. It would re-estab-
lish the credibility of the Union and slow down
the exodus of manpower (to the relief of the
NCB). However, it should be realised that the
claim is for a 30% increase, and the mines are in
the public sector (so-called) of the economy. To
the disdain of Robens, the Government expect
him to refuse the increase. “Mr. Barber sai
nationalised industry chairmep ought to resist
inflatio wage claims in the national interest,
even if their stand provoked a strike.” (The
Times, Thursday August 13 1970).

It does therefore appear as though the
Union’s 30% wage claim will force it into its
first industrial in its history. The membership
gained a valuable lesson last October and are
pressurising the Union from below. We must
not, however, assume that a strike is on until
the men are drawing strike pay. Should the
claim be refused then the Union E.C. would not
call a strike. They would “consult the member-
ship”. The annual conference decision commits
the NEC, in accordance with the Union rules.

-So that, although this leaves a great many
opportunities for bureaucratic manipulation, if
a strike is called in the meantime it would be
difficult for the NUM to avoid supporting it.

The NUM officials will try every ploy they
know to avoid industrial action. Even the sabre-
rattling used by the T& GWU in the recent dock
strike would normally be too much for them.
With the rank and file breathing down their
neck, they may think it sufficient to buy off
the militancy. It would be a wrong calculation:
the men are angry and they have had more than
twenty years of the “old boy” negotiations, As
in 192;5 change is the order of the day. Only
this time there is not twenty years to wait.
Malcoim Ball

(1) R. Heath: T/U Register 1969, p.189-191.:
(2) L. Daly: The Miners and the Nation, p.13.

S S R Omsﬂ
power put* collieries
Jan. 1950 690,000| 200.7 912 23.4
Jan. 1960 | 624,000]1925 | 732 26.9
March 1969 | 340,000 153.0 | 317 [Adip==

*In million tons

CADE'S COLUMN

DON'T FOLLOW THE LEADER, WATCH
Him!

The Sun on April 24th 1970 printed an item
entitled “The Secret behind Lord Carron’s
£30,000 will”. It appears Lord Carron amassed
a small fortune by breaking a trade union rule.
Carron, known when he was alive among T.U.
militants as Lord Carrion (dead-flesh) retired in
1967 after 11 years as President of the AEU: his
private fund-raising activities never came to
light until after his retirement.

The AEU has a rule which clearly states that
“the president shall devote all his time to the
affairs of office....”

Lord Carrion, who died December 1969, had
his finger in many pies; in addition to his known
directorship of the Bank of England, he was a
director of Fairfields Shipyard, Glasgow (1966-
68), London Branch of the Co-op Society
(1956-68) and part-time director of the East
Midlands Gas Board 1967. His other money-
making rackets in T.U. time included TV
appearances (advising how to break unofficial
strikes) and lecture tours in the pursuit of
personal wealth.

Nothing can be done about Lord Carrion’s
abuse of trade unionism, but it should serve as
a warning to the rank and file that T.U. leaders’
activities need to be as closely watched as those
of the employers.

SOLIDARITY FOREVER

Last month the Californian United Farm
Workers Union received a Liberty Bell, which
had been cast at the famous Whitechapel
London Foundry where the original Liberty
Bell was cast.

THE UNION WHERE MILITANTS WEAR
MASKS

On Wednesday 2nd September Glasgow wit-
nessed one of the most militant workers’
demonstrations seen for several years. 1,000
electricians and plumbers marched through
the city streets chanting “JIB Out,” “Cannon
Out”, “Blairford Out”. The JIB is of conrse
the notorious productivity-bargaining body
covering electrical workers, and which is now
being extended to deal with plumbers. Cannon
and Blairford are respectively President and
Scottish E.C. member ot the EETU-PTU—the
electricians’ and plumbers’ super-union. The
march was the latest development in a growing

The U.S. farm workers have recently won a
four-year recognition strike, which the AFL-
CHO (U.S. TUC) officially recognised.

The farm workers sent a delegate, Elaine
Elison, to England during the strike to ask the
TGWU to officially black scab grapes which
had been picked by strike-breaking convict
labour. Whilst the T&G were prepared to
extend verbal sympathy and give support to an
ineffective consumer boycott, they were not
prepared to back any militant action by dockers
or market workers. The workers at Covent
Garden and Smithfield, the Upper Pool of the
London docks and a group at Tilbury Docks
took unofficial action and blacked any seab
shipments.

A docker militant who organised the blacking
of the grapes was not only disciplined by the
TGWU, but there were attempts to take legal
action against him for assault on a trade union
officer who, in collusion with the employer,
attempted to break the blockade.

However, we learn from the T&G paper, The
Record, August 1970, that as an expression of
solidarity the T&G paid for the transport of the
Liberty Bell. IRONY WHERE IS THY STING?
SUFFER LITTLE CHILDREN...

Up to the turn of the century, the established
church, in the shape of local vestrymen, had a
great sway in educational matters. Fortunately,
after years of trade union and socialist agitation,
the church’s influence in education has been
greatly reduced. The vicar of St. Marks with

St. Bartholomew, Dalston, London, writes a

full page in his parish magazine in support of
the Tory Government's proposed £100m. cut

in the Education Bill. He suggests teachers are

anovement inside the union against the ultra-
right-wing and bitterly anti-communist regime

- of Cannon & Co.—with its collaboration with

employers and Government, victimisation of
militants and strangling of democracy in the
union.

The demonstration and a meeting which
preceded it were to protest against-the calling
to Union HQ for “disciplinary action” of five
Scottish militants accused of organising an
“unofficial” demonstration against the latest
decisions of the JIB last June. At least one of
the men is generally regarded as having had
nothing to do with that action. Coiricidentaliy
however, he is the most serious challenger to
Blairford at the upcoming E.C. elections.

overpaid and underworked and advises, “An
immediate cut in teachers’ salaries... We would
like to see the top rate reduced to £1,500.
Even at this figure our teachers would be
handsomely paid.” This follower of Christ
further suggests a reduction of the school-
leaving age to 14, an increase in the cost of
school meals, and concludes that “We see boys
and girls who can neither read nor write, long-
haired students ‘demonstrating’ on every
conceivable issue instead of getting down to
work, problem children being pampered by the
State instead of being given a darned good
hiding, and teachers overpaid at £1,700 a year,
clamouring for a rise to £2,300.

“A halt needs to be called, and the news
that the new Cabinet proposes to economise on
education fills us with an unholy joy.”

Having read his suggestions for economies in
the social field, | would like to add a few ideas;
that the wealth of all churches in the country
be confiscated and be used for the building of
schools, hospitals and homes for the benefit of
the people who this con-man of the cloth is at
present exploiting for his own personal gain.
That all collection-plate toting bums be imme-
diately made redundant and retrained in useful
work. In his long-winded article, this peddlar of
medieval superstition suggests teachers don’t
work hard enough. We extend our columns to
him to explain what socially necessary labour _
he performs that entitles him to eat, and to run
the huge car and multi-roomed mansion in
which he suffers his Christian martyrdom while
his congregation live in one of the most delapi-
dated housing areas in London.

. Glasgow Moles who attended the meeting
and demo were impressed by the men’s deter-
mination and militancy and by the ability of
their unofficial leadership. The news that the
E.C. had circulated a letter to stewards ordering
them to stop the workers striking to go on the
march was greeted with derision. Speakers from
ithe platform and the floor—many wearing
masks to make identification difficult and
underline the police regime in the union—
attacked the JIB and the union leadership and
explained how the employers’ attacks could
not be adequately fought without getting rid

of the class collaborators on the E.C. A proposal
that workers should leave the union asa

protest was opposed by the stewards. one of

JONES THE MILITANT

In Wales the good solid name of Jones is so
common that the various Jones’s are known by
their professions, e.g. Jones the Milk, Jones the
Bread, etc. The national press of Sunday
September 6th is full of comments by Jones the
Militant (Jack Jones, Gen. Sec. TGWU) express-
ing surprise at the Tories’ proposed “provoca-
tive” use of troops in the impending municipal
workers’ strike. Surely Jack Jones with his vast
experience of trade union matters must be
aware that not only will the present Tory Gov-
ernment be as provocative as possible, but they
will use every means in their power to smash
militant trade unionism, including press, tele-
vision, police, troops, and if necessary, fascist
thugs.

Brother Jones, our leaders at Westminster
Gas works, popularly known as the House of
Commons, are fully aware and confident that
despite your loud militant noises, should our
brothers in khaki be used in strike-breaking
activity, you will do nothing but make louder
noises. You and your fellows at the TUC sold
the seamen out in 1966, you have reneged on
the dockers many times, and you swallowed the
lot in the recent dock strike. All you and your
Cde Hugh Scanlon have to do is to tell the
bunch of Old Etonians in the Cabinet that any
more attacks on working class conditions, work
practices and wages, will be met by a national
transport strike; in their own words, “Action
not Words!” You may fool some of the trade
union movement with your empty threats, but
your rubbish won't wash with socialists,

Mr. Jones.

whom cited the Pilkingtog exampie, and was
defeated by a margin of about 20-1.

It is clear that there is a rapidly developing
movement in the EPTU to democratise the
union, Kick out Cannon & Co., and begin to
fight thie employers again. All revolutionaries
have a duty to give any support they can. The
EPTU is regarded by many sectors of the ruling
class as a “‘model” union—an example of
“constructive” trade unionism. A victory for
the militants here would be a victory for the
whole working class.

—Red Clydeside Moles
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LETTERS

MARXISTS AND THE NATIONALIST

It is time that an up-to-date Marxist analysis
was given to the question of Nationalism in the
British Isles. In dictionary terms a Nationalist
is one who wishes to assert his National rights.
In political terms this word means different
things to different people. In Scotland, for
instance, as elsewhere, the different “Marxist”
groups seem to range incredibly in their inter-
pretation of any situation and spend so much
time in their cosy hobby of hair-splitting
debate that local revolution dies a theorist’s
death. As Marx himself said, “When I see the
numerous people that call themselves Marxists,
all I know is that I am not a Marxist.”

The troubles of the “Celtic Fringe™ nations
should be well enough known to avoid allucida-
tions here. Any interested Mole can refer to the
historical aspect in books like Tom Johnstone’s
History of the Working Classes of Scotland (out
of print but still available in some libraries),
The Treaty of Union 1707 by Professor Oliver
Brown, Scotland’s Scrap of Paper by the same
author. This booklet not only lays out the text
of the treaty word for word but contains an
excellent section of comment on the broken
articles—all of them—and can be had from
Clyde Bookshops, High Street, Glasgow, or
S.N.P.,HQ., 59 Elmbank Street, Glasgow.

For works on Ireland—apart from Marx—
James Connolly on Labour in Irish History, and
his other works seem well enough known and
fairly easy to obtain.

Wales seems to be neglected in this sphere.
Perhaps our Welsh Moles will soon remedy this.

“Socialists” in Scotland seem fairly content
to pay lip service to the scene in Sorbonne and
Saigon and are annoyed to be reminded of the
struggle on their own home front. The Labour
Party reformists are really incensed by the more
left-wing Nationalists for exposing their Con-
servative rumps and are viperous in their
condemnation at being “outlefted”. The consis-
tency of their attacks range from accusing the
S.N.P. publicly in the Glasgow City Chambers
of beings Maoists, MacLeanists and Tartan
Tories.

The Tory press in Scotland last year carried
very witty headlines like “Karl MacMarx in
Oban”. Some joker in the S.N.P. actually pro-
posed Profit Sharing at the Annual Conference
in Oban. Profit sharing as we all know isa
purely liberal idea and in direct contrast to
Marxist theory. However, this smear had the
desired effect of frightening the “blue”™ Natio-
nalist voters, as intended.

The most tragic smear of all could only be
used in Scotland and Ireland where the people
are long conditioned to fighting among them-
selves. Fortunately it hasn’t been necessary to
create a MacEnoch to divert the locals on the
minority coloured population. The only real
colour problem is Orange and Green and anti-
Home Rule propaganda goes down like a bomb
in the right quarters with such phrases as “Home
Rule means Rome Rule™ or *“A Free Scotland
means a Free Kirk”. So take your pick, Scots
Proles, your favourite prejudice is reason
enough to prevent you having your own Duma
or anything else that really matters. You can
always fight on the terraces of Parkhead (Celtic
Park) and Ibrox (Rangers Park), or the poky
pubs and dingy streets, then return to your
“single ends” or room and kitchens and blame
each other for your troubles. You can always
send your M.P.s down to London on the
Monday train and watch them slink back on
the Friday with their bags packed like coolies.
Thatll show ’em!

What does it matter, international socialists,
if Glasgow has the worst housing problem in
Europe? (Did someone say Naples? Congratu-
lations.) The problem’s far too parochial to
deserve more than a passing thought.

Remember those lovely phrases like “...The
Scottish Nationalists are petty bourgeoisie™? It
couldn’t be that.the S.N.P. deliberately avoids
policy arguments to'avoid an undue split
between the homogeneous factions of Left and
Right, or that the people of Scotland will decide
that issue themselves after independence. After
all, it was all right for Mao Tse-Tung to ally
himself with Chiang Kai-Chek and accept
American Aid to rid themselves of Japanese
Imperialism. It wouldn’t be an “international”
situation if parochial Scotland achieved Home
Rule, her own destiny.

It was also “wrong” of James Connolly in
Ireland to attack British Imperialism and ally
himself with the Green Tories. He should have
waited till the English proletariat threw off their
chains and rescued their Irish brothers. Isn’t
time nothing in history? Our Ulster brothers
might like to testify to that.

How could Connolly betray internation
socialism by saying Irish capital must come into
Irish hands before Irish Socialism could come
into being? How parochial.

Comment from “foreign™ Moles on this
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topic will be welcome—including Sassenach
Moles.

Yours for the Revolution,

Donald Anderson, 27 Wilton Drive,
Glasgow N.W., Scotland. .

BOB PURDIE REPLIES:

Comrade Anderson is right to raise the issue of
Scottish Nationalism for discussion by revolu-
tionaries. As a Tartan Mole in exile I must con-
fess that I have for long intended to write
something on the question have never got
round to it.

Many comrades will wonder why the issue is
important at this time; the bourgeois press gave
the impression that the SNP was soundly
trounced in the General Election and that Scot-
tish Nationalism is no longer an issue. The fact
is that it is only now that it is becoming a real
issue. Two years ago there was an artificial boom
in support for the SNP, due to discontent with
the Labour and Tory Parties. That tide has
receded, but it has left a substantial residue of
support for the Nationalists (so far as I know
the SNP is still the largest political party in
Scotland ] and more important, a greatly
increased interest in the issue of the future of
the Scottish nation.

Two new factors are going to mean a resur-
gence of support, probably in new forms, for
Scottish separation. They are the election of a
Tory Government, and British entry into the
Common Market.

Obviously the EEC will mean a rundown in
Scottish industry, as big capital is drawn away
to the more lucrative investment areas in or
near Europe. This will throw many Scots out of
a job, and limit the prospects of a decent life in
Scotlgnd.

Many Moles probably do not realise the sig-
tificance of the Tory victory for Scotland. The
fact is that Scotland, like Wales, overwhelmingly
rejected the Tories, as it has done traditionally.
It is quite understandable then that when faced

with Tory attacks on the organised working
class, many Scottish trade unionists will ask,
why do we have to have a Tory Government ?

What should the attitude of revolutionaries
towards such ideas be? I think that we should
make a separation between the attitude which
Sassenach and Scottish comrades should take.
Revolutionaries outside Scotland should defend
the right of the Scottish nation to self-determi-
nation; the Scottish people have the democratic
right to separate from the British state and that
right should be supported.

But it is a different matter for Scottish
revolutionaries. We have to very carefully weigh
up the implications for the Scottish workers of
the demand for separation and it is on this that
I think Don gets confused.

The confusion (which is undoubtedly caused
by inexperience and lack of knowledge on the
comrade’s part) is shown when he gives us the
examples of Mao Tse-Tung and James Connolly

Whether it was all right for Mao to ally with
Chiang Kai-Chek and U.S. Imperialism against
the Japanese is a complex question that [ won't
go into here. I will merely state that [ don’t
think it was all right. But the real significance
of the Chinese experience is this: when the
Chinese revolutionaries had built their own
independent army, and acting independently of
the Kuomingtang, went on, having defeated
the Japanese, to defeat and drive out Chiang
Kai-Chek in the teeth of U.S. Imperialism, and
destroy capitalism in China; then, and only
then, were they able to achieve real indepen-
dence for the Chinese nation. A couple of
decades previously under the tutelage of Stalin’s
Comintern the Chinese Communists submerged
themselves in the Kuomintang and worked com-
pletely under the domination of Chiang Kai-
Chek. The result was tragic; Chiang turned -
round and without warning massacred thousands
of Communists, forcing them to flee into the
mountains.

Don is mistaken, too, about Connolly. It is
not true to say that he allied with Green Tories;
the people who fought beside him in the Easter
Rising were radical democratic nationalists. If
they were not conscious socialists, they were
certainly very far from being Tories. A contri-
butory factor in forging the alliance was the
support that people like Padraig Pearse gave to
the workers of Dublin, in the 1913 general
strike.

But much more important than this is the
fact that before going into the alliance, Connolly
had laboured for years to build an independent
Irish working class movement, and to build an
independent armed workers’ militia, the Citizen
Army. Not only that just before the rising
Connolly told the C.A. to hang onto their rifles,
that they were out to go further than the others,
and that independence for Ireland meant a
Workers Republic.

So the lesson of these two examples are
quite different from what comrade Anderson
seems to think. If applied to Scotland, they
indicate that the first responsibility for Scottish
revelutionaries is to strive for the independence
of the working class. Everything else, including
Scottish independence, is subordinate to this.

It is important to understand also that the
position of Scotland’s greatest revolutionary,
John MaclLean, who did call for Scottish separa-
tion, was no different. He came out with this
pasition when it was clear that the Scottish
workers were much more revolutionary at that

particular time than the English workers, and
that if Scotland remained tied to England-this
would prevent a workers revolution, and that if
Scotland separated it could mean the Scottish
workers seizing control in Scotland.(1)

Why is independence for the working class
so important ? I think an examination of Scot-
tish history will show us why. Just before the
Treaty of Union in 1707 Scotland was develo-
ping as an independent capitalist nation; this
was extremely difficult due to the hostility of
the more powerful English capitalism. The
breakthrough for Scottish capitalism was to
have the “'Darien Scheme”, the attempt to
plant a Scottish colony in the isthmus of
Panama. This was wrecked by a combination of
disease, inexperience of the settlers, stupidity
of their backers in Edinburgh, and the deliberate
policy of William of Orange to prevent assistance
to the colony by English ships and settlements.
The result of this collapse was the ruining of a
very large section of the Scottish bourgeoisie
and petit-bourgeosie, this led directly to the
Treaty of Union, which was sold to the Scottish
Parliament in return for compensation to the
Darien shareholders. The result of this was the
fusion of the Scottish capitalist who remained
with the English capitalists to form the British
capitalist class. Then the agonising process of
destroying the Highland peasantry, and replac-
ing the people of large tracts of Scotland with
sheep or game (and incidentally creating the
modern Scottish working class'out of the
melting pot of the industrial lowlands, into
which were thrown Highland and lowkind
peasants and thousands of Irish immigrants).

So 1707 was not a simple case of English
perfidy riding roughshod over the Scottish.
nation. That nation was split into two sectors,
the poor peasants and embryonic working class
who had nothing to gain from the Union, and a
lot to lose; and the bourgeoisie, whose inept-
ness led to its own ruination, and whose greed
led to acceptance of English bribes to sell their
nation. When Burns wrote, “We're bought apd
sold for English goldjsuch a parcel of rogues in
a nation”, the nation was Scotland and the
rogues were the Scottish bourgeoisie.(2)

And Scotland is still split; still one section
represents the interests of the vast majority of
the Scottish nation, the working class; while
another section is interested only in its own
profit. By this I mean the higher echelons of
the Scottish petit-bourgeoisie, who either
oppose separation for economie reasons, or
support it because they feel the pressure of
scompetition from England or other foreign
capitalists.

And that is why the Scottish National Party
is split also, because it attempts to combine
these two mutually opposed sectors. That is
why one the one hand it contains peoples like
the SNP Provost of Stirling, who presented
a trophy from Stirling Town Council to the
Argyll and Sutherland Highlanders for their role
in trying to crush the independence struggle in
South Yemen, and people like comrade
Anderson, who is a genuine worlking class mili-
tant. And that is why it cannot take the step of
declaring for a Scottish Republic; but wishes to
retain the English monarchy after independence.
And that is why it can never do anything for
the Scottish people, because it can never take
.any unambiguous decisions.

The only way Scotland can have real inde-
pendence is if the Scottish workers take control
of everything, from Gretna Green to Lerwick;
if we have that Scottish Workers Republic that
John MacLean preached. Only the working class
has no interests other than the interests of the
majority of the Scottis'i people, simply because
they are the majority.

If we accept that principle we then have to
discuss the tactics by which this can be achieved.
Immediately we have to say that the interests
of the Scottish workers are closely tied up with
the interests of the English and Welsh workers,
and with the immigrants who work side by side
with us in Scotland and in England. This is
because we are all exploited by the same class,
the British capitalist class, who also exploit
other nations like Ireland,'India, African nations
etc. We have close interests with the workers
and peasants there. And since our enemies ally
themselves with others of their ilk in suppressing
and exploiting the people of Africa, Asia and
Latin America, we are linked to the liberation

«struggles in Indo-China, Southern Africa, Latin
America, etc., and in the context of EEC entry,
we must link with the workers of Europe.

In other words, the success of the Scottish
workers is very much dependent on the anti-
capitalist and anti-imperialist struggle in the rest
of the world. It is obvious that we could not
seize power in Scotland without the military
power of British imperialism being broken else-
where. And our victory will be consummated
only if the Scottish Workers Republic is allied
with our fellow workers of Ireland, Wales and
England in a Socialist United States of Europe.

Therefore the question of whether we call
for separation now must be approached from
two angles. What kind of Scotland do its advo-
cates desire? And how would it affect the
alliance, actual or potential, between the Scot-
tish and other workers? From this standpoint
we must reject the SNP’s policy; it is the policy
of petit-bourgeis people who would not be able
to stand up to the might of British capitalism if
it opposed them, and which even if it succeeded
would mean the kind of fake independence
under which the workers are suffering in the 26
Counties of Ireland. We must say also that
unlike in MacLean’s day, there is little sign that
the Scottish workers are nearer taking power
than the Knglish workers, and that we must
emphasise the need for unity with them; the
demand for separation at-present does not have
much revolutionary significance,

However, I sympathise with Don in his
impatience with those Scottish “Marxists” who
dismiss the question out of hand, without
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serious examination, and with o boorish dogma-
tism which it is hard to find anywhere else. [
know, and have clashed many times with, these
people. I must state clearly that my own ideas
on this subject are partial and incomplete, and
require much discussion and research. In parti-
cular we need to understand the important
differences between the class struggle in Scot-
land and in England, and the special problems
of Scottish workers, and the embryonic
national consciousness that they retain, in order
to work out a programme for the struggle in
Seotland which can heighten their class con-
sciousness. An important step towards the
Workers Republic would be the creation of an
independent, critical and active Marxist
tradition in Scotland. The lack of it has led to
the kind of fragmentation and confusion which
facilitated the growth of the SNP.
However, the claymore has been picked up,
let the battle commence.

Dolle Minas

Dear Mole,

With reference to Ian Fraser’s article (Red
Mole no. 6) on the Dutch women’s liberation
movement, “Dolle Mina™, | think that comrade
Fraser was not completely correct in his account
of Dutchr affairs, nor does his opinion of the
future of “Dolle Mina” seem to be too realistic!

a) Comrade Fraser is wrong in writing that
an elaborate programme has been accepted by
the first congress of DM. Only a short resolution
was accepted, the contents of which coincide
approximately with Fraser’s “on the basis that
the biological distinction between man and
woman does not justify their role assignment,
the goal of DM is: social change, to bring about
equal development chances for all, irrespective
of sex.” The rest of the paragraph in Fraser’s
article consists of quotations from the pro-
gramme proposed by the Amsterdam majority
group. This programme has been discussed but
has not been carried by the national congress.

b) The members of the Socialist Youth (SJ)
who initiated DM are still members of their
organisation. They just did not report on their
activities to the organisation, although the
general line adopted by them in DM does not
conflict at all with the general line of the SJ.

¢) DM is not growing any more. DM has con-
solidated its position outside Amsterdam, but
has been torn to pieces by factional differences
in Amsterdam.

d) Ian Fraser’s account on the future possi-
bilities of DM bears an astonishing resemblance
to the views of the by-now-leading group in
Amsterdam, affiliated to the student Karl Marx
Group (KMG). Unfortunately this group is
neither leading DM, because the local groups are
autonomous both in theory and in practice, nor
does this group, which has by the way close
connections with the original DM group, repre-
sent the majority of DM in Amsterdam. In fact
different branches of DM coexist quasi-
independently in Amsterdam. The numerical
force of each does not exceed some 10 or 12
militants. The only way the KMG-Dolle Mina’s
can be said to lead DM is in their chances to get
their views printed by the Socialistiese Uitgeverij
Amsterdam. But in my opinion this printing
press leadership is of no value. Fraser’s article
does, however, represent a certain value, because
of Fraser’s exposing—consciously or uncon-
sciously—the political views of the KMG-SJ
“leadership”. These views are centrist in
character. The KMG-SJ] wants to wage struggles
on the level of the partial demands. Afterwards,
a solemn declaration follows that this or that
struggle does not stand on its own, but is part
and parcel of the global anti-capitalist struggle.
This leads to either a reformist activism (notably
SI) or complete separation from the actual
struggles and notably to isolation from the
masses, The latter development appeared in DM,
where the KMG has destroyed the actual move-
ment rather than share a part of their “leader-
ship”” with other tendencies.

e) The firture of DM, for the reasons men-
tioned above, will never bring us a more or less
large affiliation of the DM-masses to a future
Leninist party. SJ is openly anti-Leninist, KMG’s
Leninism consists in quoting abundantly from

What is to be Done? But a Leninist organisation
is not built on a large number of quotations
from the “Sacred Books”. Leninism means
something different. It is a pity that comrade
Fraser did not understand your excellent

Lenin Centenary issue. Leninism in Holland

has been harmed rather than helped by the
behaviour of the KMG-SJ “leadership’’ of Dolle
Mina. Furthermore, what exactly is a combat
party of the Leninist type? Leninist parties are
not characterised by their combativity alone. A
revolutionary party has a revolutionary theory,

*a revolutionary programme. And this is exactly

what the KMG-SJ “leadership” in DM is lacking.
The building of a revolutionary Marxist party in
Holland will pass along a much more difficult
road than comrade Fraser is suggesting.

Revolutionary greetings,
Herman Pieterson,
Amsterdam.



WOMEN’S
LIBERATION

Women's Liberation is entering a new phase.
Ever since it recovered from the shock of seeing
600 women at the Ruskin Weekend, it has on
the one hand been trying to find a certain
amount of common ground among the varied
groups, and on the other hand has accepted that
it can, must and will be 2 mass movement.

The Women'’s National Coordinating
Committee® includes every Lib group that
agrees to join. In spite of disagreements it
represents the bravest attempt on the left to
work in unity. It is not a single-issue campaign
(to say that it is would be to seriously misunder-
stand Women's Lib) and the movement includes
a wide diversion of interests, yet at the meeting
on 5th-6th October agreement was reached on
a good number of points. The groups have
agreed to work on three campaigns—for free
contraception and abortion on demand; ade-
quate nursery facilities to free women from
their total responsibility for child-care; and
equality of opportunity in education and
training—and the main demands and slogans of
these campaigns have been accepted. Consider-
ing that complete agreement is necessary before
the Committee can do anything in its own
name (which does not exclude any group from
simultaneously pursuing its own line in its own
name) a tremendous amount was agreed upon.
At the same time dissatisfaction was expressed
that there was no campaign around women as
workers, and it was agreed to start a written
debate and to discuss again at the next meeting.
The Committee has an uncensored journal,
Women's Struggle, produced by groups on a rota
basis. How many male-dominated organisations
could cooperate at this level?

One of the highlights of the weekend was a
report from Jo O'Brien (of Socialist Woman) on
her North-East American speaking tour. What
emerged was that the American movement is
rapidly becoming a mass movement and is taken
so seriously by the media that every newscast,
every paper, contains some report of it. Of
course there are tremendous differences between
our movement here in Britain and the States; Jo
explained one aspect of this—the often virulent
anti-male attitude of many American groups—
by recounting some of her experiences on the
streets of New York. Here in Britain at least
male chauvinism wears a polite face, although it
makes it harder to recognise sometimes.

Her account inspired the meeting at its second
session to take the mass media by the horns.
Women's Lib already numbers several media
women amongst its adherents, and from their
reports we know that 1970-71 is going to be the
Year of Women's L1Ib (replacing Pollution as
Number One Issue). As part of this campaign to
become a mass movement, the Committee
agreed to hold a conference in London in the
spring of 1971 and a mass demonstration around
the same time. What is important is that the
Coordinating Committee is seen as the leader-
ship of this movement rather than those women
who pontificate from the sidelines and who are
readily interviewed at the moment. Even more
important is for the Left to accept the impor-
tance of Women's Lib, otherwise the Women
are going to reject revolutionary politics.
Women’s Lib is already coming out of its sepa-
rationist phase, but where will it go from here?
That is in the hands of the Left.

Leonora Lloyd

*The interim address of the WNCC is c/o 3 Rona
Road, London N.W.3.

Following renewed attacks on Pakistanis
in Slough, an Anti-Racist Campaign has
been formed in West London to coordi-
nate opposition to racism and physical
attacks on Black people. The recent
Slough case is significant because the
police not only arrested the Pakistanis
and charged them when they were under
attack from Skinheads, but they allowed
the Skinheads to go free and indeed used
them as prosecution witnesses. Lawyer
David Offenbach suffessfully defeated

* the prosecution aided by the fact that
one police witness was rash enough to
declare to the magistrates that he “liked
a good punch up now and then”. The
address of the Anti-Racist Campaign is
c/o Tom Mole, 23 Brackley Road,
London W 4.
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Comrades in the Nuneaton area may be
interested to know that there exists a club
“dedicated to the Red Mole'"'. Red Mole is sold
there regularly and though the reports we have
received are a bit garbled there are regular dis-
cussions an a whole variety of subjects. 15
address: The Red Male Hole, c/o The Hearty
Goodfellow Inn, Arbury Road, Stockingford,
Nuneaton.

EVENTS

EVERY MONDAY: Birmingham Red Circle meeting,
7.30 p.m. at the Black Swan, Birmingham 5.

WEDNESDAYS: Stafford Red Circle, Dog & Partridge,
South Walls, 8 o’clock.

THURSDAYS: Glasgow Red Circle meets, Christian
Institute, Bothwell Street, 7.30 p.m.

SEPTEMBER 11th: Irish Red Circle meeting. Speaker
Tarig Ali on "lIreland and the World Revolution'.
8 p.m. 182 Pentonville Road, London N.1 {nr. Kings X)

SEPTEMBER 12th: International Socialist Public
Meeting. “The International Revolutionary Movement
in the "70s."” Speakers from USA, W. Germany, France,
Italy & Ireland. 2.30 p.m., Conway Hall (Red Lion
Square, nr. Holborn tube). Admission 2/-.

SEPTEMBER 14th: West London Anti-Racialist
Campaign inaugural meeting. 7.30, The Anchor, West
Ealing, Middx. Contact Tom Mole, 23 Brackley Road,
London W.4.

SEPTEMBER 17-18th: “Tunnel Warfare'’, film, 8 p.m.
Camden Studios, Camden Street (Mornington Crescent
“tube). How the Chinese used tunnels in defensive &
‘offensive warfare against the Japanese invasion. 5/-
entry, 2/6 membership. Angry Arts. Ring 263 0613.

SEPTEMBER 20th: NJACWER General Meeting. With
Chris Norwood gone, it may be possible to revivify

this organisation which is the only national T.U. based
organisation for women's equal rights and pay. To
affiliate and attend, send £2 to Mrs. Jean Watt,

4 Raisbeck Court, 26 Rosendale Road, London S.E.21.

SEPTEMBER 22nd: Socialist Woman London Group
meets, 8 p.m., Conway Hall (North Room), Red Lion
Square (nr. Holborn tube). Women only. Ring

574 7407 for details,

RED CIRCLES/RED MOLE CONTACTS

If you live in or near any of the areas listed
below, you can contact these people for any
queries about The Red Mole and for informa-
tion on distributing the paper and sending in
local reports. In a number of these areas
(asterisked), functioning Red Circles already
exist. Others will be added to the list as they
are formed. If there is no Red Circle in your
area at present, write to us here at 182 Penton-
ville Road, London N.1.

*BIRMINGHAM: George Wright, 72 Cambridge
Road, Kings Heath, Birmingham 14.

CARDIFF: Oliver New, 23 Black Oak Road,
Cyncoed, Cardiff CF2 6Q7.

*COVENTRY: John Presland, 27 Paynes Lane,
Coventry, Warwicks.

*DERBY:Bruce Bebbington, 41 Leopold St.,
Derby, DE1 2HE.

*EDINBURGH: Robin Dunican, 11/3 Oxgangs
Avenue, Edinburgh, EH13 9HY

*GLASGOW: lan Stevenson, 3 Doune Gardens,
Kelvinbridge, Glasgow.

HERTFORD: Malcolm Harding, 8 Parker Ave.,
Bengeo, Hertford.

*HULL: John Bearpark, 88 Park Street, Spring-
bank, Hull.

KIDDERMINSTER: Nigel Brown, 44 The
Deansway, Kidderminster, Worcs.

*LEICESTER: Alan Lenton, 18 West Street,
Leicester.

*LINCOLN: Mike Smith, 33 Knights Terrace,
Lincoln.

*NORTH LONDON: Teresa Hayter, 182 Pen-
tonville Road, London N.1.

*SOUTH LONDON: Jim Clough, 2 Almeric
Road, S.W.11.

*WEST LONDON: Tom Mole, 23 Brackley
Read, W.4.

LOUGHBOROUGH: Ann Black, 4 Russell St.,
Loughborough.

*MANCHESTER: Steve Cohen, 43 Branting-
ham Road, Whalley Range, Manchester 16.

NORWICH: Paul Franklin, c/o Red Mole.

*NOTTINGHAM: Nick Beeton, 256 Henry Road,
West Bridgford, Nottingham.

*OXFORD: Bernard Reaney, 27 Southmoor
Road, Oxford.

POTTERIES: Gerald Hitman, c/o Red Mole.

READING: Brian Grogan, 72a Redlands Road,
Reading, Berks.

*STAFFORD: Chris Pailthorpe, 43 Fairoak
Avenue, Parkside, Stafford.

*STIRLING: Donald MacDonald, 6 Tarduff,
Place, Stoneywood, Denny, Stirlingshire.
*YORK: Mike Lomax, 25 Nunthorpe Avenue,

York.
*|RISH RED CIRCLE: Robin Mor, c/o 182
Pentonville Road, London N.1.

ADS

1

Small ad. rates: 6d per word; minimum 4 issues, bd
per word; min. B issues, 4d per word. *
Displayed (boxed): 8-point: 1/6 per word.

10-point: 2/- per word.
Full page:£100 Ya-page: £25. .
Y-page: £50 1/8 page: £12 10s,
Write RED MOLE Ads, 182 Pentonville Road, Lon-
don N.1, or phone 01-837 9987.
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Che Guevara’s Bolivian Diaries. 5/- post free from The
Red Mole, 182 Pentonville Road, London N.1.

TARGET—The Busman’s Newsletter, A monthly maga-
zine produced by a group of rank-and-file busmen to
help organise the struggle, for better pay and conditions
and against any productivity deals, to fight the deterio-
ration in public transport as a service, and struggle for
workers’ control.

If you are interested —or want a sample copy—write to
A. D. Roberts, 16 Prentis Road, London 5.W.16.

Rouge, French Revolutionary Weekly of the Ligue
Communiste. Write Rouge, BP201, Paris 1%, France,
or write to The Red Mole, 182 Pentonville Road,
London N.1, enclosing 2/- for an individual copy.

Manual ol tne Urban Guerrilla—detailed description of
urban guerrilla tactics by Carlos Marighella, one of the

greatest urban guerrillas. 4/- inc. postage from The Red
Mole, Box 8/1. o

Socialist Woman—now out in new printed format—is
produced by a group of socialist women of the Not-
tingham Socialist Women's Committee. A subscription
costs only 5/- for 6 issues (bi-monthly). Send to
16 Ella Road, West Bridgford, Nottingham.

Rank-and-File: militant teachers’ journal. Available
quarterly from 58 Allerton Road, London N.16. Single
copy 1/5d, 11/4 for ten.

LENIN Centenary issue of Red Mole. Copies available
1/- per eopy (bulk order), 1/6 (single copy). Write The
Red Mole, 182 Pentonville Road, London N.1.

Cuban OSPAAL Posters 12%" x 21”. Printed in full
colour. .

Cuban Day of Solidarity Poster.

4/- including postage from The Red Mole, 182 Pen-
tonville Road, London N.1.

A SOCIALIST WOMAN GROUP has been set up in
London. For details of next meeting, ring Leonora
Lloyd, 574 7407.

Middle Eastlfor Revolutionary Socialism. Latest issue
(No. 3) obtainable from Peter Gowan, c/o 182 Penton-
ville Road, London N.1, 1/5 p.p. Subscription £1° per
vear from MLE.R.S., 3 Beachwood Ave., London N.3.

Cinemantics. A radical forum of theoretical writing on
the cinema. Third issue—discussions between G :
Solanas, Straub, Rocha, Jancso and Clementi in an all-

out attack on the industry. 117 Hartfield Road,
London S.W.19. 2/6 in stamps.

SURKH SAVERA (RED DAWN): New Urdu journal
of the Pakistani Marxist Group which presents the
ideas of the Fourth International and has regular
coverage of Pakistani politics. Price 1/6. Available El"]om
Red Books, 182 Pentonville Road, London N.1.

INTERNATIONAL: bi-monthly theoretical journal of
the LLM.G. (British section of the Fourth Internatio-

nal), Second issue in new format includes: Workers’

Control; Mandel replies to Harman on state capitalism;
Trotsky on the Fourth International; British Steel
Industry; book reviews etc. 3/- each, £1 per year.
Write International, c/o Red Books, 182 Pentonville
Road, London N.1.

Frederick Engels Memorial Library, a centre for young
militantsin Lagos, appeals for donations of progressive
books and revolutionary journals ... continuously.
Thanks. P.O. Box 504, Yaba, Nigeria.

SPARTACUS, journal of the Spartacus League (for-
merly MARXIST YOUTH JOURNAL). Copies obtain-
able from Alan Lenton, 18 West Street, Leicester, 1/6
each. Subs. 15/- for 12 issues, 8/- for 6, post free.
(Cheques payable to A. J. Lenton).

EARN MONEY-SELL “RED MOLE"”

On a “sale or return”’ basis. You earn
6d on every copy sold,

Enquiries to 182 Pentonville Road,
London N.1 or ring 01-837 6954,

EDITORIAL BOARD: Tariq Ali, Robin Blackburn,
Chenhamo Chimutengwende, Peter Gowan, Teresa
Hayter, George Joseph, Dave Kendall, Marie-Therese
Ligougne, Branka Magas, Neil Middleton, Felicity
Trodd, John Weal.

DESIGN: Peter Till.

Published by Relgocrest for The Red Mole,
182 Pentonville Road, London N.1.
01-837 6954, 01-278 2616.

Printed by The Prinkipo Press Ltd,
182 Pentonville Road, London N.1. 01-837 9987.

Please send me THE RED MOLE for the next
6/12 months. | enclose cheque /P.0./cash for
£1/£2.
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THE RED MOLE, 182 Pentonville Road,
London N.1. 01-837 6954, 01-278 2616.

Foreign subs: Asia/Africa/Australia/N& S
America: '£6 per year (airmail); £3 per year
(ordinary).

W. Europe: £3 per year.

WE RECOGNISE OUR OLD FRIEND,
OUR OLD MOLE, WHO KNOWS SO
WELL HOW TO WORK UNDERGROUNL

SUDDENLY TO APPEAR:

THE REVOLUTION.—MARX

TROTSKY
The Revolution Betrayed 25/-
In Defence of Marxism 21/-
Permanent Revolution 21/-
The Essential Trotsky 8/6
Stalin 30/-
My Life 35/-
History of the Russian 10/-
Revolution (3 vols.) each
Writings 1937-38 25/-
2 1938-39 25/-
% 1939-40 25/-
MANDEL
Europe versus America? 35/-
An Introduction to Marxist
Economic Theory 8/6
POLEMIC
The Credibility Gap: The
Politics of the SLL
(An IMG pamphlet) 5/-
The Inconsistencies of
“State Capitalism” by
Ernest Mandel 4/6

catalogue.

BUY all YOUR red BOOKS at

RED BOOKS

182 Pentonville Road, London N.1

SPECIALISTS IN MARXIST LITERATURE

Open 10 a.m. -5.30 p.m. (Monday - Saturday)

For all postal orders please add 10% for postage. Send s.a.e. for free

If you want to help Red Books, order all your textbooks etc. through us,

IRELAND
1934 Republican Congress

by George Gilmore 6/-
The Making of Northern

Ireland by D.R. O'Connor

Lysaght 3/
Theobald Wolfe Tone by

Frank Macdermot 7/6
JAMES CONNOLLY
Labour in Ireland 21/-
Socialism & Nationalism 21/-
Labour in Irish History 3/6

T-SHIRTS

Red Mole T-Shirts. Black on red &
red on white showing large Mole
giving Red salute.

20/- per shirt, small, medium & large.
Enclose 1/- postage.
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