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TUC DEAL WITH GOVERNMENT?

The decision to float the pound was taken
with two thoughts in mind. First, to halt
the massive outflow of capital from London.
Second, to prepare the ground for entry into
the E_E.C. Capital outflow was basically
caused by doubts about the U.K.'s prospects
of getting inflation under control. The short
term strategy the government had developed
to curb ‘inflationary’ wage claims depended
heavily on ‘confronting’ sections of the
working class on the wages front. The State
was to be central in curbing the indiscipline
‘of rank-and-file trade unionists. Understand-
ing the failure of the Wilson government to
make Incomes Policy work by ‘co-operating’
with the trade unions, Heath's short term
policy was based on the ability of the

Industrial Relations Act to smash trade
union rank-and-file organisatiom

But the government has been badly stung
on the Industrial Relations Act. The N.LR.C.
is proceeding far more carefully than
before over the Midland Cold Storage depot
picketing (one Tory spokesman attacked
the Midland for bringing proceedings at

all). Confidence in the working class’s
ability to smash the Act is shown by

Bernie Steer's comment that they had
“broken the law in good faith” and

still not been arrested. Any pretence that
the law is above class struggle is shattered to
bits. In this situation the Government must
manoeuvre on all fronts to change the
unfavourable balance of forces. Th e most
ob vious perspective that presents itself

is a deal with the T.U.C.

AN ALTERNATIVE STRATEGY?

When the ‘lame duck’ policies collapsed,
it was not just s problem of econonic
strategy. The Tories faced a severe political
erisis. Confrontation policy no longer
appeared so worthwhile to capitalisin in
terms of its risks. The response has been a
shift of opinion within the Tory Patty. Two
political facts of life loomed up. First

(as The Economist has been saying), the
way to cut the working class’s share of

the National Product is by hidden methods.

Decimalisation was a prime example. In this
way you do not provoke a head on clash
with the trade unions, as the Act does.

The trade unions have no strategy to deal
with the all-round attacks of capitalism. The
other political fact (again raised by The
Economist ) is to use the T.U.C. in the

role in which it sees irself. Crudely (per
Economist) let the T.U.C. have £900
million per anmy, 1o distribute in wage rises.
Less crudely, integrate the T.U.C. into

the policy making bodies of the Go vern-
ment. These two approaches boil down to
the same thing. Make the trade union move-
ment take some responsibility for the
running of the capitalist system.

Most Tories see the new detente with the
T.U.C. as a stop-gap measure.

Heath is willing 1o shelve a few clauses of
the Industrial Relations Act for some
agreement over wage increases. The only
alternative is an Autumn wage freeze
which in the present conditions the
government could not hope to hold.

THE T.U.C.

T he Government has shelved their policy
over the U.C.S., Rolls-Royce, etc., and appe-
ars to be cooling off over the Industrial
Relations Act. Now the T.U.C. is much
happier working with them. Up to now the
T.U.C. were in a dangerous position, sitting
on a potential rank-and-file explosion against
the Act. Naturally the pressure of the
working class was all in terms of the need
for a strategy to defeat the Tories. Feathers’
alternative plans for the economy peddled
to the Labour Party, were not much use to
the rank-and-file. Now the Tories are pre-
pared to debate these plans. That means the
T.U.C. feel they can move off the spot.

The T.U.C. looks on itself as a ‘pressure
group, not as an instrument of class struggle.
This was shown when they got the boot from
the Tories. Their role was one of planning
alternative (mainly unworkable) strategies for
the economy. A real workers' leader-ship
would have organised fierce resistance to

both unemployment and the Act. Feather
was booed from Liverpool to London on the
unemployment rallies. Ov er the Act they
capituiated without the first shot being

fired with the T&GWU'’s fine { and were
outdone in radicalism by a Court of Appeal!)
By being unable either to lead the class
struggle or to ‘put pressure’ on the Tories
they were in continual danger of being
bypassed in the fight between the govern-
ment and the rank-and-file. They were tot-
ally marginalised in the recent Chobham
Farm dispute. In speeches the T.U.C.

leaders had to substitute “for the return

of a Labour Government” ( in which they
would have a place) for any plan to bring
the Tories down based on industrial

action.

THE LEFT

One clear lesson emerges from this period.
The left on the T.U.C. have no strategic
importance whatsoever. They should have
put forward a programme to organise the
defeat of the Tories through industrial
action. However Scanlon et al were just as
frightened of mounting a potential full

scale attack on capitalism as Feather. The
left T.U.C. when faced with the

clearest class division of interests do not

use that pressure to take over the T.U.C.;
‘they duck. It follows that the C.P.’s policy,
based as it is on the left of the T.U.C.,

is built on sand. One event showed this last
week. When the T.U.C.’s Economic
Committee met to discuss the Governments
proposals for joint consultation, a few oppo-
sed talks because the Industrial Relations Act
was still in operation. However the left were
quite willing to compromise on the basis

that the talks were called a special meeting of
the National Economic Development Council
The name was important to the left (though
not to Heath) because of the central role
they give the T.U.C. of participating in
permanent government policy making bodies.

THE DEAL
A Iready the T;U.C. have agreed to arbitr-

ation procedure to look into strikes of nation-
al importance. Also on the cards is a ‘threshold

agreement now that it seems likely that the
C.B.1. will peg prices for another three months.
What this means is that the government will
smile favourably on limited rises if the cost
of living has risen above a certain level. Four
points are immediately obvious.

1. Rises can only take place after a certain
price threshold has been reached. By restric-
ting prices to a certain level of increase,

just below the threshold, no pay increases
are ‘justified’.

2. Such a deal accepts in principle that
workers' living standards should not advance
at all in this period.

3. The Cost of Living Index can mean any-
thing to anybody. Stability in high priced
goods does not affect the worker but

affects the Cost of Living Index.

4. Wage differentials, the economic tool to
divide the working class, are given formal
recognition by the T.U.C.

CONCLUSION

It is too early to say that the government
has abandoned all the trappings of confronta-
tion. Many pundits regard the deal with the
T.U.C. as a one-off job. The object is to

gain time. A decisive defeat will still have to
be inflicted on the working class to prepare
for entry into the E.E.C. Despite the drop in
the number of strikes, and despite the limit-
ed victory over the engineers (over 1200
'shops have signed deals, most way under the
¢laim) the potential effects of the threatened
national docks strike, for instance, would
wreak havoc on the economy.

‘However, the Government now realises
clearly that the restraining influence of
the T.U.C. is more effective when they
are co-operating with government than when

‘they are not. As for the I.D.Q.%
about a deal are a one-off job or not, they

have little choice but to jump for it.

e

McGovern, the elections, and Indochina

As expected George McGovern is the Demo-
cratic candidate for the American Presidency,
but it would be foolish to imagine that his
easy success in Miani could be repeated in
the N ovember elections. In the first place
there are few signs that the American ruling
class as a whole is at the present prepared for
a new New Deal, and secondly in the inter-
national stakes Nixon is still ahead: while
McGovern benefited from the fall of Quang
Tri, the Peking and Moscow primaries were
solidly in Nixon's favour,

Without doubt one of the key factors deter-
mining the result of the November elections
is going to be the war in Indo-China. There
can be little doubt that a Democrat admin-
istration in the White House would mean that
the ruling class had decided on a g uick
withdrawal from Vietnam. Certainly McGov-
ern himself was quite unequivocal in his
speech at the convention where he pledgea
an immediate halt to the bombing and a total
withdrawal within three months, The pheno-
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menal applause which greeted this statement
provides us with a clue as regards the popul-
arity of such a move and the consequences

if this turned out to be yet another unfulfilled
election promise,

The key to the solution, however, rests
essentially with the Vietnamese militants.
Up till now they have refused to accept a
settlement which would result in a continued
U.S. presence in Indochina, but the pressure
'on them is enormous. Both Peking and
Moscow have been pressurising them in
their different ways to accept a negot-
iated settlement with Nixon, and Moscow
has even remarked that Nixon is genuinely
interested in peace. This in addition to the
{heavy bombing, including the bombing of the
Red River dykes, puts the Vietnamese fight-
ers in a cruel dilemma. It must be clear to
them that a settlement on Nixon's terms
would not only damage their own struggle
but would be a blow against the world revol-
ution and would undoubtedly put Nixon
back in the White House. If, however,
Kissinger's latest mission results in an
acceptance of the PRG’s demands, they
have nothing to lose. Clearly Nixon under-
stands the importance of the Vietnamese and
realises that if the war continues it lessens
his chances of getting re-elected. The next
period is therefore likely to see a whole
number of manoeuvres by the U.S. govern-
ment designed once again to put the blame
for the continuing bombing on the victims
of the B-52"s If the Vietnamese continue
to reject Nixon's terms and the war
continues at its present pace then George
McGovern could prove to be an extremely

say that the result of the American elections
is being partially decided on the battlefields
of Indochina.

However the internal problems of American
capitalism have forced its upholders to

think seriously for temporary solutions. John
Kenneth Galbraith, by far the most sophist-
icated spokesman for advanced sections of
the ruling class, is quite open about the
periodic crises which afflict capitalism and
which require solution. In an interview with a
newspaper correspondent during the
Democratic convention he outlined three
points :

“One - we no longer believe that the U.S.

has a mission to stand guard against
Communism in the third world.

Two - we are rejecting the old notion that we
can solve all our problems by economic
growth.

And three - we now accept that the

present system of income distribution

under unfettered capitalism is no longer
tolerable.” Evening Standard 12 Jul¥ 1972

Thus a section of the Democratic Party is
very consciously trying to revive the old
populist strain which ran through American
politics in the Thirties. For instance the
display of solidarity at Miami with the
struggle of the Mexican workers in California,
who have called for a nationwide lettuce
boycott in protest against the farmers’
refusal to allow unionisation was quite
unprecedented. Certainly few leading Labour
Party politicians in this country have called
for similar boycotts at party conferences

in recent years. It would also be naive to
imagion that there is universal capitalist
displeasure with McGovern on account

of his unorthodox supporters, who have

left behind their indisputable mark on the
1972 Democratic convention.

Undoubtedly a large number of young

people radicalised in 1968 have gone into
wiarlrad far MallAavarn

tam TMammancndia saacher

and helped him achieve his nomination. From
the point of view of the American ruling class
this is infinitely to be preferred to them enter
ing the Socialist Workers Party or other
leftist organisations. McGovern thus very
consciously aids in the integration of some
components of the radicalisation within the
structures of bouregois politics. Even if he
doesn’t win the 1972 election this fact

alone can be regarded as no mean achieve-
ment.

What this means, of course, is that the
revolutionary left has to systematically expos
the very basis of capitalist politics. On the que
tion of Indochina the imperialist nature of the
war has to be always stressed so that socialists,
at any rate, understand that while McGovern
is in favour of a withdrawal and some of his
supporters in favour of an immediate with-
drawal, the reasons for this are rooted in the
political and military reversals which imperi-
alism has suffered at the hands of the Nation:
al Liberation Front. They must understand
that McGovern represents that section of

the ruling class which regards a continuation
of the war as counter to the medium term
interests of U.S. capitalism. Unless these

facts are explained and further spelt out

and unless revolutionists differentiate
themselves very clearly in the anti-war
movement from McGovernism there will be

a serious demoralisation within their awn
ranks. These are some of the lessons which
can be learnt from McGovern’s success in
winning over large numbers of “radicalised
youth’ behind his banners.

Given the immense importance of Indochina
the Fourth International will be organising &
further series of demonstrations in the autum
throughout Western Europe and North Amenl
These will coincide with the last phase of the
elections in the United States and it is
important that these are supported and
attended by all organisations which stand
with the Vietnamese people against Americal

imnrerialiem



‘The Carworker’

Conference

The second conference of supporters of the
rank-and-file car and components workers pa-
per The Carworker was held in Birmingham
on Sunday, 2nd July. The paper was started al
a conference in May last year, after the long
strike at Fords. It was decided then to prod-
uce a monthly paper, but due to difficulty

in collecting articles, it has now become bi-
monthly. The circulation has roughly doub
led over the year and now stands at oves

4 000.

It was also decided last year to call regular
readers’ meetings in the main centres of the
industry, but these failed at first for lack of
support . They have recently been started
again in a few towns and have so far attrac-
ted & number of people.

The second conference was attended by 52
militants, representative of the main unjons
and most of the centres of the industry. The
Organisers were disappointed with the
number present, (they had expected about
200). Although it was obviously: valuable to
bring together militants from all over the
country, the conference in fact achieved
very little.

THE POLITICAL ISSUES

The conference only began to deal with

the great political challenge facing the whole
labour movement: the need to resist and
counter the offensive against the living
standards and organisations of the working
class by the capitalist class, defending their
declining profits. In the car industry, the
Tores” messures have complenented the
varows strategies tred by the employers to
beeak e back of shopflvor orpansation and
coafine bargaiming to negotatons that can
e soid-owt by the local aad satomal full-
timse officials. Meassred Day Work, agree-
ments on mobility of hbour, nclimsatons
and all the rest.

Although obviously realising the central
importance of the discussion on “carworkers
and the Inductrial Relations Act™, most
spcalkers made 2o attempt at all 1o develop

& sizstegy for currying forwand the struggle
agmst the Act Ia fact the dmcuwson was
mumaly concerned with bow to oppose the
irodsction of the check-off system of
collecting union dues. Of course this is a fac-
tor in maintaining a strong shop-floor organ-
sation, but hardly the key to defeating the
Act

There was no consideration cf the way the
Act has been used so far, the lessons to be
Jearned from the railwaymen’s and dockers’
struggles, the implications of the decisions
of the NIRC and the Appeal Court, the
peactions of Jack Jones and the rest of

the TUC leadership - all factors which

must be fully understood if we are to decide
what is required to defeat the Act.

INADEQUATE RESOLUTION

A n examination of these events shows the
inadequacy of the resolution proposed to
the conference: “The dockers have shown th-
a1 immediate wide spread solidarity action
can defeat the Industrial Relations Act. We
therefore resolve that we should all go
back to our workplaces and undertake to
commit factory policy to immediate
industrial action whenever any group of
trade unionists are threatened with fines or
imprisonment under the Act.”

Industrial action in defence of victims of
the Act is an advance on the idea that the
Act can be beaten by just pursuing wage
chuims with more militancy, although sey-
eral speakers pointed out that the resolut-
o8 gives no strategy for developing the
struggle. since key sections of carworkers
were already preparing for or even actually
took strike action in solidarity with the
dockers. And in Oxford, for instance, indust-
triel action in defence of any worker jailed
under the Act is now official policy of the
Engineers’ Confederation.

But the total inadequacy of the resolution
&5 3 strategy stems from its first statement -
the sea that a purely defensive reaction

10 the State’s attack is the way to defeat
ihe Act The dockers did nor defeat the
Act. their readiness to take cn the State

40 1he form of the Courts, the police and
pemons Jid force the Tories 1o beat a

hasty retreat on enforcing the Actina
particular case, so their action was an
important but partial victory. But although
it cannot be ruled out that the government
or the Courts may be stupid enough to
provoke a movement towards a General
Strike too strong for the union bureaucr-
ats to control, the Tories are probably
shrewd enough not to do this if they can

possibly avoid it.

This means that only an offensive strategy
can be relied on. We must bring home to all
Trade unionists, especially those in parts of
the car industry who at present find them-
selves relatively well off, the neéd for a
political response to the capitalists’ offensive.

WHAT IS A RANK AND FILE
MOVEMENT FOR ?

The second main discussion, on “Do we

meed 2 rank and file carworkers' movement”,
had 1o take up the theme of a political
sirategy 1o be of any use. However, some
speakers seemed to think of a rank and file
movement & a sort of parallel Union, and
opposed Hghting for democracy within the
Umoes oa the grounds that the official

union Sructure was an irrelevance to their
siruggies. Others said that the main purpose
of The Carworker is to overcome the feeling
of solstson of militants in different factories
by pulling them in touch with each other, so
that they can share their experience and learn
from esch other. Unlike, say, the miners or
the dockers, carworkers do not have a sense of
of s tight-kait working class community
which grves them unity in struggle, and the
job of & paper like The Carworker is to fill
this gap.

Although sobody would deny that this is
one of the functions a rank and file move-
ment should fulfil, we hold that it is not the
mgin onc. It is no good talking about a
“fighting paper” and a “*fighting organisa-
tion™, unless it is clear what these are
fighting for. The Carworker hasan 11

point programme and the constitution
zpproved by the conference says: “The
purpose of The Carworker is to use all
means available to get The Carworker’s
programme adopted within the trade union
movement, and to assist all workers in
struggle for these aims. ™

Yet there was absolutely no discussion

of the programme at the conference.

We say that the rank and file movement
must be based on a clearly socialist prog-
ramme. This should say that the problems
of carworkers, as for the rest of the working
class, are primarily the result not of this or
that management nor of this or that gover-
nment, but of the operation of the capital-
ist system, and therefore the basis of a rank
and file movement must be the struggle for
the overthrow of this system of production
for profil and its replacement with a system of
production for social needs. It is this persp-
ective, and not just their greater militancy
which essentially distinguishes socialists in
the Unions from the present leadership. In
practice, if not in words, the leadership limit
the unions to a struggle for reforms within
the framework of capitalism - reforms which
in time of crisis like the present the capitalist
class cannot grant. Indeed they must erode
them in order to survive. It is from this polit-
ical basis that the parts of the programme
should follow. These must include demands
for the independence of the unions

from the State, against all forms of incomes
policy, against unemployment, redundancies
and productivity deals, for democratic contr-
ol by the rank and file of the unions, and

S0 ONn.

WORKERS CONTROL OF THE
INDUSTRY?

It is because the present programme for

The Carworker does not have this clear
political line, that its only explicitly
“socialist” demand, for “nationalisation of
the car industry under full workers' control™
is unclear. The nationalisation of an industry
within a capitalist economy, where the
principles governing the organisation of
production is still profit from sale on the
market, does not begin to solve the

workers' problems. And even if workers
control the administration of a fuclory,

the basic problems of capitalism remain if the

ind net rv de etill nravlieine for nenfit cenlline

its product on the market in competition
with other producers. Even supposing that
supporters of The Carworker were to take
over the car industry, as long as the industry
was still operating in a capitalist economy
there would still have to be redundancies
when the car market slumpegd, speed-ups and
wage cuts when profits were squeezed and so
on.

So when we advance demands for workers'
control, we must be clear that we are not to
participate in, or even to take over the
management of the industry under capitalism,
but rather using our organised sirength to
obtain demands which directly challenge the
capitalist priorities on which the industry is
run. These would include effective rights of
veto on line-speeds, manning levels, all new
methods of working, and payment, hiring
and firing, and real security of employment -
not just guarantees against short lay-offs,

but work-sharing with no loss of pay when
the car market declines again; alto wage

rises automatically linked to the rise in the
cost of living - to be determined by the
unions - as the basis for wage reviews, and

SO O,

THE CONFERENCE

Revolutionaries in the car industry should

have learnt one thing by the confusion on

the way forward at the conference. We cannot
proceed by stages in industry; first

building up a strong rank and file movement
based on more consistent militancy than is
shown by the present leadership, and then

at some point when this “spadework” had
been done, unveiling our political ideas to
give the movement a way forward. There are
two things wrong with this: first of all, the
development of the class-struggle always
faces the working class with a political
challenge which will unfortunately not

wait till we have complete our non-

political spadework ; and secondly, spade-
work on the shop-floor and consistent milit-
ancy are of course absolutely necessary,

but unless carried out with a clear perspect-
ive of political action will be directionless
and will lead in the end to nothing but
frustration, Unless The Carworker can be
developed from a trade union information
sheet into a means of organising socialist
militants in the car industry for united action
on a clear political platform, it will increas-
ingly tend to seem irrelevant to the questions
preoccupying class-conscious car workers.

N.C.
(for the IMG Trade Union Commission)

DOCKS DISPUTE

The haulage busihess is one of the strong-
holds of small-time entrepreneurial capital.
The pressure grouping which represents

this section - the Road Haulage Association-
and several individual companies in the
business have in the past few weeks been
frantically paddling against the stream. On
one hand the R.H.A. have impotently
screamed their intention to cross the
dockers pickets while knowing fuil well
that the most consistently militant section
of organised lsbour will se¢ any haulage
company which does so banished [rom the
docks. Individual haulage and storage
companies have also been beating their heads
against another wall - having run to the
State for support they have simply been
rebuffed by a judiciary sufficiently attuned
or dragooned to reflect the same appraisal of
the balance of forces shared by big business
and its political agents. The last thing the
bourgeoisic want is to provoke a confront-
ation with 2 section of workers sufficiently
determined to hold the line while militants

mobilise the working class against the N.L.R.C.

But not only the small businesses are bemused
by the present turn of events, The early arro-
gance of Sir John Donaldson, President of
the N.1.R.C , has now been replaced by a
plaintive cry for clarification of the law.

He has now asked in one case for an appeal to
the very superiors who have overturned two
of his previous over-eagei legal decisions
before being asked to commit the seven
named dockers who refused to obey his

order restraining them from continuing to
picket the Midland Cold Store in Hackney.
He has no intention of being made to look

a fool for a third time following the reversal
of both his decision to fine the T&GWU and
his committal of the three shop stewards for
contempt.

SERIOUS OPPOSITION

U nfortunately the active opposition to
the dockers’ campaign does not stop with
the hauliers and Donaldson. The dockers
have more dangerous opposition, due Lo
the policies adopted. They are campaign-
ing for the return of “their” work from
workers who have, in some cases, done it
for two or more years. This has led to a
barrage of press criticism which has

in the last few days reached a real
crescendo. What are the real argunments
here? Firstly, the dockers never operated
the depots now involved in the dispute.
Their case rests on the definition of docks

USDAW workers at the Midland Cold Store

work in the *47 Docks Scheme. The Act
defines this as any cargo-handling within
the'vicinity of the Port”. The debate is
therefore confined Lo what constitutes
this ‘vicinity’. The Bristow Report
suggested a five mile radius of the Thames,
and the dockers want at least this. But

the official body which has interpreted the
Scheme since the 1966 Docks and Harbours
Act has a more limited conception of
what it means.

Though attempts have becn made to secure
the work by following the laid-down proc-
edures, these were initiated by the men in
the Regent Canal Docks and other small
docks thep faced with closure. Only with
the closure of Soitherns and the threat of
massive redundancies in the Royals did the
big battalions, capable of leading an unoffi-
cial campaign, take up the issue in abig way.
The effect of this delay has™been to allow
what would earlier have appeared as a
straightforward struggle against the dilution
of the labour force to new seem to bea
particularly selfish and bloody-minded act-
ion by the dockworkers. Unfortunately, the
possibility of presenting this issue in a very
bad light can only confuse militants who
would otherwise side wholeheartedly with
the dockers.

The danger is that the State may, after a
vicious press campaign, be able to move to
stop the picketing without invoking the
response which the threatened arrest of
Williams, Steer and Turner did. This poss-
ibility is enhanced by the organised
opposition of the non-dockworkers invoived.
In addition to the counter-picket of Chobham
Farm, USDAW is now involved on behalf of
its members in the Midland Cold Store. The
United Road Transport Union has also joined
in the growing wave of trade union hostility
to the dockers. Again this can fe used by the
press and will not pass unnotieed by the

rest of the working class.

In the event of the Courts pursuing this line
the State would then appear to be piavipg
the role of arbiter between conflicting
interesis. This would minimise the poss-
ibility of the working class seizing on the
event as an excuse for a struggle against

the N.I.R.C, . Obviously the dockers could
make a good fight on their own but this would
only tend, in the short term, to reimpose the
sectoralism which is at the root of the prob-
lem.

E. Waring.




BUILDING STRIKES

Interview with Birmingham militant

A dramatic increase in the level of militancy
and organisation has taken place in the
Birmingham building trade over the last
year. This period has seen a trebling of umion
membership, a militant and largely success-
ful campaign against lump labour, and the
use of several tactics new to the trade in
Birmingham such as goslows, work-to-rules,
and the occupation of sites and cranes,
These struggles, not surprisingly, have been
accompanied by a growth in influence of the
Building Workers Charter Group, which
enjoys the support of several leading stew-
ards including Pete Carter, Chairman of the
Joint Shop Stewards Committee. The
Charter, throughout the course of these
struggles, has exerted a strong influence on
the tactics of struggle used by the men, and
on the development of their political conse-
jousness.

The first major struggles to take place in
Birmingham were against the use of lump
labour (see The Red Mole, 30) and originated
with a strike at Woodgate Valley site in
support of demands for £1 an hour for all
men and the end of the lump.

Since that time, this site has been the
spearhead of the militant building workers
movement in Birmingham and was the first
site to be occupied ( against the continued
employment of blacklegs). The employers
were not slow to realise this, and with the
help of the strike-breaking tactics of local
UCATT officials, they were able to inflict
a heavy defeat on the workers at this site
resulting in several leading militants being
forced on to the streets. Although this was
a severe set-back for the entire movement
in Birmingham, the radicalising effects of
préviows struggles has meant that other
sections of the movement hawe proved
themselves capable of continuing and ext-
ending the struggle. The biggest demonst-
ration of Birmingham building workers ever
held took place on Friday, 12 July, when
4 D00 building workers took the day off in
support of the UCATT national claim of £30
a week for 35 hourse.

The following interview was held with John
Mahon, UCATT stop steward from Woodgate
Valley B site, who was one of the three mili-
tants to occupy Bryants® cranes in protest
against the blacklisting of Alan Pryor, another
UCATT steward. John Mahon has himself
since been laid off.

Can you explain the course of the struggles
within the Birmingham building trade
which led up to the recent defeats of the
Bryants workers?

We came out on strike around the middle of
April after Bryants had refused to conform to
the guaranteed company agreement. This
agreement had been ripped up by Bryants
after we had organised a go-slow on the site
in support of our demand for two days hol-
iday witn pay over Eascer. In reply to this ac-
tion by the employers, eleven sites came out on
strike to demand the re-instatement of the
company agreement. However because the
strike was not made official, and because of
the activities of the union officials, by the
end of the first week of strike only three

sites were left out. At that time the U.CA.T.T.

officials assured the men on the three rem-
aining sites that if they returned to work
they would have the agreement re-instated
and the holiday pay granted within a fort-
night. This swayed a number of the men, and
on the following Monday (May 1st | the day
on which we had planned a one day stoppage)
we were forced to return to work. We also
had to go back with blacklegs because the
union officials could not, or would not, do
anything about them.

in fact the union officials did not get the
agreement re-instated. Neither did they get
the blacklegs removed. After these failures
many of the men became demoralised and
began to lose confidence in their union. It
was then that Bryants saw their opportunity.
They realised that the officials did not

want to lead a real struggle, and that the

demoralised. Half way through May, Bryants
transferred fifteen leading militants to

other smaller sites. This was at a time when
1100 houses on Woodgate Valley remained
to be built on our side of the job alone. A
vote was immediately taken to come out

on strike against the transfers and for the
dismissal of the blacklegs.

After two or three weeks we lost the supp-
ort of other sites, About fifty men on our
site were scabbing and about half of the

men who had been issued with transfers
accepted them. During all of this time we had
still received no co-operation from the union
officials. During the third week of the strike
Woodgate Valley A1 site came out on strike
over the transfer of fifteen men from there
who. incidentally, were all Indians. By the
end of the weekAl had completely collap-
sed and only about twelve men remained out
on B1 site. The men became totally demoral-
ised and voted to return to work the follow-
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THE ¢

Can you tell us more about the role of the
Union officials during the struggle?

The officials first showed their true colours
during the mass meeting to discuss taking
strike action when the dispute over the tear-
ing up of the company agreement originally
arose. This meeting was held in the Top Rank
suite which holds about 500 people. About
1,500 building workers turned up. The
meeting had been called by the union offic-
ials themselves, and after the vote was taken
on whether or not to continue the strike
they effectively wrecked the meeting, The
majority in favour of continuing the strike
was quite clear after a show of hands but
they refused to believe it. We then split the
room up into three and the stewards
counted the votes in each section, but

still this was not acceptable to the officials.
The final unbelievable thing they did was to
try to get all those people in an absolutely
packed room in favour of the strike to stand
on one side, and those against on the other.
The inevitable result was that the meeting
ended in complete chaos,

Then after nine sites continued the strike
after this meeting the officals went

round all the site canteens and told the

men that they must return to work as

they were the only people authorised to

call a strike. While, and immediately after
the strike was in progress they would not let
the union of fices be used for shop stewards
meetings which was obviously imperative.
There was also a black out of information
from the officials. We could not find out
exactly what was going on or how negotiations
were going, neither couldwe get the officials
out to the jobs. On one occasion, a steward
from Woodgate Valley phoned the union
office from nearby and was told that there
was no-one in. He went rowid to the union
office within ten minutes and found them all
sitting there drinking fea!

On the Monday morning after the strike
collapsed, the convenor steward was issued
with a transfer to a job that had about three
weeks work left on it. He refused the
transfer and was told that if he continued to
refuse he would be sacked. He called in the
trade union official to force him to call a

officials were asked if they would fight
against the transfers or whether they would
side with the gaffers. The officials said they
could do nothing about it and would have
to accept the transfer or the sack. To this,
even the blacklegs and men who had become
demoralised by the defeats reared up at the
official. He was eventually booed out of the
canteen with a gencral foreman on either
side of him for protection, leaving

the convenor steward, with no power left |
to accept his cards.

Do you see a new resurgence of militancy
in the Birmingham building trade and what
role should be played by the Building
Workers Charter?

Although we have suffered 3 major defeat,
we see this as losing a battle but not the war.
Although most of the stewards are still out
on the streets, they are working withinthe
Charter Group - holding factory gate
meetings, printing propaganda leaflets, expl-
aining the Charter’s positions and the role of
the union bureaucracy. The Charter Group
are trying lo organise one-day stoppages, all-
out stoppages, go-slows, etc. in support of
the National Pay Claim and the national
strike. The officials are only calling out
selective sites, having & £1 levy on other
members, and not asking for any support
from the sites that are still working. Although
the funds of the Charter Group are very low,
we have engaged a full time worker to go
round the sites and do the job the officials
are failing to do. The union officials were
with us all the way when we were organis-
ing the fight against the lump and for a 50
percent pay rise, but when we challenged
the bosses' right to hire and fire, they showed
their true colours and sided with the bosses.
After the loss of Woodgate Valley, the men
were fecling deeply demoralised and did
not know what was going on. They were not
sure what they should be doing to fight
against the union officals and therefore the
chance of a fresh upsurge of militancy seem-
ed pretty dim. However the Charter are not
prepared to give up and are explaining,
through the production of leaflets, the role
of the UCATT officials, what the union
should be doing, and how the rank and file
can rid itself of bureaucracy. We are also hol-
ding factory gate meetings, taking different
sites every day and urging the men time
after time not to rip up their union cards,
not to leave the union, but to carry on the
struggle and fight against the union bureau-
Ccracy.

What do you think of the programme put
forward by the IMG within the Charter
which advocates a struggls for the winning
of workers vetos against the prerogatives

of the bosses to hire and fire, move workers
around, etc., and for the decasualisation

of labour?

I agree with the programme put forward in
The Red Mole (The Red Mole 42,15
May 1972) absolutely.

There is an encouraging posiscript to

this interview in that many of the 50 black-
legs left on the Woodgate Valley B site have
also been affected by the new wave of mili-
tancy in the trade and are in favour of
coming out in support of the national claim.
It is also interesting to note that the site

has been unable to find any brick layers or
carpenters since the dismissal of the prev-
ious workers.

JAGUAR

Editorial Note

Since the article on Jaguar workers and the
Social Security (page 5) was written, the
press have launched a campaign against
Social $ecurity payments to the strikers,
starting with an article in the Sunday
Express of 16 July. The press would seem to
be divided on the exact approach required;
the Express is content to blame it all on the
Jaguar workers, whereas the Mail and others
favour the Reds-under-the-bed approach,
attacking the IMG for putting such ideas in
the innocent workers’ heads. All are united,
however, in the belief that such practices
cannot be allowed to go on. As the Sunday
Express put it, “This open use of Social
Security payments ... to keep the crippling
Jaguar strike going is certain to set off fresh
demands on the Government to change the
system.” One M.P. has already put down

a question in the House of Commons about
the whole business.

This is only part of a growing propaganda
offensive by the State against the use of

the Social Security as a strike fund. The
capitalist answer to strikes is always to hold
out until hardship forces the workers back to
work, but this becomes rather difficult if
the workers are able to use the Social Secur-
ity as a means of avoiding such hardship.
According to an article in the Evening News
(5 July) : “'This was what wrecked the
Goverament’s calculations this spring.

They simply assumed that the miners would
be back at work before the stockpiles ran
out. Not so."”

As we have pointed out before, a precondition
for the success of any attempt to expand the
economy by the government is the weakening
of the trade union movement. An attack on
Social Security payments to strikers is one
way of doing this - indeed the Evening News
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hole™. The State has also attempted to
salvage what it can from the experience
of the miners’ strike: according to the
Kentish Gazerte ( 7 July) ; “Every miner’s
claim for supplementary benefit Auring their
winter strike was investigated by the
Department of Health and Social Security,
Dover magistrates were told on Monday,
As a result of the massive operation 10
Betteshanger Colliery miners were fined a
total of £201 for claiming too much.”

All these signs point to a concertea

attack by the State on Social Security
payments to strikers in the near future.

It is an attack which must be resisted

as vigorously as other aspects of the offens-
ive against the trade union movement,
for its success would: very seriously
prejudice the ability of workers to stay
out over a long period without substantial
strike pay. Moreover, the nature of this
struggle also means that revolutionaries
will have a particularly valuable role to
play in it.

Flying pickets smash overtime
on Manchester sites

O n the Wednesday, 12 July, meeting of

the Manchester Building Action Committee
(consisting of representatives from the T&GWU
and UCATT, stewards from each of the sites
in dispute, and an observer on the Sacial
Security) it was decided to effectively
implement the national overtime ban by
organising a flying picket in the area.

About 60 building workers turned up for
the first picket on theThursday afternoon
and supported by local officials stopped

five sites from working overtime in only an
hour. On the Friday it was the turn of four
sites in the centre of Manchester, on the
Saturday of another six sites, and another
site on the Sinday morning. By Monday, 17
July, the city centre had been cleared of
overtime and so the pickets started

working further afield and stopped

three sites in the Openshaw area.

A number of these sites include lump

el it it haws wrasrad an

extremely effective way of sharpening

the effect of the dispute. The fact that

the stewards are now meeting at least once
every two days has also greatly improved
co-ordination not only on the avertime ban
but on collecting finance, fighting the

Social Security, producing the weekly bulletir
for the area and also working out general
strategy for the dispute. It has also

resulted in good local publicity.

There are now 28 si tes in the North-West
region on strike, including all 13 sites

of William Hall on Mersey side (Hall is the
chairman of the Merseyside Building Empl-
oyers and has been bragging about how
easily they will smash the strike), and also
the two sites (Murphy and Monks) at Shell,
Carrington, which have been on an overtime
ban for nearly two years because of rising
unemployment.

Manchester IMG.




JAGUAR

Workers at the Jaguar XJ6 and E Type plant in Coventry
have now (14th July ) been on strike for three weeks.

The claim is for a substantial increase in piecework rates,
but Jaguar are frying to make any offer conditional on the
introduction of Measured Day work

Discussion with a T&RGWU steward

What is the background to the dispute?
The simple answer is inflation. Under
piecework, weekly wages and efficency
have risen by approximately 30 per cent.
But the workers, on the XJ6 in particular
and they are responsible for seven-cighths
of Jaguar’s production, have not seen any
improvement in their living standards. The
national idea that the car worker is on
£40 plus per week is a fable. An XJ6 worker
on days last year did not get more than

£1,700. Inflation has wiped out any
noticeable differential that the production
worker might have had over other workers
So our claim is for a substantial increase on
the piecework rate. But Jaguar's offer
makes even an interim award conditional
on acceptance of a Measured Day Work
scheme.

What are Jaguar’s aims?

Jaguar’s aims are two-fold. Furst, they hawe
to satisfy the increasing demand for the
XJ6. Equally important, if not more s0,
they have to implement the present BLMC

policy of Measured Day Work. So Jaguar
are looking on the strike as a means of
bringing about MDW.

How in your opinion does Measured Day
Work hit the worker?

Simply by pushing the individual worker to
his individual limits of endurance, And the
limited growth rate in production that can
be obtained measured against the massive
increases in efficiency that MDW brings
must mean less jobs.

And rank and file organisation?

it"s true that MDW also hits at the shop
stewards’ bargaining power. But where rank
and file organisation is very strong the
employers try to use the union to discipline
the workers. In some deals the stewards are
bought off by being allowed to wander
around all day. The steward says this deal
cannot be all bad if I'm allowed such
freedom.

Are women workers involved?

Yes, approximately 10 per cent of the
strikers are women, Their demand is for
equal pay over three years in 10 per cent
increases.

Why is this battle being fought plant by
plant?

You muost remember that in the car industry
we have always looked after ourselves plant
by plant as it were, The main reason for
this is the strong shop-floor organisation we
have managed to achieve. However, to be

completely successful in defeating MDW
there has got to be some kind of blanket

policy.

What is the general feeling at Jaguar?

The degree of militancy presently being
shown by the Jaguar production workers
has never been known, If the present mood
of solidarity is maintained | have high
hopes that we will win our claim.

What are the political lessons of your
struggle?

As the struggle is created by the termrific

rate of inflation it is obvious that something
more permanent must be done about market
forces. The Conservative Party is totally
committed to keeping market forces. The
Labour Party has to be judged on its
performance between ‘64 and ‘70 (all they
did from ‘4S5 to ‘51 was hive off the least
profitable sections of British capitalism to
be supported by the state), Between ‘64 and
“70 the Labour Party failed miserably to do
anything for the working class. The working
class have quickly got to understand that
they can no longer tolerate an economic
policy which is controlled by a few for the
benefit of that few. I believe that unless the
present trend is stopped we will see a
situation where the dignity of man will no
longer be a reality. It will not be easy to
bring about the necessary change and in
order to do this the working class must
together fight for a planned economy which
provides for the needs of all the people.

The above discussion took place on the
second day of the strike. The Coventry
Industrial Holiday has now started, so there
will be no mmjor developments until the end
of the month, although 24 hour pickets are
being maintained over the holiday. This is a
switable opportunity 1o assess the progress
of the strike and examine some of the Ssucs
mvolved. The ongnal decson 10 sinke was
passed by an overw helmung mayonty ( 2bout
95 per cent). Thes shows sn unprecedented
mulitsacy = a factory winch has oot takes
large scale stnke action for over five years
Thes imataal mablancy has been mamtained
throughout. About 80 per cent of workers
have turned up for picket duty, although
numbers have tailed off since there are

g debvered and

|

virtually no supphies be
the piant is at a standstil

The Union has demanded a2 “substantial
incresse on piccework rates” . manage ment
insist that any increase must be hinked to a
“new system of payment™. At present the
strike is preventing Jaguars from supplying
the XJ6 model to meet large export orders
Further, it is delaying their plans for
launching the new XJ12 (they have about
500 cars ready inside the plant and at
storage depots, which are blacked by delivery
drivers). Most people felt that if Jaguars had

offered an intenm payment of around £2.00
towards the precework clum, there would
have been a retumn to work immedately
after the holiday. In fact Jagmars refused to
put forward any cash offer that was not
directly linked to Measured Day Work
Consequently the talks broke down

For the past three or four years, BLM(

have had a policy of introducag MDW into
all their plants. At present there are struggies
around this ssuc at Morms Cowley, Austin
Moms Longbndge, Standard Triumph
Coventry and other plants. As was argued in
the interview, the central issue in the strike
from the very beginning was not simply a
pay increase. The issue is on what terms will
the increase be given. Underlying this is the
question: can BLMC introduce the new
system of payment at Jaguars, and thus
take another step towards introducing MDW
throughout the combine? This is why
Jaguar are nol interested in an easy settle-
ment, They are prepared to stick out for a
jong fight in order to achieve their real aim.

Whalst i s clear that Jaguar are working within
the framework of an overall strategy, it i1s
equally clear that the strike committee, in
leading the strike, has no overall strategy.

it 15 accepted that MDW is an important

element in the dispute. However, their

actual tactics have been based not on fighting
the introduction of MDW, but rather on
winning an increase in piecework rates. For
example: in the first week of the strike,
management sent a letter to all workers on
strike. The letter put over the MDW system
as the solution which was in the best interests
of both Jaguars and the workers. But, while

Jaguar have laid their cards before the workers,

the strike committee has failed to follow

suit, The implications of this are obvious: when

the crunch comes and the management
make a cash offer linked to MDW, the
groundwork for a continued fight against
it will not have been laid.

There is another illustration of this absence
of overall strategy. In the past decade there
have been a series of 1solated struggles
against MDW in the car industry; in general
these have been unsuccessful. A fight
against MDW at Jaguar can only hope to
succeed if it i1s generalised throughout the
combine. At present BLMC is ableto
tackle the factories one by one, The fact that
a number of struggles are taking place now,
offers a real opportunity to link those
struggles. To date, no serious efforts have
been made to link up with other BLMC
plants.

Of course these are not simply weaknesses
of one strike commitlee, but reflect deeper
weaknesses in the British trade union move-
ment. Since the war, strong shop floor
organisation has been adequate to win

wage increases (this is particularly true in
the car industry and in Coventry). One

of the results of this is the absence of any
powerful local or inter-combine links. With
the growth of large combines, and in the
situation where employers and government
are forced to make major attacks on the
living standards, conditions and organisations
of the working class, the establishment of
links between workers in different parts of a
combine is an absolute necessity even to
defend present conditions. In order to
prevent BLMC from carrying out their plans,
it will be necessary to take industrial action
throughout BLMC. In order for such action
to be a realistic proposition, the issues
involved and the background to them must
be seen in political terms. The struggle in a
particular factory or industry must be
understood in the context of the crisis of
capitalism and the situation of the working
class in it. This indicates the issues for
revolutionaries: they must try in this way
to show the working class how their day to
day struggles can be fought and won,
Coventry IMG

Workers, Jaguars and

the State

On the day that strike notice was givena ot Ja-
guar the Coventry Claimants and Usempio-
yed Workers Union was approached to pre-
pare a leaflet on Social Security besefits

for the Jaguar workers. These were distribe-
ted in the plant immediately before the
strike began in order to prepare the workers
for claiming benefit during the strike Prep-
arations were made to organise mass claim-
ing in the second week when almost all those
on strike would be entitled to 5SS payment
for their rent and dependants

When this was discussed at the strike commi-
ttee meeting it was noted that Jaguars
intended to pay lump-sum holiday payments
in this second week. These paymenis are
made up of weekly holiday credits ded-
ucted from wages over the past year. Man-
agement notified the Department of

Health and Social Security (DHSS) that
holiday money was to be paid one week
before the beginning of the Coventry
holiday. Senior SS officials decided that
these payments would be regarded as

regular income - thus depriving a majonty

of the strikers of their right to benefit for
up to two weeks at a crucial time.

The strike committee issued a statement

on this matter which, together with further
information on claiming benefits, was
published in an information bulletin with
the assistance of the C&UWU, The bulletins

were distributed by the shop stewards
when the Jaguar workers came to collect
their pay. The next day a specidl centre was
set up for Social Security claims from the
strikers. Officials of the DHSS stopped all
strikers entering the centre and asked if
they had received holiday money. Those
who had received little or no money were
allowed to claim, but the others were taken
aside in groups and told that they were not
entitled to benefit. Many workers argued
that this money was already committed to
holiday bookings, etc., and that they could
not meel everyday expenses with holiday
savings. IMG members active in the C&UWU
who were present pointed out to the state
officials and to the groups of workers that
this was an arbitrary decision by the DHSS,
calculated to weaken the strike. It would be
necessary Lo organise on a mass scale, as on the
the pickets, in order to maintain the strike
and ensure that entitlements were paid by
the SS.

Claims from most strikers will be met

after the first week of the holiday fortnight.
Test cases are being fought on the issue of
holiday pay. It will become most important
to ensure that these are backed up by
organised mass action by the Jaguar workers
after the holiday, This attempt by the DHSS
to deny strikers and their families their
rightful benelits must be defeated.

Coventry IMG.
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Georges Marchais, leader of the French Communist Party

THE CRISIS Ol
IN EUROPE

The recent announcement of an electoral agreement betwex
only one sign of the general crisis of Stalinism in Europe. |
well as examining more closely the long term prospects of

programme of government’.

The agreement between the French Comm
umist Party (PCF) and the French Socialist
Party (PS) is only the latest sign of the
crisis of the European Communist Parties.
As the agreement is not therefore simply
part of a process taking place in France it
is worth looking at its wider significance

THE SOCIiAL BASIS OF EUROPEAN
STALINISM

A classical Stalinist party is fundamentally
different to a social democratic party such
as the Labour Party. The aims of a social
democratic party correspond to the position
of a privileged layer within the working class
which is tiad to the ruling class of its own
country. A Stalinist party however is not
tied to its own bourgeoisie but to the
bureaucracy of a workers state, It is this
fundamental fact that explains why in the
past it has been out of the question for the
fusion. or even long term co-operation of the
Communist and social democratic parties

1o occur. For example in 1939 all the CP’s
followed the line of Moscow over the Nazi-
Soviet pact and this prevented co-operation

with social democratic parties in France

and Britain. This situation has been fundam-
entally changed however by the way in which
the individual Communist Parties have grown
and by the logic of Moscow foreign policy.

The old Stalinist parties represented the
coming logether of two elements. In the
first place there was the degeneration of

the Soviet Union and the coming to power
of Stalin. Secondly there was the enormous
series of defeats of the European working
class from 1923 onwards, The seizure of
power by fasaism in ltaly, Germany and
Spain together with the collapse of the
Popular Front in France disillusioned tens
of thousands of militants. It was on this
social base that Stalinism consolidated it-
self. However, for all its bureaucracy, this
base was a working class base. The members
of the Communist Parties were the most
anti-capitalist members of the working class
and joined the CPs because of their connect-
ion with the October revolution and their
revolutionary rhetoric. These people were
virulently anti-capitalist, had a conlemplt for
liberalism, pacifism etc. It is this layer

that forms the base of , for example, the
Sid French tendency in the Bntish CP or is
the central core of the PCF. However, from
1934 onwards a considerable change took
place in the Communist Parties, In these
years the tactic of the Popular Front was tak-
en up. This meant basically collaborating
with ‘liberal” sections of the ruling class
and therefore placing great emphasis on ideas
such as ‘peace’, ‘democracy’ etc. The people
who were attracted on this line were very
different to the old base of the CP. All
sorts of middle class elements such as
teachers, solicitors, journalists, professors,
atc. were recruited into the CP's. These
soon predominated over the old working
class cadre. The gains made in this way can
cearly be seen if you look at the membership
figures of the British Communist Party. In
1934 it had 5,800 members while by July
1939 it had 17,700. When Russia was
collaborating with the allies during the war
and the CP was carrying on activities suchs«
as denouncing strikers, the intake of people
into the Party was even greater, In 1943 the
membership of the CPGB reached 55.000.
A similar situation occumed in all the Comm-

unist Parties in the same period - for example
in France the PCF increased in size almost six-
fold in the course of the Popular Front. An
enormous number of middle class elements
attracted by the talk of ‘peace’ and ‘freedom’
joined the organisations. By the beginning of
the cold war in 1947, which stopped the flow
of middle class elements into the CP’s, the
social base of the Communist Parties had been
entirely changed. They now contained two
fairly distinct groups. On the one hand a
deeply bureaucratised but extremely anti-
capitalist working class layer, and secondly

a middle class mass who had never really
broken with social democratic and bourg-

eois ideology.

The particular ways in which these social
layers combined of course differed from
country to country. In Italy for example
the Communist Party had been illegal for
twenty years at the end of the war and

the extremely Stalinist core did not

exist. From the beginning therefore the
PCI was a liberal semi-social democratic
organisation. The PCF however still had its
core forged in the 1930's intact and cont-

‘Marriage of Convenience’

Less than two months ago, things weren't
going very well between the Communist
Party (CP) and the Socialist Party (SP)

The SP, sirengthened by the size of the
abstentions at the referendum, was proposing
that the non-communist left should put up

a single candidate for the legislative elections
right from the start. G. Marchais wrote in
the CP’s paper [ ‘Humanite Everything is
happening as if the main aim of the SP to-
day - while contemplating an agreement

with our party - is to reduce our influence”.
So will this agreement, which we are told is
so important, wipe out all the old differen-
ces? Is it likely that the two parties’ plans,
so clearly divergent a few weeks ago, are now
suddenly found to have soli'd common
ground for agreement?

WHY THE AGREEMENT?

The tactical agreement of 27 June has as its
origin the recognition of two factors
common to the CP and the SP.

1. The acuteness of the political crisis of the
regime, shown by the absence ofa ready
prepared alternative team for the bourge-
oisie, and the acuteness of the social

crisis illustrated by the high level of workers
militancy even on the eve of the holidays,
proves that the situation is ripe for aiming
for power. Those politicians who see only
the sad electoral ladder ahead, feel them-
selves “*called” to power, feel obliged

to start climbing the rungs now while they
have as many trumps in hand as possible
otherwise others will bypass them. So.
programme in hand they find themselves at
the starting line, putting out guarantees of
‘sericusness’, of their belief in ‘progress’, of
their ‘will to govern’. They affirm they are
ready whether the elections are brough?
forward or not. If it is a ‘Programme of
government’ they have signed and not
simply an electoral agreement, this is
because the latter would have no credibil-
ity in the face of workers’ struggles which
directly confront the strong state and its
police. If they sign so quickly it's not be-
cause they want to but beaause the
gangrenous state of the Governing team and

‘really’ on the left, cleansed of the role the

socialists played during the Algerian war,
Guy Mollet's presence in De Gaulle's first
government, his dispatching of troops to

Algeria - with special powers too - etc.

(for the list is long). In the long term the SP

strives to ensure for itself the possibility of
playing leap-frog using the back of the CP
and its militants to climb to power in "76.

Forthe CP the signature of the agreement

is the warranty of a favourable relationship
of forces with the SP. It shows to the left

electorate that it is the SP which has to
submit to the dishonouring conditions
of "Advanced Democracy' and not Marchais

having !> bow before the aspiring Bonaparte-
Mitterand.

SOME EXPLOSIVE CONTRADICTIONS

Both have realised that from now on they
have to fight for power and also that to do so
they nead each other. But the disagreements
which already exist impose two contradict-
ions onto the government programme which
in the end threaten to be explosive.

1. In the first place, the CP-SP Programme is
“unify'ng” only at first sight. At bottom it

the rumours of an early election push them to
do so. Marchais (CP) and Mitterand (SP) are
not making history as they sip champagne
following the signing of the agreement; they
merely reflect in a distorted way, because

of the electoral level, the increased tension

of the class struggle in France.

That Mitierand had to go “'so far” in comp-
romising with the CP proves that he is not in
control of the profound reasons for the
agreement: that Marchais has accepted so
many concessions on the original aims of
the party - allowing the minimum threshold
for nationalisations to fall from 25 to 13
companies, only goes to show that he too is
not in control.

2. The second acknowledgement common to
the two parties is that they cannot dispense
with each other to realise their aims. For the
SP, the 27 June agreement is the price Lo pay
in order to reappear as a political force

is clear that in the hesitations, the

shirkings of the real issues, the nit-picking
nuances and above all in the tactical funct-
ion which both parties assign to each other,
the eiectoral plan is only the true reflection
of the relative incompatibility of both their
aims. For how can one take seriously as an
axis for the construction of proletarian power
in France. a programme whose key point,
nationalisations, has been the object of
incessant haggling and is only the result

of a rotten compromise between grocers?
Such a programme can hardly represent
something coherent and constructive for
the masses,

2. On the other hand, and this is the second
contradiction, while adopting the programme,
neither has renounced its basic aim - to gove-
rn by climbing on the back of the other. The
SP, in taking the CP for its running mate for
the 1976 elections, is stealing the CP’s room
for manoeuvre during an election in the hope
of carrying out a lengthy period of *Socialism’
of the Brandt or Swedish vanety, and allow-
ing an integrated working class to pick up the
crumbs of expansion. The'CP, in utilising

the SP and the left wing radicals would have
the necessary spring board to leap to the
fateful 51 percent. The party bureaucrats
reslly believe in their traditional patter

about the conquest of the middle classes.
When they cut up society mto little slices,
getting out a programme for each one, when
they yoke the working class to the rickety
chariot of the middle classes, constantly
hesitating between the proletanat and the
bourgeoisie, when they refuse to carry out

an offeasive policy vis-a-vis the middle

classes by calling on them to follow the
working class instead of the other way round,
all this is not so much to justify their betray-
als. They genuinely believe in the possibility
of power under ®mmunist hegemony;

but a power which is neither bourgeois

nor proletarian, where 5 class alliance exclud-
¢s only the monopolistic bourgeoisie, merely
a fraction of the dominant class, This tactic
of the gradual conquest of power, at once
reformist and Utopian, which can onlv lead
to Communist ministers carrying out the
policies of a section of the bourgeoisie,

is implicit in this privileged alliance with

the SP.

The essential preoccupation for the CP as
much as for the SP is to build a decisive

relationship of forces for the day when they
think they can govern together. On this
question, the contradiction between their
two schemes is explosive, as numerous polem-
ics since the agreement was signed have shown.

For the SP, Mitterand set the tone the day
after signing the agreement when he said

at the Vienna Conference of the Socialist
International :

“Qur main objective is to rebuild a big
Socialist Party on the ground occupied by
the CP itself. in order to show that of the 5
million Communist electorate, three mill-
ion can vote ‘Socialist’! This is the reason
for the agreement... the awakening of the
great Socialist Party, orientated towards the
left to regain its authenticity, but also taking
the position nearest to the masses.”

And L'Humanite regrets the cynicism of
this false friend Mitterand in trying to win
the Communist electorate and not the
“thousands of electors” still under the

grip of reaction. The Socialists continue

in the same direction:

“We are certainly not alone with the
Communists. Already quite a lot of
democrats and ‘radicals’ understand the
choice that is being posed to them. One is
not alone when surrounded with 8, 10, 12,
or 13 million Frenchmen.™

These declarations are designed to

reassure the gut anti-Communist wing of

the SP which finds the price to pay much too
expensive and which is frightened by the
traditional right accusing them of treating
with the devil.

As for the CP, anxiety is growing as the SP
ceases to be a mere apparatus and takes on
flesh and blood. Mistrust prevails. And it 1s
not so long since the referendum when the CP
didn’t hesitate to drop unity to prevent
Mitterand from reviving the socialist corpse.

Thus it is not so much a period of unity as
that of a struggle, with each opponent attack-
ing the other to reinforce himself. This
battle, symbolised on a small sclae by the
Arbes Municipal elections, where the CP
candidate was elected without the support

of the socialist, could well get out of the
control of the two friendly seeming oppon-
ents. The referendum proves it, and the Marr-
iage of Convenience may very well be an
unhappy one.—Rouge

-



STALINISM

he Communist Party and the Socialist Party in France is | A _ :
re we look at the general significance of this agreement as ' 7 i Sk
s ‘marriage of convenience’ and the meaning of its “joint

by | 8 - =

ained many men who had fought in the war-
time resistance. The PCF therefore remains
a party which is quite used to the use of
violence - usually, but not always, against
the left - and it is extremely tightly organ-
ised. It is by far the most Stalinist party

in  Europe. The CPGB comes somewhere
between these two extremes in terms of
politics.

THE CRISIS OF THE EUROPEAN
COMMUNIST PARTIES

The tensions inherent in the social make up
of the CPs began to come to the foreground
after 1956 and the Kruschey revelations
on Stalin. These gave a head to all the liberal
elements to go funther with their openly
social democratic politics. Many of the
working class cadre however saw These rev-
elations as a “concession’ o the capitalist
enemy. The Hungaran wpnmag of late
1956 and the Russian intervention there-
fore had a contradictory effect. Thousands
of the libsral clements keft the Communist
Partics as the dream of the “peace-doving’

USSR was shattered. The working class.
cadres however were not in the slightest
attached to the USSR because it was
‘peaceloving’. On the contrary. they

were for violence | provided it was direc-

ted against capitalism. Most, reacting against
the liberal bleating of the middie class

were therefore prepared 1o accepl the
Soviet line that the rising was a “fascist”
plot. Only the very finest of the CP milit-
ants left on a revolutionary and not on a
liberal position. T ¢ exodus of these
oppositionists did howewer remowe the

most critical of the working class members-
hip and led to 3 more passive aftitude to-
wards reformism by the membership. (And
of course for the really militant all the “peace-
loving” moves were gquite frequently preseated
to the working class militants a5 » clever
‘manoeuvre’, of the 1ype that was freguently
carried out in the trade unions. Thus for
example one story that was put about in all
seriousness by many CP militants was that
the PCF had kept all ile guns from the
resistance days, and had stored them in

the basoment of its headquarters in

Francois Mitterand, leader of the French Socialist Party

Paris ready for use at the right time.

Some renewed discontent did occur at the
time of the Sino—Soviet split. A few of
those who were most violently anti-
capitalist joined the various Maoist groups.
In general however this was not a signific-
ant movement.

By far the most important trend since the
early 1960's has been that the crisis of
European capitalism has created serious
possibilities of ‘left” governments coming to
power. This can be seen in the Labour gover-
nment in Britain, the Social Democratic
government in Germany and the “centre-
left’ coalitions in Italy. The ruling class is
not unduly alarmed by this and indeed

may welcome it provided that only social
democratic parties are involved. A Commu-
nist Party is however a very different kettle
of fish altoge-her. As we have seen they are
mot primanly tied to the native ruling class.
For this reason the ruling class¢s in the big
European capitalist countries have not been
prepared to see Communist Parties in
government. This does not unduly worry the

working class bases of the CP’s, as they want
to destroy capitalism and not govern it, but
is of course not so good for the middle class
followers. For this reason the crisis of the
CP’s has intensified enormously since the
early 1960's. The line of the leadership and of
the middle class elements is to break the tie
with Moscow and thus make the CP accept-
able to the ruling class as a governing party.
The line of the old Stalinist base is to
continue the anti-capitalist struggle and to
maintain the link with Moscow. In every
case this has produced great internal rows.
In France, where the apparatus is still
strong, it led to the explusion of Roger
Garaudy and others. In Britain where the
Stalinist core is not so strong, it led to

the expulsion of oppositionistsfrom the
YCL. In other countries, for example,
Spain, the process has gone further and the
party has split. The openly right wing line
of the PCF in its agreement with the Social-
ist Party in France is only a sign, but one
which will speed up the process, of the
crisis of the European ‘Communist” move-

ment. J Burns.

Joint programme

The publication of a “joint programme of
government”’ has gven nse to real satisfaction
among C.P. militants in France. Certainly

the programme is a compromise, these
comrades tell us, but it is not unprincipled.
The coherence of the Communist programme
has been preserved. The Communist platform
18 not just a platform for anti-fascist repartee
as in 1936, it is not a national reconstruction
pact as in 1945, It actually aims at changing
direction, It is not a programme of new style
botching-up of the system, like the German
social-de mocrats or the English workensts; it
includes a mass of anti-capitalist measures,
that is to say dealing an actual blow to the
forces and power of the big bourgeoisie.

Nationalisation cannot be reduced to the
nationalisation of losses. It does not concern
the deficit sectors of the economy but

certain central key sectors of the accumulation
of capital (electronic, chemical, metallurgy)
and the banks, that is to say the nervous
system of the capitalist economy.

Al the company level the programme limits
the absolute power of the employers; trade
union control is instituted on hiring and
firing, speed-ups, etc., organisation of work,
and even on certain management decsions,
At the level of political institutions a whole
mass of measures are aimed at reactivating
the elected national, regional and local
assemblies to the detriment of executive
power,

Certainly, in foreign affairs important
concessions have been agreed concerning
N.A.T.O. and the European Economic
Community. But the international context

of easing off considerably resifains the reach
of the former. The heavy-handedness of
European construction and the affirmed
guarantee of the independence of the

French government reduces the consequences
of the latter.

Briefly, they say, the joint progra mme
considerably weakens the big bourgeoisie
reinforces the position of the working class
and the working masses, releases a dynamic
offensive and assures, through the develop-
ment of *advanced democracy”, progress
towards socialism in France,

In their polemic with militants and

sympat hisers of the CP revolutionanes must,
of course take into account that the joint
programme is presented (and s perceived) not
as a classic “minimum progamme™’ but well
and truly as a transitional programme for
socialism. Our criticism concerns the

content and the means.

CONTENT

The programme of nationalsation leaves

out the numerous “big monopobes™. Il is
false to say that it assures control of the
“dominant poles' of the economy. T'he
“minimum threshold” defined by the CP &5
given elastic qualities which it does not
possess: not only have 25 industrial groups
been cut to 13 but also Paul Laurent writes
in the latest number of Nouwelle France

(No. 1390): “There is always a distinction
between that which must be done from the
time a democratic government takes effect,
and that which has a more gradual, more
progressive character. Example: the realisa-
tion of a minimum threshold of nationalisation
unfolds over a certain period™. If one adds to
that an e mbarrassed silence on the problem
of indemnification of the large shareholders
(notably Americans and West Europeans:
how could a member of N.A.T.O. and of the
Common Market “*wrong™ the big investoss?
one can see that the Communist Party-
Socialist Party at the start would only dispose

of the actual extent of the public sector and not

the levers of economic organisation as they
claim. These levers are in the hands of bhig
capital which uses them to overthrow
“advanced democracy” as they have always
done in similar circumslances.

Together these measures of democratisation
of industries aim not at ensuring true workers
control over production ( carried out by the
workers and their delegates, organised at the
base in the workshop and on the conveyor
belt) but at giving the trade union burcau-
cracy certain rights which would lead to an
opening up towards joint management by
functionaries of the State and permanent
trade unionists. This conception of demo-
cracy, limiting workers democracy, symbolised
by the claim of one hour @ month for the
information of personnel (!) does not have

the educative and mobilising virt ues of the
revolutionary demand of workers' control
by elected workers” councils.

Commenting on institutional reforms, the
very reactionaryles Figaro (which mean-
while ceaselessly vituperates against the
joint programme in terms worthy of the
worsl years of the cold war) recognises

** ... that on the whole the changes
envisaged touch on more than thirty articles
of the Constitution. A closer analysis reveals
that if changes appear to be the rule, in
reality they rather overlap the fundamental
principles of the present institutional system
and on certain points even go  in the
direction of an increased cohesion”

As 1o the allegiance of the SP-CP government
to the Common Market and N.A.T.O., it

says much for its determination to concretely
change the socio-economic system.

THE MEANS

But, necessary as it is, a crilicism of the
content of the joint programme is not
enough. It is completed and made clearer
by a criticism of the means which this
programme advocates to arrive at its ends;
that is to say by a criticism of the strategy of
which it is the product. This strategy is
based again and again on electoralism, in
other words on the illusion that one can
realise the greatest social revolution of all
time, overthrowing the strongest ruling
class in history, by the means of elections,
in accordance with the legal framework set
up by the enemy. This idea is so absurd
that it is relatively easy to pin down the@P
militants on this point and to win over
militant workers. All the history of the
20th centry, and again we have the example
of Chile before us, shows that one cannot
substitute socialism for capitalism gradually,
little by little.

However large the electoral victory, whatever

the intentions of the “‘demoecratic government”,

if it leaves intact the state apparatus which
the ruling class has built up in the course
of centuries, if it maintains in place the
institutions and high-ranking personnel
which they have provided, it leaves them
the real power. And they will exert them-
selves to stop, by all means, the measures
which strike a blow to their fundamental
interests. .

One can only impose genuinely anti-
capitalist measures on the basis of a strong
mass movement, organising the workers for
the taking of power.

To the militants of the (French) CP we say:
Don’t wait for a hypothetical electoral victory
in 1976! Do you want to end the absolute
power of employers in their companies? Do
you want to establish the control of wages,
of arganisation of work, and from there of
production itself? You want control of
workers’ representatives for hiring and

firing, speed ups, promotions? Very well,

We are not in agreement with the forms
which you advocate, which we consider
bureaucratic. Let us discuss it in front of

the workers and let them decide for them-
selves. But nothing prevents us from engaging
in struggle from today towards these
objectives. Don’t wait till they are granted
by a “democratic government”’. Perhaps it
will not come; perhaps it will have changed
its programme. Impose these claims now by
struggle. The SP and the CP are in agreement
on a joint programme? The majority of the
Unions are in agreement with their objectives?
What are we waiting for to organise a
struggle, unified at the base by these
objectives? It is in organising the mass
movement right through, in industries and
localities, that on one hand forces favourable
to the victory of the workers are created,
and on the other among the masses a training
in economic and political power takes place,
that is to say that cadres are formed with
intuitive knowledge of socialist power.

But far from choosing the means of building
an attacking mass movement, the CP in
France leaves no stone unturned in its efforts
to maintain mass combativity within limits
compatible with its prime objective: to win
over as large a part of the “moderate™
electorate as possible. Their claims will be
appeased by a democratic government, The
mass struggle must not on any account
interfere with the coming election. Thus the
CP cuts itself off both from relating to
forces absolutely necessary to carry out its
own objectives, and from the conscious and
organised forces capable of checking the
sabotage of the big bourgeoisie in the event
of the victory of the United Left in ¥976.
~Rouge

*[ ¢ Figaro, 3rd July; Jean-Luc Parodi:
“Will the United Left stick to the rules?”




North and South

Transcend Differences’

I n an agreement foreshadowed by several
overtures from Kim 1] Sung earlier this
year, the North and South Korean govern-
ments issued a joint communigque on July 4
announcing their “common desire to
achieve peaceful unification of the father-
land as early as possible.”

The two sides agreed on three principles for
umification. First, it is to be the result of
“independent Korean efforts without

being subject to external imposition or
interference.” Second, it is to be brought
about by “peaceful means, and not through
the use of force against each other.” Third,
the goal will be to seek a “great national
unity"” by “transcending differences in
ideas, ideologies, and systems.”

In addition, the two regimes agreed “not to
slander or defame each other™ and to

take steps to prevent “inadvertent military
incidents.” A hot line between Pyongyang
and Seoul was installed the next day “to deal
directly, promptly, and accurately with
problems arising between the South and

the North.” And a North-South *co-
ordinating committee” was established,

to be co-chaired by the two main figures in
the secret negotiations leading up to the
agreement - LeeHu Rak, director of the
South’s Central Intelligence Agency, and
Kim Yong J u, director of the Organization
and Guadance E'h.';‘.jr?.-".lt'll! of the North
Korean Workers (Communist) part)y

Kim s a younger bother of North Korean
Premier Kim I1 Sung

The agreement can be viewed as a byproduct
of the Nixon trip to Peking and the detente
between Mao and Nixon. Certainly the cues
n present-day application of the theory of
“peaceful coexistence” emanating from the
Nixon-Mao talks were pitked up in the Kore-
an agreement. The effect of the accord is to
recognise the legitimacy of the Park Chung
Hee regime in the South. This was noted
with considerable satisfaction by the

New York Times, which reflects the views
of an influential sector of the U.S. ruling
class, in a July 9 editorial: Those accords
pay lip service to reunification, which is
mentioned twelve times in the brief fourteen-
page agreement. But the key phrase is the one
that talks about ‘transcending’ rather than
eliminating the differences in the ‘ideologies
and systems” of the two states.”

In addition, the agreement is understood

to recognize the right of U.S. occupation
forces to remain in the South. There are
some 40,000 U.S. troops currently in
South Korea. “The U.S. troops™, Seoul’s
foreign minister, Kim Yong Shik, told
newsmen, “are stationed in Korea as
members of the United Nations Command
established in accordance with a U.N.
resolution.” He declared that the United
Nations should not be considered “an
external force or power " and the presence
of its troops would thus not be incompatible
with the agreement. *“The United Nations
should not be considered a bad foreign
force™, Lee Hu Rak told a news conference,

The New York Times hailed the agree-
ment in a July 5 editorial as “*a historic
development of the utmost importance for
improving the political atmosphere in Asia
and the world and as a “major advance " .
The underlying reason for such elation is clear:
the U.S. ruling class sees in the agreement
an example that can be used as one more
club in the campaign to bludgeon the Vietn-
amese into settling for something less than
their freedom and independence.

‘News of this agreement must raise the
question why similar concord cannot be
reached in Vietnam"', the New York Times
observed. Moreover many leaders in both
South and North Vietnam will notice that

the North Koreans were willing to make the
first major advance toward reunification
without requiring either the prior exit of
United States troops or a change of regime in
Seoul. It would be rash and unjustified to
conclude that progress in Korea assures
progress in Vietnam, but Seoul and Pyong-
yvang have set a useful example that neither
Hanoi nor Saigon can ignore.”

The response of the Nixon administration
to the Korean agreement has been
“enthusiastic”, reported New York Times
Washington correspondent Bernard
Gwertzman on July 4. He quoted a

senior state department official’s view of
the pressure the agreement places on the
Vietnam liberation forces: First China
invited enemy No. |, the United States,

to Peking. Now North Korea has a friendly
dialogue with enemy No2, South Korea,
which has as many troops in South Vietnam
as the United States. This must have a
damaging effect on Hanoi's morale.”

It has been clear for three years that Nixon's
goal in Vietnam is to gain a settlement similar

to the armistice that formally ended the Kore-

an war. The ruling bureaucracy in Peking has
now made it clear that it too, like U.S.
imperialism, regards Korea: as a model for a
Vietnam settlement.

Chou En-lai gave the first public indication
of the bureaucracy's views on the subject

on June 16, when he praised former U.S.
President Dwight Eisenhower for negotiating
the armistice *in a straightforward way”.

Then on June 25, the twenty-second anniv-
ersay of the beginning of the Korean war,
Renmin Ribao, the official newspaper of
the Chinese C.P., went a step further. The
paper portrayed as an unqualified “'victory
the compromise forced on the Korean revol-
ution whereby a puppet regime supported
by U.S. troops was maintained in Seoul:
“With the support of the people the

world over, the heroic Korean people
finally forced the U.S. imperialists to

sign the armistice agreement after a

bitter trial of strength with the U.S.
aggressor troops. The victory of the
Fatherland Liberation War of Korea not
only defended the revolutionary gains of the
Korean people and the security of China,
but also made a great contribution to the
revolutionary struggle of the world’s

people against imperialism and its running
dogs ai'd set a brilliant example for the
cause of liberation of the oppressed nations
and people of the world."” (Translation by
Peking Review:. emphasis added.)

The Korean war did represent a defeat for
imperialism in that the latter was prevented
from carrying out its. intention of over-
throwing the workers state in North Korea.
But that defeat was sealed by the interven-
tion of Chinese troops, hot by the armistice
agreement. Only the most myopic bureaucrat
could see the armistice, which legitimized the
Seoul puppel regime, as a victory for the
Korean revolution.

Eisenhower did not have to be “forced”

to sign the agreement any more than Nixon
would have to be “forced™ to sign a truce
that left 4 puppet government established in
Saigon. But that is precisely the sort ot
“victory" that the Peking bureaucracy

has in mind for the Vietnamese revolugjon,
as another passage in the Renmin Ribao
editorial makes explicit:

* U.S. imperialism is continuing its war

of aggression in Indochina, and carrying

out war escalation against the Demaocratic
Republic of Viet Nam. Recently, it has not
only mined and blockaded the ports of
north Viet Nam but also steadily expanded
the scope of its naval and air attacks there.
It can be said with certainty that the perverse

Kim 1l Sung (right) meets Lee Hu Rak, director of the South’s Central Intelligence

Agency, in Pyongyang

acts of U.S. imperialism can only result in
defeat, as it suffered in its war of
aggression against Korea, thus lifting a rock
only to drop it on its own feet.”

The agreement between Park and Kim will
clearly fit in quite neatly with Peking's
attempt to pressure the Hanoi leadership
into a settlement. The Maoists will be

able to point to the agreement as “*proof™
that U.S. imperialism can be peacefully
evicted from its colonies, The fact that the
imperialists have no intention of leaving
South Korea will not at all disturb the bureau-
crats, who long ago learned that the essence
of “peaceful coexistence™ is betrayal of
revolution masked by fine words. - /CP

VIETNAM

B-52’s bomb Red

River dykes

Towards the end of June the Democratic
Republic of Viernam made an appeal to
world public opinion against the threatened
destruction of the dikes of North Vietnam
by American bombardment. According to
the North Vietnamese spokesman jn Paris,
“THE SYSTEMATIC, PLANNED ATTACKS
BY THE AMERICAN ARMED FORCES
AND NAVY AGAINST THE DAMS AND
THE DIKES ALONG THE RIVER BANKS
AND SEA—SHORE OF NORTH VIETNAM,
COULD CAUSE CATASTROPHIC FLOODS
DURING THE RAINY SEASON OF JULY
AND AUGUST." He accused Nixon of
deliberately trying to spread death and
famine ' among the civilian population,
and sap the morale of the Vietnamese
people.

There is every reason to take this seriously.
News of bombing of the dikes continues

to flow in. Between 10 April and 10 June
there were 68 massive attacks on the dikes
and 38 dams were severely damaged, and on
20 June two dikes in Quang Ninh province,
to the north of the Red River, were broken.

According to The Guardian that same week,
the U.S. might use ‘rain makers" during the
Vietnam war to trigger off torrential rains.
The operation, codenamed ‘Popeye’ involves
dropping silver iodine bombs on clouds over
Laos to make the Ho Chi Minh trail unusable.
The Pentagon Papers show that research has
been going on since 1967 to prepare such
weapons. Defence Minister Laird recently
answered a question put to him about this
by saying that they would not go so far as
to make artificial rain storms ‘bver North
Vietnam'. This could be taken as an admiss-
ion that such practices have been used in La-
os - where there is evidence that this s so -
and South Vietnam

If this practice is also used in North Vietnam
now, the results could be quite catastrophic.

The basic facts of the situation according

to the French geographer Yves Lacoste,

are the following: the rivers in North Viet-
nam run well above the alluvial deposits
they have washed down from the mountains.
In the rainy season they rise to a very high

level. In addition there are frequent typhoo-
ns in the region, which can also cause
flooding. The system of dikes, over 2,500
miles long, and built by the hard labour of
whole generations, protects the 15 million
people living in the Plain of Tonkin (with a
density of 700-800 people per square
kilometre). The Americans have recently
been making systematic attempts to destroy
these dikes, especially by dropping very
heavy bombs in the vicinity to cause intense
vibrations. If these dikes broke, millions of
people would risk drowning or famine.

The Vietnamese have plenty of expenence of
dealing with destruction of dikes. Towards
the end of the Second World War there was
famine in the Northern provinces because the
French had confiscated the best part of the
rice harvest for the Japanese occupation
authorities. The famine and the seizure of
power by the Japanese in March 1945 - they
had left the French formally in charge until
then - led to the abandonment of the irrig-
ation system. When the waters rose eight pro-
vinces of the plain of Tonkin were flooded.
Two million people died in 1944 45 asa
result of tamine and flood. Seven hundred
and fifty miles of dikes had to be repaired,
using 11 million working days.

The dikes of the North were also bombed
between 1965 and 1968, under President
Johnson. In 1965 there were 500 attacks
against the dikes and dams. In 1966 the
number rose to 1,000, and the following
year to 1,300. It was striking that the attacks
were heaviest in the rainy seasons, and then
as now, peasants rushing to repair the dikes
became the target of further bombing. Al-
though an incredible amount of damage was
done to the dikes, water pumps and dams

in the Johnson period- the photos of the
period bear silent witness to the facts -

the Vietnamese, with immense efforts, man-
aged to prevent greater catastrophes. The
problem is whether they can do the same
against Nixon's much more refined and
accurate bombing, possibly to be backed

up by ‘rain making'.

This article first appeared in the Dutch
left-wing weekly, De Groene Amsterdammer,
27 June - 4 July.
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of the people.”™

Brigadier Twomey saad that the Republican
Army had s whole catalogue of complants
from the people in the nationalist areas of
Belfast sbout the Brntsh Army breaches of
the truce. He gave some exampiles -

1. At 3.30 pm on Sunday 9th July,
the day the truce broke down, several hours
before the confrontation in Lenadoon Ave-
nue, he was personally removed from his
staff car at Andersonstown barracks by
the British Army, who proceeded to
search the car, in clear breach of the truce

. : asserance gven to bam by
2. Although the Provos had released

two British Army officaywho had entered
Free Derry in civvies ( under the unpubished
truce terms the Provos would have been
entitled to shoot these as spies) the British
Army had arrested two IRA volunteers on
Sunday morning who still remain in British
custody. Under the terms of the truce
Republican volunteers were to be allowed
to carry out their own patrols provided

that they did not ostentatiously display
arms.

Army. He said that the British Army O.C.,
Colonel Tomlinson, had made what Bngadier
Twomey calied an outrageous suggestion;
“This was that Twinbrook estate could
become a Catholic ghetto if we so desired
and that maisonettes in the Turf Lodge area
would be tidied up in due course 1o put
families into and that a small advance engin-
eering factory that had been turned down by
Mr. Brian Faulkner would im all probability

be given the planning permission to go ahead.”

But, said Brigadier Twomey, local people had
been horrified and extremely angry to find
that the British Army proposed to do noth-
ing for the 114 adult refugees and their 212
children.

people in the neighbourhood themselves
took the initiative to rehouse refugees and
some 2,000 Catholics marched behind a
lorry carrying the furniture of the families.

The British Army used a large Armoured
Personnel Carrier to ram this lorry, and
t=en used CS gas, rubber bullets and water
cannons against the local people in

clear breach of clause 2 of the cease fire;
“G.H.Q. in Dublin was informed, and the
decision to defend the people was a decis-
ion of General H.Q. in Dublin”, said
Brigadier Twomey

the military lobby tney wWant 1o mnruce
what is known in British Army circles as a
“bloody nose’’ on the IRA. What this
quaint English euphemism means is, a new
cease fire in which the British Army can
interpret the terms, where Whitelaw, if the
necessity again arises, can squeeze the
Catholics to make room for the granting
of concessions to the Orange ultras,
without the danger of another Lenadoon

Although Repu‘blian lna(ie:s are playing the- '

ir cards close to their chests, informed
sources close to the leadership make it

clear that whatever the other weaknesses

of the movement, in this case they have
taken Whitelaw’s measure and are deter-
mined that any new bi-ateral cease fire

will not be one which is imposed upon them
in the after-math of a British victory.

While not desiring a civil war with the Orange
ultras, they are determined that the Orange
bluff be called, and that this festering boil

be lanced and the Unionist monolith
destroyed. Only then will the possibility
arise for winning any section of the
Protestant working class to democratic

or socialist politics.

Statement by MATZPEN
and the Arab Revolution group

Five years ago the Israeli army, supported by
American imperialism, attacked the Arab coun-
tries and occupied part of their territories. The
Arab armies, presented by the petit-bourgeois
regimes in Egypt, Syria and Iraq as the instru-
ment of Palestinian liberation, were to collapse
within a few days.

These five years have seen mass struggles
throughout the Arab East, and in particular the
emergence onto the political scene of the Palest-
inian people as an independent political factor
for the first time since the Arab revolt of 1936—
39.

But the petit-bourgeois leadership of the Palesti-
nian resistance movement, by isolating the
national liberation struggle from the class strug-
gle at a local level, led the Palestinians to defeat
and massacre,

The presence of the Israeli army in the territones
occupied since 1967 has shown it up for what it
is in reality, namely an army of occupation and
repression serving the interests of the Zionist
regime, the Israeli bourgeoisie, and A merican
imperialism. The administrative arrests, the
massive expulsions, the blowing up of houses
and the terror used against the civilian popula-
tion have revealed to the entire world the nature
of the Zionist state.

Within Israel the occupation has accentuated

social tension. Anti-strike decrees, the forcing of

workers to appear before military courts, anti-

working class legislation and an increase in police

violence have shown concretely to the lsraeli
proletariat that “‘a people which oppresses
another cannot itself be free™.

The defeat of the Palestinians and the wave of

reaction which followed it have highlighted the

Trotsky becomes best-seller in Chile

{ The publication by a state publishing house

of Leon Trotsky's History of the Russian
Revolution for the first time in Chile has

met with an amazing response. The first
edition of 8,000 copies was completely

sold out within four days, and of a second
edition of 15,000 copies now in preparation
nearly half have already been sold in advance.

The publication of this work has been made
possible by the current political situation in

class alliance between all the regimes in the Arab §opie in particular the rising workers'

East, and their links with impenalism. Today
more than ever the common struggle of all the
revolutionary forces, Arab and Israeli, against
imperialism, Zionism and Arab reaction is on
the agenda, The aim which the revolutionary

organisations must set themselves is the socialist
revolution throughout the Arab East. For that,
they must equip themselves with the necessary

tool for their struggle: the revolutionary party
of the Arab East,

FORWARD TO THE BUILDING OF THE
REVOLUTIONARY PARTY OF THE ARAB
EAST!

DOWN WITH ZIONISM, IMPERIALISM AND

ARAB REACTION!

LONG LIVE THE ARAB SOCIALIST
REVOLUTION!

movement and the radicalisation of various
social layers that have carried out joint
actions with the revolutionary left. Leading
members of the Communist Party, including
Senator Volodia Teitelboim (guest of honour
at the Morning Star birthday rally earlier

this vear), visited the Chilean state publish-
ing house of Quimantu to demand that the
decision to publish the book be revoked since
the C.P. was vetoing the spreading of Trotsky's
ideas. But an appeal to the rank-and-file
workers of the Production Committee,

a “workers’ participation” group formed by
Popular Unity in all state-run companies, won
approval of the decision to publish the book.

Following this, the C.P. demanded that the
problem be taken up by the central commi-

ttees of its own party and the Socialist

Party. The C.P. plenum resolution of 15
March of this year stated in the sectionon
“the ideological struggle” that there has been
a “‘gross allocation of public resources to
publish anti—Soviet works by this selfsame
Trotsky”. (El Siglo, 16 March)

These charges have now been answered,

but from a quarter which the C.P. cért-
ainly did not expect since it relies on 1t tor
its own base - from the Chilean workers, who
ensured within hours of publication that
Trotsky would become a best-selling author
in Chile.

IRISH SOLIDARITY CAMPAIGN

forums and business meetings every Friday at
8 p.m. at the General Picton pub, Caledonian
Road (junction Wharfdale Road) nearest tube
Kings Cross,

Friday, August 4th: *From the plantation

to the Act of Union’.

The Irish Solidarity Campaign holds alternate

e

[FE———— W T












