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FIRST REBEL TENANT

THE FIRST BARRICADE has gone up in the Greater
London area as tenants prepare for eviction battles

against the Tory
(holding poster) li
Becontree and the GLC is

-run council. Mr and Mrs Mclechen
ve in a prefab in Dagenham Avenue,

anxious to evict them from

S BARRICADE GOES UP

this substantial, modem dwelling for arrears of rent.
But aided by the ‘Flying Squad’ of the United Tenants’

Action Committee,

the Maclechens have erected an

electrified barbed-wire barricade that will give the
bailiffs a nasty shock. Picture: JEFF PICK

WILSON'S BOAI

- MUSI

Roger Protz

MRS BARBARA CASTLE's
declaration on Monday that
the government intends to
go ahead with part two of
the Prices and Incomes
Act to hold up wage incr-
eases has disturbed the air
of brotherly love at .the
Labour Party conference.

Until she spoke, the
government’s plans for a
carefully stage-managed
conference looked like
being successful.

Delegates from right,‘left’
and centre had agreed to smile
sweetly at the television
cameras in an attempt to

- foster. an air of unity in the

run-up Lo the next general
election.
Just mention the word

election and all the govern-
ment’s critics run for cover.
The mouldering . old Tory
skeleton is dragged from the
cupboard by Wilson and dis-
played to the assembled com-
rades with the warning :‘Support
us or you might have Edwarnd
Heath as prime minister’.

THREAT
It is indeed a sombre
threat. Just imagine what

the Tories might do if they
wonthe election.

They would attack the
wages and living conditions
of the workers. They would
introduce measures to cut
down on the right to strike in
the hope that the TUC would
capitulate and agree to do
the job for them.

They would act as the
champions of big business by
handing ait vast sums of pub-
lic money as investment
grants and encouraging the
=reation of huge private mon-
opolies like. GEC-AEI-EE
which would sack thousands
of workers and create a pool
of unemployed skilled labowr
to further depress wages ands
conditions. Profits, prices,
dividends and rents would
continue to soar.

The Tories would water
down the social services,.re-
introduce prescription charges,
cut down on housing and
school building and blame all
the problems of the capitalist
system on coloured immigrants

)

1t would be a thoroughly
reactionary, anti - working-
class govemment and it would
be virtually indistinguishable
from the present govemment’'s
spokesmen at Brighton this
week who may even mutter a
few pieties about ‘Hocialism’
before the week is out.

The unions could mobilise
their members to force a chan-
ge of policy on Wilson. That
could only be done outside
the conference, not by oppos-
ing or supporting resolutions
but by encouraging all trade
unionists to fight against
every manifestation of gover-
nment policy such as product-
ivity deals,measured day work
time and motion study and
smaller work forces.

Jack Jones and Hugh Scan-
lon were angered by Mrs
Castle but they joined in the
ovation for Wilson's laboured
jokes and distasteful jingoism
on Tuesday. Scanlon may even
organise a vote against Mrs
Castle’s policies this week.
but it is all an empty game
unless 'if is given flesh and
bloed by a real fight on the
factory floor, in the docks,
the mines and the shipyards.

And such a fight is nec=-
essary. It is made absolutely
clear in the government’s
Agenda for a Generation doc-
ument produced for the confer-

WILSON: dragged out the Tory skéleton
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Labour’s

of
policy is to continue.

worker' bias

The document is cock-a-
hoop about
payments surplus, only made
possible by fthe sustained
attack on the workers' living
standards. The continuation
of that surplus determines
future government policy,
which means a further drive to
boost profits ana investment at
the expense of thelabour mov-
ement.

DOLE OUT

Mergers will be encouraged
and a national investment
board will be created to dole
out” further sums to indus-
trialists.The document speaks
of the domination of the econ-
omy by the new giant corpors
ations, Labour is not against
such monopolies, it says, and
speaks of the work of the In-
dustrial Reorganisation Corp-
oration which will continue to
advise and finance mergers.

The document paints a pic-
ture of Wilson's ‘New Britain’.
It is a society increasingly
dominated by a tiny handful of
rich and powerful men like
Amold Weinstock of GECy
chalking up enormous profits
from an ever-dwindling labour
force while those who have
lost their jobs join the dole

ence that the whole anti-

queue or take unskilled work

KEN

the balance off,

for lower rates of pay.

It is a blueprint for a plan-

ned society, but it has nothing
to do with socialism. The
Labour govemment talks the
language of state capitalism,
the scientific exploitation of
the working class, the pillag-
ing of their working conditions
and of the whole quality of
their lives in order that British
capitalism can compete on
hetter terms with her foreign
rivals.
To oppose such policies
is not to play the Tories’
game, as Wilson and company.
say with boring regulanty
every five years. The govern-
ment’s policies are Tory
policies and it 18 the duty of
every trade unionist and soc-
ialist to fight them to the
bitter end. 3

The general election is a
convenient red herring. The
real struggle against the rush’
to rationalise capitalism at the
expense of the working class
goes on among rank and file
trade unionists.

Those delegates at Brighton
who are more and more diss
gruntled with the parliamentary

game of Tweedledum and
Tweedledee must take the
fight back to the grass

roots of the labour movement.

They must raise again and
again with other militant wor-
kers the role of the Labour

mount a major rank and file
offensive against its policies
as the first step towands
building a real socialist
movement dedicated to the
struggle for workers' power.

When Wilson says ‘Don't
rock the boat’ he means
capitalism’s boat. It must be
rocked. . . and hard.

government and the need tof

Orangem

They .only

From this point on,rifle
butts and CS gas were
used against Catholics who
had gone onto the street
to defend their houses
when the amy had failed.

This is the reality against
which Callaghan appeals at
the Labour Party conference
for Catholics ‘to make gest:
ures to overcome the genuine
fears’ of the majority.

It is a reality in which
Paisleyite mobs can gather
unimpeded by the RUC or the
amy, in which the nominally
illegal Ulster Volunteer Force
can train more or less openly
in Orange areas, while the
barricades that defend the
Catholic ghettos have been

dismantled under pressure
fraae the-trpops:

FEARED

The British government
has made clear what we have
been arguing in Socialist
Worker all along. It sent in

troops to prevent an open
massacre of the Catholics
because it feared the teffects
of a civil war on its invest-
ments in the Irish Republic,

But it has no intention of
dismantling the Stormont reg-
ime or disaming its thugs,
whether in or out of uniform.
Its aim is to stabilise the
situation in the interests of
the investments of British
imperialism.

It believes that an open
regime of terror against the
Catholic population would
endanger these investments
but it also sees any attempt
to do away with the Stormont
regime that rests upon dis-
crimination, bigotry and terror
as having the same e ffect.

So instead Callaghan
blames ‘both sides’.

WARNED

The result is that while
they have. been ordered to
prevent a tooblatant onslaught
on the Catholic population,the
troops have been warned
against antagonising the
thugs who roam the streets.
They have also been told to
prevent ‘provocative’, that is

'defensive, actions by the
Catholic population.
Catholics in the ghettos

cannot engage in a struggle
to throw out the British
troops at the moment. Reality
forces them to take into
account the difference of
opinion between Callaghan
and Paisley on how to pres-
erve the Stormont regime.
~ This is to their advantage
insofar as it gives them time

SW Reporter

THE BALLOT conducted by
the executive of the Electric-
ians’ and Plumbers’ Union fo
give them more power over the
rank and file has resulted in
a substantial victory for the
leadership.

Militant electricians cam-
paigned against the exec-
utive’s proposals but prob-
lems of communication among

and shop stewards.

the branches blunted their

effort.

The executive now has
power to appoint a trustee to
be in charge of the union’s

finances. Previously, trust-
ees were elected by the
members.

Wull4¢ime officials will

in future be appointed by the
executive, not elected by the
members. The vital link
between officers and members
has been severed.

The appeals machinery

Tough new rules for sparks

has been altered to the advan-
tage of the leaders. Members
expelled by the executive

utive, minus the president and
general secretary!

_These proposals were
withdrawn by the leadership
at the recent union rules rev-
ision conference when it bec-
ame clear that they would not
get a majority. They resorted
instead to a ballot in which

will appeal ... to the exec-|

to prepare their fight back.

on the ballot paper, with no
opportunity for opposing
points of view.

. The union is now saddled
with a constitution that
places enormous power in the
hands of officials who are not
elected or accountable to
members. Had the former Com-
munist Party leadership of
the  Electricians’ Union
introduced such steps, the

their proposals alone appear

millionaire press would be

Troops use gas
on Catholics as

en attack

EDITORIAL

LATE LAST SATURDAY NIGHT mobs of Paisleyites
once again attacked the Catholic workers of the Falls
Road area in Belfast.Following a meeting addressed by
the former Home Affairs Minister Craig, they marched
from the Shankhill Road area to Coates Road where
they began to dismantle the ‘peace line’, threw petrol
bombs and burnt out five houses.

British troops did little or nothing to stop them.
intervened seriously when people from

Divis Street went to give assistance to those in Coates
Street who were being burned out.

CALLAGHAN
Blames both sides

Without it, many would be
dead and many more burnt out.
But this does not mean
putting any trust in the troops.
After all, they have been
trained in the past in
Kenya, in Cyprus, in Aden —
to terrorise populations in
exactly the manner of the B-
men. ;

The events of last Satur-
day night showed that the
Catholic workers can in no
way depend on the determinat-
ion or ability of British troops
to defend them, let alone act
in their interests. That is why
the barricades have been
rebuilt. That is why they must
be defended, against troops
as well as Orangemen.

ISOLATION

But the workers defending
the barricades face one cen-
tral problem— their weakness,
isolation and shortage ofams.

Only the opening of a
second front against British
imperialism in Southern Ire-
land can overcome this, The
demand for the opening of
‘free state’ armouries to prov-
ide means of self-defence for
those under threat must be
raised.

So must the demand for
seizure of British factories
and property in the south as
ransom for the lives of those
in the ghettos.

The Green Tory govern-
ment in Dublin will not, of
course, support such actions.
Socialists and republicans
must fight for these demands
despite and against that gov-
ernment, as the only effective
means of fighting off the
terror that still threatens the
beleaguered minority of the
north.

In Britain we must show
our solidarity with those figh-
ting for their lives by material
and moral support. Above all,
we must expose the hypocrisy
of a Labour government which,
while still supplying the arms
that flow from the RUC to the
B-Specials and from the B-
Specials to the Paisleyites
asks the more or less unarmed
Catholic minority to make
concessions, tells its troops
to take down their barricades
and use CS gas against them.

WHICH WAY TO SOCIALISM?
public debate

Paul Foot
and John Palmer
versus
Eric Heffer MP
and Sid Bidwell MP

Dome, Brighton 7 pm
Thursday October 2n

AND
March against Labour's Tory
policies:The Level, Brighton
4 pm Thursday October 2

howling in anguish.




=—Press clampdown as protest strikes swept the country

The German workers’ winter sleep

from VOLKHART MOSLER in Frankfurt

FIRST SEPTEMBER 1969
will be remembered as the
day when the German
working class movement
awoke from a long winfer
sleep.

The strike movement
started by 20,000 workers
of Hoesch steel works in
Dortmund moved quickly to
other "“steel factories in
Gelsenkirchen, Duisburg
and other towns of the Ruhr
area, then spread to other

areas and other industries.

Steel and nietal workers in
the Saar area, in Bremen,
Osnabruck and several other
towns, coal miners of six
pits #n and around Dortmund
and six pits of the Saar foll-
owed. On 7 September100,000
workers were out on strike.

The press has partly stop-
ped reporting strike news.The
risk that such news might
lead to an even bigger and
more militant strike movement
was too great.

With the géneral elections
just around the corner every-
one — employers, party offic-
ials, trade union bureaucrats—
did their best to stop that
menacing new movement.
Nevertheless reports indicate
that there must be fierce dis~
cussions, short protest strikes
and meetings in manyfactories
up and down the country.

Spontaneous
movement

Reports by the right-wing
press that the strikes were
planned in detail by the newly
founded German Communist
Party (DKP) are pure lies.
This was a spontaneous move=
ment, started by no one else
but rank and file workers who
were fed up with getting noth-
ing out of a booming economy
but overtime work and speed
up.

Since the economic crisis
started in autumn 1966, their
real wages have been stagnat-
ing. The incomes policy of
the Social Democratic Minis-
ter of Economics, Schiller,
had done its best to restrain
the trade unions from fighting
for the rights of theirmembers.

The case of the steel wor-

SCHILLER
Pressure on unions

kers is a good example.During
the crisis of 1967/68 their
real wages fell by 1-1 per
cent.

In mid-1968 their union
negotiated, under heavy pres-
sure from Schiller's Concer-
ted Action- Policy, a union
agreement which was to last
for 18 months until November
1969. It provided an immed-
iate 5 per cent wage rise and
another 2 per cent from March
1969 onwards or 3per cent a
year,

The agreement coincided
with the sfart of a new steel
boom. Steel workers were
well aware by the doubling
of steel prices. that profits
were booming.

At the same time their
moderate wage rises were
eaten up by the accelerating
rate of the cost of living.

The Hoesch steel workers
knew that profits were high,
that their union would not
act for two decisive months

fand that the opportunity fto

press for higher wages just
before the elections was very
favourable.

Their demand was ‘six-
pence’' an hour more now’ on
top of any wage rise negotiat-
ed by the union. Within three
hours they could be 'seen
parading through the streets
of Dortmund celebrating their
easy success.

Their demand was taken up
quickly by other steel work-
ers and by coal miners, tran-
sport workers and beer brew-
ers.

Like everyone else in
Germany, the trade union off-
icials were taken by surprise
by the wave of unofficial

sttikes, although they should

have known. Oppasition to
their wage policy had been
expressed for several months
nefore, especially in the
Metal Workers Unioh.

There was open dissent in
August on the executive com-
mittee of the union when a
meagre 8 per cent wage rise
was agreed on for one year
for two million metal workers.

There were plenty of warn-
ings by local union branches
to the national executive
about growing unrest within
the steel factories. Yet the
union leaders were thinking
not in terms of their members’
interests but of the election
campaign of the Social Dem-
ocrats (SPD).

But when the strikes star-
ted, the union, for the same
reason,was quick to put itself
ahead of the movement and so
get it under control. By mutual
agreement the Union and the
Employers’ Federation dec-
ided to bring forward this
vear’'s wage talks, due at the
beginning of November., Within
a couple of days the new agr-
eement was signed: 11,2 per
cent wage rise and 3-4 days
more holiday.

‘Utopian’
demand

The Miners’ Union reacted
even quicker. When the first
strikes started the union bur-
eaucracy called the workers
‘irresponsible elements’ who
were acting against the
recognised union procedures.
The miners asked for a 1000
marks minimum wage, a dem-
and which was labelled
‘utopian” by union leader
Arendt but the agreement was
signed even more speedily
thanin the steel industry.

Within a few days what
had started as an unofficial
strike movement became an
official wage movement.One of
the most holy principles of
German industrial law, the
binding power of wage agree-
ments for an agreed period,
broke down.

Frightened union officials
and equally frightened empl-
oyvers of several industries
re-negotiated wages long
before old agreements expired.
The Public and Transport
Workers® Union went as far as

to make some strikes official.

CAPITALISM has nothing to
offer mankind but exploitat-
ion, crises and war. The

Socialist Worker

6 Cottons Gardens London E2
Tel: 01-739 1878 (editorial) 1870 (business)
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ruling classes of the world—a
tiny minority—subordinate the
needs of the vast majority to
the blind accumulation of
capital in the interests of
competitive survival.
Imperialism condemns two-
thirds of mankind to famine
and calls forth movements of
national liberation which
shake the -system and expose
its essential barbarism. The
constant and mounting prep-
arations for war and the
development of weapons of
mass destruction place the

‘survival of humanity itself in

the balance.

The increasing intensity
of international competition
between ever-larger units
drives the ruling classes to
new attacks on workers’
living standards and con-
ditions of work, to anti-trade
gnion and antisstrike laws.
All of these show capitalism
ih deepening crises from
which it can only hope to
escape at the cost of the
wosking class and by the

eadent organisations.
The oely aliernative

is
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STAND

a state of workers' councils
and workers' control of prod-
uction.

Only thus can the trans-
ition be ensured to a comm-
unist society in which the

unprecedented productive
forces thrown up by capital-
ism can be used to assure an
economy of abundance. Only
the working class, itself the
product of capitalism, has
the ability to transform
society in this way, and has
shown its ability to do so in
a series of
struggles unprecedented in
the history of all previous
exploited classes.

The working class gains
the experience necessary to
revolutionise society by

sscessardly represent the views of the paper

revolutionary

in the course of that struggle.

To overcome the uneven-
ness with which this exper-
ience is.gained, to draw and
preserve the lessons of past
struggles and transmit them
for the future, to fight against
the pressure of bourgeois
ideas in the working class,
and to bond the fragmentary
struggles against capitalism
into a conscious and coherent
offensive, a revolutionary
Marxist .party of socialist
militants is required, embrac-
ing the vanguard of the work-
ing class.

The struggle to build such
a party is only part of the
wider struggle to create a
World Revolutionary Socialist
International, independent of
all oppressors and exploiters
of the working class, whether
bureaucratic or bourgeois.

International Socialists
therefore fight for:

Opposition to all ruling-
class policies and organisat-
ions.

Workers' confrol ovel
production and a workers’
state.

Opposition to imperialism
and support for all movements
of national liberation.

Uncompromising opposit-

ion to all forms of racialism
and to all migration controls.

The reaction of the trade
unions was by no means
unified., In some of the first
steel works to strike (Hoesch)
Mannesmann and Rheinstahl)
shop stewards and even works
councils played an important
role on the side ofthe strikers.

Local branches of the
steel union, IG Metall, were
‘neutral’ between the strikers
and union headquarters. But
overall the union apparatus
reacted sharply against the
unofficial strikes.

This was even more so
with the Miners’ Union which
is probably the most bureauc-
ratic of the 17 industrial
unions in Germany. The whole
apparatus of the union came
out solidly against the strikers,

There was a sharp clash

union bureaucracy. That is
why the 10,000 workers of the
six coal mines around Dort-|
mund elected a strike comm-
ittee which ftried to spread
the strikes to other mines.

Bureaucrats’
guick reaction

They failed partly because
of bad communication and|
organisation of the strike
committee itself (it was, after
all, the first strike of its kind
for more than 40 years) and
partly because of the quick
reaction by the union bureauc-

between strikers and the

racy. At first the strikers

refused the new official union|
agreement but after a fewdays
the strike collapsed without
leading to any gains for the
strikers other than those made
by the union.

The Miners’ Union even
made sure that the strikers did
not get paid for the days lost.
In the miners’ strikes in the
Ruhr and Saar strong anti-
union feelings were expres-
sed. This happened much less
in the steel industry and the
transport and public workers’
strikes.

One of the best organised
sections of workers were the
dockers of Kiel where a strike
committee reported every
morning to a general assembly
of all dockers for over aweek.

Politicians of both major
parties reacted cautiously

A ‘semi-fascist’ state?

STEPHEN MARKS (18 Sep-
tember) wrote; ‘As Socialist
Worker has always pointed
out, it is British imperialism
which lies at the root of the
present crisis, by imposing
the partition of 1921, by erec-
ting a semi-fascist Orange
police state in the Six Coun-
ties which denied the oppres-
sed Catholics the most basic
rights and by keeping whole
areas of the Six Counties in
misery’.

Fascism is a mass move-
ment, based primarily on the

lower middle class, with
radical, even revolutionary
pretensions. It arises as a

'direct result of the growth of
revolutionary consciousness
and action among large num-
bers of the working class and
is capitalism’s final line of
defence against the revolut-
ion.

In order to carry out its
it must not only des-
troy what Trotsky called ‘the
strongholds and bases of
proletarian democracy’  butb
also the whole political struc-
ture and replace them by one
totally subordinate to ‘the mil-
itary organisation of the bour-
geoisie’ (Stalin).

There is only one fascist
movement in Ulster and that
is Paisley’s little band of]
brothers and it hasn’t seized
state power yet, The Unionist
Party is a bourgeois party
which holds power in the
interest of the Ulster ruling
class which is running
Ulster’s industry for the ben-
efit of the British ruling
class.

The only things that the
Ulster state has in common
with a fascist state are (a)the
same mode of production and
(b) the same class basis. As
for the idea of ‘semi-fascism’,
one might just as well believe
that women can be slightly
pregnant.

When is a capitalist state
not a police state? There has
been for some months a ten-
dency in Socialist Wotker to
make vague insinuationsabout
a ‘police state’ in Ulster.Now
there is nothing wrong with
insinuation except when it is

vague = and, worst of all,
incorrect. ‘
Ulster is not a fascist

state and no amount of mud
will turn it into one. It may

a woman ‘slightly

LETTERS

working class in Ulster is
hard, bitter and unrewarding,
but that does not mean it is a
fascist state. The Paisley-
ites may roam the streets
at night with little to fear
from the RUC or B-Specials,
but that does not mean it is a
fascist state either.

Litle pleases me more
than revolutionaries being
justly rude to the forces of
reaction. On the other hand
the attack tends to lose its
bite when it contains inacc-
uracies such as these. - PET-
ER GLATTER, Richmond, Su-
rrey.

Middle East
confusion

RACHEL MATGAMNA gn the
Middle East (18 September) is
wrong and also confused.

On the one hand she seems

to see the Arab struggle
against Israel as not just a
lever for an effective anti-
imperialist struggle in the
Middle East but as a substit-
ute for it in the present stage.
(The 'stages theory is made
explicit at the end of the
article: first ‘a multi-racial
Israel’, then an alliance ‘with
the masses of the Middle East
to combat imperialism and
develop the whole area’.},
. The reason for this is that,
she has illusions in the so-
called ‘progressive’ Arab
regimes, believing that they
do still take up the national
struggle of the Arabs against
imperialism.

This is not true. They join
rather in the racialist call for
‘Holy War’' against Israel —
although even this, at the
present time, they do not
carry out. Rachel Matgamna
covers up this embarrassing
fact with the remark: ‘We are
not the racialists the Zionists
are and neither are the Arab
guerrillas.’

The question is, are the
‘progressive’ Arab leaders
racialists and if they are,then
do their posturings represent

well be true that life for the

any progressive form even of

nationalism? If their postur-
ings are in fact reactionary,
then is it not the case that
these regimes are not simply
‘bad and inefficient' in their
prosecution of the national
struggle but completely and
utterly incapable of leading
the struggle for national
liberation at the present time ?

These points not only seem
to implicate us in the racial-
ist rantings of the .Arab
leaders; they completely miss
the main point about the
present phase in the Middle
East,as opposed to the period
when Nasser did act to some
extent against western imper-
ialism. This is well put in
Tony CIliff's IS pamphlet of
1967:

‘The potential strength of
the anti-imperialist move ment
lies  in the mass of workers
and peasants. The targets
should be the oil fields, the
0il pipe lines and refineries.
The peasants should carry
out revolutionary land reform,
thus creating a base for
guerrilla war.

‘Nasser’s military confron-
tation with Israel is exactly
the opposite of the policy and
tactics of the NLF (in Viet-
nam). Israel being modern and
privileged is - an even stronger
bastion of imperialism than
Saigon. Further, an anti-
Israel campaign quite easily
degenerates into a ‘Jehad'
(holy war), in which the most
reactionary regimes save them-
selves by channelling the
struggle into racial channels.’
(The Struggle in the Middle
East, page 4.

To separate the social
sgruggie dfrom g;zz]]e lnt?.tiona.l
struggle dooms the latter; to
separate the national struggle
against Israel dooms the anti-
Israel struggle.Although none
of the Arab guerrillas may be
racialists, those sections
which do not base themselves
on a social programme in the
Arab countries avoid the
main problem.

. Nasser’s bonapartist reg-
ime has not even the fighting
capacity of Ho Chi Minh’s
state capitalism to mobilise
the resources effectively for
the national struggle against
western imperialism and
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Trade unionisis
took an active
part in the
campaign
against the

Picture shows
Communist and

Social Democratic
trade unionists
protesting

against fascism

in the

mining town

of Remscheid

left-wing Social Democrats
and Communists played alead-
ing part on strike committees
or shop stewards’ committees

which acted as strike comm-
ittees.

The great majority of the
strikers — although conscious
about the highly political
timing of their strikes — reac-
ted shamply against any att-

empts by Left-wing groups|

and organisations to radical-
ise and politicise the strikes
from outside.

But in spite of its limit-
ations, the strike movement
marks a giant step forward for
the once powerful German
labour movement that was
ruthlessly crushed by the
Nazis in the 1930s.

they were true. I do not know
what is produced inside Arab
countries, except through the
rather unreliable medium of
the Jewish press, but Fidel
Castro has felt it necessary

‘| to condemn certain material

in Egypt.

The struggle againstisrael
is to be carried out by Israeli
socialists, The anti-Israel
campaign in ‘Arab countries
(and the anti-Arab campaign
in Israel) are, like all -foms
of nationalism and racialism,
attempts to distract the people
of these countries from their
‘true enemies,their own mlers.

Those who support these
campaigns are playing the
game ofreaction.l do not sup-
port the Palestine guerrillas
because they are concemed
with a comparative trifle
compared to the massive
task of the liberation of
the Arab masses, of which we
hear not a thing from the
Palestine Solidarity Campaign

I do not support the Arabs
who hi-jack Israeli airliners
but leave the organisations
of the Arab reactionarnes
alone, anymore than I support
those who sit in Britain att-
acking Russia but defend
British capitalism. Perhaps
what we need is a campaign
under the slogan ‘Neither Tel
Aviv nor Cairo, but intemat-
ional socialism’. - PHIL
McSHANE, Glasgow, C4.

Bureaucracy, restrictive
practices and fixed
prices: how the telly
Tories make their profits

LATE IN 1951, just after
the general election which
put the Conservatives into
power, a young public rel-
ations man called Mark
Chapman Walker applied

for a job in the Labour
Party press department at
Transport House.

There was nn room for
him there, so he applied to
Lord Woolton, head of the
Conservative Party organ-
isation, and was taken on.

Before long, Chapman
Walker had changed the entire
Tory ‘image’. Popular Pic-
torial, the magazine present-

ing the Tory case, had a new.

bathing beauty on its cover
every week. In 1957, Woolton
described Chapman Walker as
‘the greatest political
propagandist in the country’.

Chapman Walker was not
only a propagandist. He was
a practical man who liked to
get things done.

One of the things which
had struck him most forcibly
in America was the amountiof
money which people could
make out of commercial broad-
casting, It was, he noticed,
the most effective way of
popularising goods to the
working class. Advertising
revenue flowed in incessantly.

Chapman Walker’s ambition
from the moment he entered
Conservative Central Office
was to see such a sysiem
flourishing in Britain — esp-
ecially in television,which,
he reckonad would soon be
infinitely more popular than
radio.

HOWLING

In this aim he had many
allies, especially on the back
bench of the Conservative
Party where several honour-
able gentlemen, tired of six
years in opposition, were
howling for a pay-off.

By July 1953 he had-formed
the Popular Television Ass-
ociati on,whose President was
Lord Derby. Othermembers of
the committee were John
Rodgers, Tory MP for Seven-
oaks and Captain L P S Orr,
Ulster Unionist MP for South
Down, who was also a direc-
tor of Pye Ltd. — a firm not
unconnected with the broad-
casting business.

By the following year, the
government collapsed before
the massed might of commer-
cial interest on its own back
benches and in its own Cen-
tral Office.

The Commercial Televis-
ion Bill gave the lobbyists
nearly everything they wanted,
but it also .set up an Indepen=-
dent Television Authority to
control the use of advertising
and to act as arbiter over the
quality of programmes. The
Authority also kept the power
to remove the franchise from
a licence-holder and to change

the licence-holders every
seven years.
Almost immediately the

ITA started to farm out the
contracts. Scottish television
went to a company owned by
Lord Thomson who was so
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startled at STV’s fantastic
profits that he described it as
‘a licence to print money’.

The victorious company in
in Wales was Television West
and Wales, whose chaiman
was Lord Derby. The manag-
ing director of TWW was Mark
Chapman Walker. Today,as a
director of British Lion
Films and with at least 10
other directorships, Chapman
Walker is one of the richest
men in England.

For 10 years and more the
independent television men
who landed the franchises for
transmitting commercial tel-
evision in the different areas
minted money without inter=
ference from the ITA. £1 inv-
ested in TWW in 1957 render-
ed £144 10 years later. In its
first eight years Scottish
Television made some £8m in
profit.

CARVED

The most successful of all
the commereial televisionmen
was Lew Grade of Associated
Television who carved him-
self a licence to print mill-
ions in the Midlands, and was
duly knighted for public ser-
vice. Sidney Bernstein,the
formidable ‘socialist’ mill-
ionaire was a close runner-up
with Granada.

The programmes of such
companies ‘started by appeal-

ing to the lowest common den--

ominator and steadily deter-
iorated. This had an electric
effect on the BBC.

The men interested in pro-
grammes were replaced at the
top by men interested in rat-
ings. The ‘purge’ in 1965 of
Donald Baverstock and Alas-
dair Milne from the top
echelons of the BBC marked
the final triumph of ‘the rat-
ings’ over programme content.

In 1967, the ITA made ifs
first and only attempt to
‘interfere’. In that year the:
contracts for the franchises
came up again, and two new
ones were created, one in
Yorkshire,the other in London
at weekends..

DYNAMIC

The ITA showed its teeth
by kicking Derby and Chap-
‘man Walker out of Wales and
giving the franchise to a Tory
peer Lord Harlech.The Lon-
don Weekend contract went to
another Tory, Aidan Crawley,
whose main supporter was the
standard bearer of the fashion-
able  ‘radical,classless dyn-
amic image’, David Frost.

The other major contribut-
ion of the ITA in 1967 was to
insist that major newspapers
should ‘have a stake’ in com-
mercial television. Thus the
two major shareholdersinT.ew
Grade’s ATV are Beaver-
brook Newspapers (Express,
Evening Standard with
2,070,000 shares) and the In=-
ternationd]l Publishing Corp-

Joration (Mirror. Sun. People)

(with 7,932,008 shares).

The Dally Telegtaph, the
Observer and the New States-
man had substantial share-
holdings in London Weekend.

All in all,the carve-up was:
so arranged as to preclude!
any possibility of editorial
criticism of independent tel-
evision by the major news-
paper combines.

The architect of this jam-
boree, Lord Hill, yet-another
Tory Peer, who was then
chairman of the ITA, was
rewarded for his services by
being appointed chairman of
the. BBC Board of Governors
by the Labour government, in
which capacity he has pres-
ided over a further collapse.

in the BBC’'s broadcasting
standards.

Still the money men were
not happy. When the resulis
for the first year’s trading
of the new companies became
known, it was clear that only
Lew Grade had made as much
money as he had expected
Harlech and London Weekend
were down to a mere £1m prof-
it in one year.

The losses at London
Weekend were at least partly
due to the high fees charged
for artists and performances
by a group of companies
called Paradine, which is the
second name of David Frost.

‘I'ne  dynamic, classless
Frost, who, with his mother
owns all the shares in Par-
adine, had hired out artists
contracted to Paradine to his
own television company, Lon-
don Weekend.

David Paradine Prodnet
ions showed a profit of £3,164
in 1967, the year before the
new contracts were announ-
ced. In 1968 the profits rose
to £17,201. If London Week-
end had .not made as much
money .as the industrialists
(notably Arnold Weinstock)on
its board had hoped, David
Frost could not' complain-

Now London Weekend have
sacked their managing direc-
tor, Michael Peacock, for-
merly Controller of Program-
mes on BBC1. Peacock had
dithered and prevaricated for
two years at the behest of
the money men. Now he was
offered to them as a sacrifice.

From now on there will be
no dithering,no prevarication—
simply a helter-skelter stam-
pede in the direction of less
overheads, less talent, less
originality, less comment,
less criticism, less indepen-
dence — and more profit.

The resignation, of six
programme heads now makes

a lie of every promise and

. . FROST: ‘classless’ but profitable

every assertion about ‘quality
programmes’ made _by the
successful Frost- Crawley
consortium to the ITA two
years ago.

The press and televigion
which have spentso much
time and space recently
hounding groups of workers
for ‘going back’ on agree-
ments and ‘breaking con-
tracts’ are now united in
defence, of one of the most
blatant and MONSLIoOus
breaches of promise conduct=
ed even by private entemrise.

SINISTER

The arguments for commer=-
cial television as outlined by
Chapman Walker and his
friends in 1953 were that it
would ‘break the monopoly’
and ‘end the restrictive
practices’ of the BBC. Now,
however, a new and more sin-1
ister monopoly has emerged
in broadcasting — the monop-
oly of the advertising agency.

The supposed - bogies
of what the capitalist press
calls ‘socialism” — bureauc-
racy, Trestrictive practices,
fixed prices ~ are now allow-
ed to run riot in television,

both at the BRC and in-the

commercial stations. The
workers in these indusfries
are ignored, the viewers
patronised . and exploited.
Neither are even consulted.

Fortunately for the [irst
time in the post-war history
of British communications,
there are signs that the work-
ers in these industries are
fighting back. Inspired by
the militancy of radio and
television workers (technic-
ians and journalists) in the
May events in France last
year and during and after the
invasion of Czechoslovakia,
the workers are beginning to
form organisations of counter-
attack.

Such an organisation is
the Free Communications
Group*, whose journal Open
Secret has already started on
the long and arduous task d
exposing the hypocrisies of
the Grades, the Bernsteins
and the David Frosts.

Control over communicat-
ions and the feeding of pap
to the masses is one of the
strongest weapons in the
capitalist armoury. The FCG
and the men and women
around it deserve the support
of socialists everywhere.

* 20 Greek Street London W 1.
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