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e [ORIES ATTACK HITS

PAY AND

GHILDRENS
HEALTH

THE GOVERNMENT is out to cut the living standards of the
ordinary people of this country. No other interpretation is possible
of the miserable 9 per cent wage increase that has been awarded to
the postal workers.

The 230,000 postal workers will find themselves with nothing like the
money they need to keep up with price rises of 10 per cent a year by the
time they have paid back a third of their increase in taxes to the government.
They will be forced to cut back on their spending. And not just on those
little luxuries that make life bearable after long hours of work, but on basic
necessities as well.

What applies to the postal workers applies to millions of other workers
who have been refused adequate wage. increases. It also applies to the
816,000 whom the government have condemned to the dole queues. All are
having to watch every penny as prices, rents, health and welfare charges shoot
up. '

Striking evidence of what this means came to light this week. Since school
meal charges went up by a third a fortnight ago, half a million children have
been forced to stop taking them. In working-class areas like the East End of
London, up to a third of parents feel they cannot afford to pay the increased

sums. On the other hand, in a middle-class area like Dulwich the figure is less
than 10 per cent.

For 30 years, the old diseases associated with malnutrition were virtually
Py o, non-existent in this country. Experts have said that the major cause of the

e L% < - | - change was free school milk and cheap school meals.

Now both are being done away
with. No wonder complaints like
rickets are once more on the increase

writ,
du Cann?

by the Editor

MR EDWARD DU CANN, former
Tory Party chairman, MP for Taun-
ton and chairman of merchant bank-
ers Keyser Ulman, told the London
Evening News last Friday that it was
‘scurrilous nonsense and rubbish’ for
Socialist Worker to claim that he
should have warned Vehicle and Gen- |
eral policyholders of the impending
crash of the insurance firnr. |

Keyser Ulman were bankers to
V&G. Paul Foot wrote last week that
the bankers sold all their shares in
V&G five months before the collapse
but continued to advise the firm on
financial matters.

He added: ‘In other words, the
bank knew that V&G was going bust |
and promptly sold all its shares at a
good price. Meanwhile they contin-
ued to act as financial advisersto V&G
without murmuring so much as a.
word of warning to policyholders or
anyone else.’

No obligation

Mr du Cann told the Evening
lbews! "GI course there was no obli-
gation to warn policyholders. If I
decide to change my brokers or | g )
change my shares I do not have to L.y
stand up on a box and shout it to 2
everyone.

"There isno reason to suppose that
Keyser Ulman had any special know-
ledge of this company. This sort of
thing is the responsibility of the
Board of Trade or the British Insur-
ance Association.

‘The Association is always advis-
ing that you can take out policies
with their members quite safely.
They are the people who assume a
public responsibility.’

Here is an interesting insight into |
the "business ethics’ of a leading Tory
big businessman. As chairman of a
company advising V&G, he denies
any responsibility to warn 800,000

policyholders of its impending coll- X
apse—a fact known throughout the Unlted May
City months before it happened.

o —

| BB e eaae - e Gﬁg ’ in working-class districts.
- S LMDINEWL TS s ofee—O8N E| sl y The policy of the present govern-
Wry smile Day ma rCh CRETMON T Y 51 & ment is deliberately tI::- cut bick on
And the 800,000 drivers who lost Fid) L 4 CPADEM . . AR e many of the gains working people
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the profits of those who own the
: industry of this country.

Vital It is also important to remember
reading that all the present government’s
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- Mr du Cann went on to say’ ‘One lﬂln

begins to wonder if one should L .

mention the article to one’s solicitor e ol t 0 es

—or to the company’s solicitors.’ r v u I narl
Does one? Let’s see your writ.

Mr du Cann. in France

But on one important point, we ;
must apologise, if not grovel, to the| MAY DAY 1971 marked an important
success for revolutionary socialists in

Tur}' MP',HE dEf‘H.t'::d the clalrp that he France. After the CGT (Communist Party-
Is one of the ‘richest men’ on the sponsored trade unions) had refused to

Tory .IJEPCHES- Aty 2 allow the revolutionary groups to partici-
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The harsh lessons
of arbitration

THE RESULT of the committee of inquiry into the postal
workers’ pay claim, due to be published this week, is expected
to recommend only a 9 per cent rise. This will mean that post
office workers can look forward to a substantial drop in their
living standards in the next few months. Maost of them will pay
back a third of that 9 per cent in tax. Yet prices in the shops are
rising at 10 per cent a year.

The pay award should offer clear and decisive proof that arbitration is
not some ‘fair’ and ‘impartial’ way of deciding the issues between labour
and capital. Normally, the arbitrators judge what they consider the
minimal award to workers will be that will not lead to further industrial
action by workers or inflame class passions to such an extent as o make it
difficult for right-wing trade union leaders to control their members.

In the postal workers’ case, the arbitration was agreed to only on
condition that the strike was called off. The union leaders accepted that
condition. The arbitrators have estimated that the unions’ members are
not in a sufficiently confident mood to restart the strike and therefore
have little industrial power. Consequently they will offer the workers so
little that their real buying power will be reduced.

Yet the postal workers could have won. After seven weeks of strike
action they were as solid as at the beginning. True, the telephone system
was operating in a virtually unimpeded manner. True, too, that the Post
Office was even making a profit on the strike, since it loses money on
letters and makes money on phone calls. But the profits of big business
were being hit.

If the postal workers had lasted out a few weeks longer, there can be
little doubt that powerful groups like the engineering employers would
have been begging the government to end the strike by permitting an’
improved wage offer. _

Instead, the union executive called the strike off. They found that
their hardship fund was short of the £100,000 a week needed to sustain
those strikers without any other source of money. Other trade union
leaders were appealed to. But even the so-called ‘'militant’ leaders like
Scanlon and Jones refused to give—rather than loan—money to aid the
strikers. Despite the huge sums in their own union coffers, they sat back
and left the postal workers at the mercy of the Tories. They feared a UPW
victory that would have encouraged hundreds of thousands of their own
members to push for improved wages.

Even at this stage the defeat could have been averted. The UPW
leaders could have appealed over the heads of the official leaders to the
rank and file who were fully in sympathy with the strikers. But Tom
Jackson and his executive preferred to trust to the tender mercies of the
government rather than to such an appeal. Ordinary postmen will now
have to pay the price of that decision.

All sections of workers must learn the lessons of tH¥ postal workers’
disrute if the same bitter experience is not to be repeated elsewhere. A
real fight against the Tories’ attacks on working people demands the
creation of rank and file bodies in each industry and union that must push
for united and militant opposition to the government’s attacks.

THE QUEEN'S MAN

LEFT-WING MILITANTS are often asked why they reject the idea that
socialism can be achieved through the ballot box. It is suggested that if
only we were to stand for parliament and convince enough people of our
ideas then we would be able to use the existing governmental machine to
‘peacefully’ transform society, It is also implied that when we call for
direct action or for a general strike we are being ‘undemocratic’.

Peaple who raise such questions would be well advised to look at some
narts of Harold Wilson's memaoirs currently being serialised in the Sunday
Times. In one or two passages Wilson inadvertently points to how power
is really exercised in Britain. The Labour government of 1964 was elected
to power on a programme that was far from radical. It had made vague
commitments to improve welfare services but its chief stress had been on
the need to make industry more efficient.

Hardly had the government taken office than there was a balance of
payments crisis. Wilson describes what followed. ‘We had now reached the
situation where a newly elected government with a mandate from the
people was being told . . . by international speculators that the policy on
which we had fought the election could not be implemented: that the
government was to be forced into the adoption of Tory policies to which it
was fundamentally opposed . . . The Queen’s First Minister was being asked
to ring down the curtain on parliamentary democracy by accepting the
doctrine that an election in Britain was a farce, that the British people
could not make a choice between policies . . .’ ;

Now Wilson could hardly tell the whole story of what happened and
continue to pretend that Labour offers a real alternative to the present
state of affairs. So he covers up on a couple of points. Firstly, that the
‘speculators’ were not actually strange foreigners but by and large British
big businessmen trying to make a quick profit. And secondly, that despite
all his own brave talk, he gave into their demands and did follow policies
that prepared the way for those of the present governments.

The lesson is clear: merely controlling a parliamentary majority does
not provide any basis for introducing change to British society, however
meagre. For while parliamentarians argue and debate, those with real
economic power use it to strengthen their position.

What applied in 1964 still applies today. Big businessmen force the
government to do what they want not by waiting to see who wins
elections, but by using their direct, economic power to the full. They will
continue to get their way until the working class uses its power in the same
way. Until a massive movement prepared to do this is built up the sorry
spectacle of the last Labour government can only be repeated.
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LEFT IN SPAIN

SW Correspondent

THE BASQUE militants senten-
ced to death last December were
saved by the massive demon-
strations, general strike and sup-
porting action in the rest of
Spain and abroad. The Spanish
government thought it wise to
retreat.

But since then nothing is heard of
the situation in the Basque country.
The story has faded from the press
headlines, while the repression of the
nationalist and workers’ movement
has been intensified.

The left raised its head during the

campaign against the executions and
the police have taken advantage of

- this to systematically arrest and tor-

ture militants in one sector after
another. The banks, factories, coll-
eges and left nationalist groups have
all had thorough police investigation.

The police admit to somé 60 arrests in
the Basque province of Guipuzcoa alone,
but that figure accounts only for those who
will be brought to trial. Hundreds have
been arrested and kept at police stations
for ‘questioning’ for weeks, without the
right to see a lawyer.

Undisturbed

Two people have been held for more
than a month. One of them was still in the
hands of the police at the end of April.

Now that world attention is no.longer
focussed on the Basque country, the police
can carry out the repression undisturbed by
bad publicity.

he victims have been mainly members
and sympathisers of the Communist Party,
the ETA and other left groups. The CP is
the largest of these groups. During the
ETA trial they played the leading part in
mounting protests both in the Basque
country and in other parts of Spain.

The ETA was unable to do this. Its
nature as a secret guerrilla organisation
means that it cannot organise mass activi-
ties.

The differences inside the ETA between

FRANCO: no rallies in Basque territory

the left wing, which has friendly relations
with the Communist Party and the nation-
alist tendency which wants a front of all
Basques,irrespective of social class, prevent
it from being a strong force.

The contradictory nature of the ETA’s
politics are not clear to most pen[;le.
Actions such as the robbery of a Bilbao
bank in aid of the families of strikers are
highly popular. Most non-Basque workers
took part in the strikes and demonstrations
duging the trial of the ETA militants last
December, while in Bilbao, the largest
Basque town, anly about 4000 very bour-
geois demonstrators turned up for the
stage-managed pro-Franco rally. No such
rallies could be Ee[d in the smaller towns.

Events in the rest of Spain have had
even less publicity, but the repression con-
tinues. In Seville, 100 people were arrested
in a drive against the Communist Party’s
leaders in the factories, districts ahd uni-
versity.

The repression is not confined to just
members of political groups. The prose-
cution is demanding seven years' imprison-
ment for workers charged with belonging to
the Workers’ Commissions. Their crime
was trying to form links between the
Orbegozo and Irimo factories in the Basque
town of Zumarraga to agree on a commen
policy, mainly on matters of safety of
work. Orbegozo had a long strike last year,
partly as a protest against the factory’s bad
aceident record.

The Communist Party’s strength is
increasing. The Earty’i strategy is for a
"Pact for Liberty’—a popular front of all
progressive elements including the liberal
wing of the ruling class—that would cam-

paign for a return to a parliamentary, non--

monopoly regime.

The trouble is that no elements of this
vaguely-defined and perhaps non-existent
body are prepared to act. The party has to
carry the weight of the popular front with-
out the help of respectable allies.

A strategic result of the popular front
is that the militants have to come out into
the open. Carrillo, the Communist Party
leader, has said that the movement must
abandon ‘sectarian isolation and caution’.

Workers are urged to run as left candid-
ates for the posts of workers’ representat-
ives in the official syndicates—government-
run 'unions’. At the lowest level of the
syndicates, shop stewards are democratic-
ally elected.

In the past many militants have been
elected but when there is a strike they are
deposed by the nan-elected bureaucrats
and replaced by stooges,

Elections for the syndicates will be
held in mid-May and this has revived the
controversy as to what attitude the Span-

. ish left should take to them, The dispute

has persisted since the 1950s, when some’
groups began to move away from a position
of boycott that the entire left had held
since the syndicates were set up in 1939
and the workers’ own organisations
suppressed. |

he correct strategy is not easy to wark
out. Concentration on winning syndicate
posts might encourage a playing down of
the workers' own illegal groups. An inter-
esting variant was put fﬂrwanf by the dele-
gates from Pamplona at the last congress
of the Workers" Commissions. They pro-
posed that the workers in each factory
should choose their own representatives
and communicate this choice to the man-
agement, while boycotting the official
ballot.

But the main faction in the Commiss-
ions (the Communist Party) have launched
a more thoroughgoing campaign on the
syndicate elections than ever before. This
strategy has two main dangers,

If there is an intensified repression the
militants are visible to the police. If the
regime allows a degree of liberalisation
there is a danger of the militants being co-
opted into helping administer the system.

GENERAL Franco attended the Syn-
dicate rally on 1 May where a Russian
folklore group performed. The police
ensured that ‘uiltra-left elements’ did
not disrupt this triumph of peaceful
co-existence.

‘Danish strikers defy the law

LAST WINTER a strike at the meat
firm of Schaub and Co in Nyborg,
Denmark, was defeated after 15 days
and one-third of the workforce lost
their jobs. Because of the dubious
role of the union leaders and the
labour court during the strike a new
arqanisatiun has been set up, Workers’'
Solidarity,that will help workers who
have been fined by the labour court
or who are on strike or unemployed.

The strike, one of the longest ‘illegal’
strikes in Denmark for many years, started
over the sacking of four militants, two of
whom were responsible for organising a
ballot among their workmates that deman-
ded the removal of a particularly obnox-
ious foreman.

The fact that the firm had refused to
pay holiday money and that they had
fired workers without any pretence at
negotiations meant that Schaub had bro-
ken two of the main points in a collective
agreement, But under Danish labour laws,
workers can only legally stop work over
wage questions and the strikers agreed to
keep the holiday pay as the main issue and
stay within the law.

Union officials quickly settled the holi-

day pay dispute, with the firm paying up-

and admitting it had broken the collective
agreement, But it refused to take back the
four militants and the strike continued.

It was immediately declared ‘illegal’ by
the men’s union and the LO (TUC) and
brought before the labour court, which
told the strikers to return to work right
away or be fined. The strikers offered to
g0 back as soon as their four comrades
were reinstated. The firm refused, the
strike went on and the workers were fined
£55 each.

Then Schaub issued a list with the
names of 43 workers who could start
work again if they wished and 22 others
who were not wanted. The news that the

men’s union would do nothing to get them,

all reinstated fm the 43 no choice but to

start work again without their comrades.
The 22 issued a leaflet explaining that

the firm had provoked a strike to remove

the most active workers,introduce work-
study and get rid of a large surplus of meat,
At the same time BSchaub had saved
140,000 kroner in wages and would
receive 60,000 kroner in fines from the
workers.

Since then the 22 have continued to
bring their case to the attention of other
workers, campaigning against the labour
court, against the bureaucratic structure of
the unions and for rank and file control
and the right to strike, By refusingl to let
the matter dmip, they have forced the firm
to give up its right to collect the fines.

he newspaper Information, comment-
ifrig on the consequences of the strike, said,
"The Schaub strike demonsirated the impo-
tence the unions have forced upon their
members by their acceptance of all these
legal straitjackets. In reality it has become
impossible for Dapish workers to legally
use the only effective weapon they have,
the strike, in their struggles agpinst the
employers.’

Already Workers' Solidarity is helng
investigated by the Justice Ministry an
the police, One reason given is that it is
illegal in Denmark to make collections
without a permit from the ministry, and
Workers’ Solidarity has been refused a
permit.

The government is trying to ban coll-
ections for the Schaub fund and is also
trying to prove that Workers' Solidarity is
illegal. The result has been considerable
publicity for its aims among workers.

The last few years have seen a sharpen-
ing of the class struggle in all the Scandin-
avian ‘welfare states’. The number of strikes
i8_higher than for many years and groups
of workers opposed to the class collabor-
ationist uniop leaders are forming and
campaigning for the right to strike and an
end to the anti-union labour court.

The government's effort to ban Work-
ers’ Solidarity shows how scared they are
that control will pass out . of the hands of
the union officials and into the workers'.

Sour grapes and Mr Jacks

ACCORDING to A L Parson's letter (1
May) the International Socialists’ criti-
cisms of the Communist Party are ‘sour
grapes’. He says that we were wrong in
attacking Communist Party member Sid
Harraway's description of the Ford strike
settiement as a victory.

To have called it a defeat, he says,
would have been bad for morale. But the
alternative to calling it a defeat is not to
call it a victory,

| wander if Mr Parsons considers the
following ‘sour grapes’'? Two months ago
Southampton students banned the Con-
servative Association from the use of the
Students’ Union at the university. Last
week the Tories attempted to reverse the
decision.

Speaking for them was no less than
Mr Digby Jacks, president-elect of the
National Union of Students and Commu-
nist Party member. He argued that in ban-
ning the Tories we opened the door to
attacks on education. -

He doesn't seem to realise that the

Tory government has already been attack-
ing education through incrsased prices for
school milk gnd meals.He argued that if we
were good we might not be attacked|

On free speech, Mr Jacks accepted that
the Tories were attacking it through the
Immigration and Industrial Relations Bill,
but he thought they were doing it ‘'uncon-
sciously’. According to him, socialists
should never deny free speech even to
fascists

On these and other issues, Mr Jacks was
guestioned and exposed. Despite strong
Tory sypport, his recommendations were
rejected by a mass union meeting. Most
students now consider him a fake left and
an apportunist,

If a mass revolutionary party is te be
built in Britain, the Communist Party will
have an important role to play. However,
leading members like Mr Jacks should make
it clear which side they are on, Last week
he was on the Tory side. We want leader-
ship, Mr Jacks, but against the Tories, not
for them.—JIM RAFTERY, Sauthampton,
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IN 1941, Kent miners at Bettes-
hanger colliery,grumbling about
the poor wages they got when
working difficult seams, went
on strike. As a result, they
were prosecuted. The Canter-
bury court gave three union
officials prison sentences, a
thousand others received fines.

Far from cowering the men into
submission, these sentences only
made them more obdurate, determ-
ired ot o go down the pit again
until their grievances were dealt with
and their brother miners released
from jail.

Faced with such a display of det-
ermination—as well as the prospect of
sympathy strikes at other collieries—
the authorities capitulated.
released the men from prison and
never collected the fines.

The Betteshanger miners’ victory
is probably the best known, .and
most frequently cited instance of the
struggle against anti-labour laws dur-
ing the last world war. But it is
important to realise it reveals only
one side of the picture. In many
instances the anti-labour laws did
work. The government frequently
succeeded in inflicting savage blows
on trade unionists.

Dangerous conditions

109 men at Cortonwood colliery, Nott- ,

ingham, were fined, with the alternative of
amonth’s imprisonment, when they struck
against a wage reduction. At Valleyfield
colliery in Fife, 30 men received similar
treatment for refusing to work in con-
ditions which, they claimed. were unnec-
essarily dangerous.

In South Wales miners were fined for
bad time-keeping caused by buses being
late.

By January 1943, the New Leader,
paper of the Independent Labour Party,
reported that ‘3000 have been prosecuted
and nearly 250 imprisoned under the
Essential Works Orders and other orders.’

Ernest Bevin, the war-time Minister of

Labour,has been described as ‘a dictator of

labour’. He possessed an impressive arm-
oury to use against workers. There were a
total of 868 emergency orders, written in
obscure language, that gave him virtually
unlimited power.

But the crucial question was not what
was written down on paper. It was the
class relationship of forces. Where organi-
sation was weak or union officials bent.
then Ernest Bevin used the law to control,
bully, dictate.

But where the organisation was strong,
he could not hammer the workers. In such
a contest, it was Bevin himself, rather than
the militants, who was likely to end up
with a bloody nose.

The best instance of this happening
was not Betteshanger, but in the Lanark-
shire coalfield in October 1943. When
five men were jailed for failing to pay

They-

BEVIN: ‘dictator of labour’

fines imposed under the Essential Work
Order, 4500 colliers downed tools.

The authorities retaliated by escalating
the struggle: 16 more men from another
Lanarkshire colliery were flung into prison
and many others were threatened . with
military call-up.

For the Lanarkshire miners, this was
the last straw. The whole coalfield came
out—and remained out—until every man
was released.

But the coal industry did not have a
monopoly of industrial unrest. It spread
to other sections of the economy. Wages
were failing to keep pace with prices.

Profits of the arms manufacturers—‘the
merchants of death’—continued to rise as
the soldiers fell on the battlefields. People
were becoming war-weary. Some were
even starting to realise that the war was not
being fought for them, but in the interests
of the capitalist class. :

In these circumstances, with growing
disenchantment among the workers, the
government’s anti-labour laws were power-
less to stop an increasing number of
strikes. Working days lost through indus-
trial disputes, which were 940.000 in 1940
had doubled by 1942 and doubled again,
to 3,710,000 days, in 1944. This occurred
despite the fact that the state had resorted
to more and more repressive measures,

Unholy trinity

Socialist Appeal in February 1945 gave

the following statistics: ‘Since the out-

break of the war, 23,517 workers have
been prosecuted under anti-labour legis-
lation. But not one boss has gone to
prison under these same laws. The few who
were found guilty received only nominal
fines; while 1807 workers have gone to
prison.’

An unholy trinity—the Tory-Labour
coalition government,employers and union
bureaucracy —combined to make an on-
slaught on the working class. They wanted
to peg wages, speed up production,destroy
militancy.

This was not merely the programme of
right-wing union leaders,like Deakin,l aw-
ther and Williamson—the Communist Party
was equally fervently in favour.

At the Communist Party congress in
May 1942, general secretary Harry Pollitt

Special feature by RAYMOND CHALLINOR

honoured blacklegging: ‘I salute our com-
rade, a docker from Hull. When the rest of
the dockers struck work, he fought against
it ... What courage, what a sacred spirit of
real class consciousness to walk on the
ship’s gangway and resume his job.’ '

Six months later, the Daily Worker

-campaigned in defence of scabs’ rights: it

said Tyneside engineers ‘victimised’ men
who remained at work during a strike by
dismissing them from their posts as shop
stewards. The paper called on the Engin-
eering Union to reinstate them.

In March 1943, Abe Moffat, the Scott-
ish miners’ leader spoke to men at Bowhill
colliery and asked them to accept a wage
reduction. He ‘praised tihe Red Army and
also Carlow Reid, the Fife Coal Company’s
managing director.’

Union leaders, whether they were right-
wingers or ‘communists’, found they had
growing difficulty in keeping workers
under control. Rank and file organisations
were springing up, challenging their auth-
ority,

Councils of Action were being formed
up and down the country, and a Militant
Workers® Federation, based on Glasgow,
sought to co-ordinate activity. The union
leaders, under such tremendous pressure
from their own members, were among the
most strenuous advocates of further rep-
ressive legislation.

Smear campaign

Ernest Bevin obliged and introduced

Defence Regulation 1 AA. The effect of

this was to make any expression of sym-
pathy for workers on strike punishable by
five years’ imprisonment or a £500 fine.
Parliament . passed 1 AA while the
country was in the midst of a strike wave.
10,000 engineers who worked for Vickers-
Armstrong at Barrow came out for more

money. They were receiving £3 12s 6d for

a 47-hour week.

- Then 130,000 miners in Lancashire,
Cheshire, Staffordshire and South Wales
struck. This was followed by a dispute,
which started on Tyneside,involving 10,000
apprentices.

The capitalist press reported these
strikes in an hysterical way. Newspapers
used the reds-under-the-beds technique:the
strikes were due to ‘subversive elements’
and ‘hidden-handed agitators’. When four
revolutionary socialists were arrested, this
event was reported with glee and the press
redoubled its smear campaign.

After being kept in prison without
trial for 42 days, the four were charged
under the Trades Dispute Act, 1927, with
conspiring in furtherance of an illegal
strike. This was a legal precedent—the
only prosecution ever made under the
1927 Act—and it resulted in them all being
found guilty.

Roy Tearse and Heaton Lee were sen-

tenced to a year’s imprisonment, Jock

Haston to six months and Ann Keene to
13 days.

The sentences aroused widespread pro-
tests from the broad left. A defence com-
mittee was set up under the chairmanship
of that old Clydeside rebel, Jimmy Maxton
who issued a challenge to the government:

'l say this to Ernest Bevin and to the
Prime Minister: If they really believe the
ILP and Trotskyists are associating together
in a plot to stir up industrial trouble,don’t
let them go after the boys. I am the parli-

amentary leader of the ILP. Let them haul
me into the courts.’

More important than parliamentary
protests was the effect of the prosecution
on the shop floor. Over the years, the Trot-
skyists had conducted careful and system-
atic industrial work.

When the sentences were announced,it
merely served to arouse more sympathy

and support. Far from isolating them, it

gave them fresh contacts.

Even in the army, where you would
expect the government might be able to
whip up patriotic feelings against the
Trotskyists, the move misfired. A petition,
signed by 82 soldiers in the Royal Engin-
eers, was sent to the Home Secretary
protesting at the way the Trotskyists were
being treated.

And, more significant, soldiers in the
Eighth Army debated the issue and a
motion that strikesin wartime should be
declared illegal was defeated. The debate
was reported in their. own paper, the
Eighth Army News, under the heading:
‘RIGHT TO STRIKE IS PART OF THE
FREEDOM WE FIGHT FOR’.

Two months later, when the case of the
four Trotskyists came before the Court of
Criminal Appeal, the sentences were
quashed. This decision fitted in with the
mood of the time.

Capitalists realised that the country
was entering a new period. The war was
drawing to a close. Their need was to re-
establish capitalist rule throughout Europe.

In these circumstances, they could not
afford to be provocative for fear of arous-
ing revolutionary feelings similar to those
that emerged after the First World War.

The post-war Labour government
retained many of the wartime emergency
regulations. In 1950-1, with a large arms
burden straining the economy, the govern-
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The repressive war-time legislation was
kept by the 1945 Labour government.
Picture shows London dockers marching
on the Old Bailey in 1951 to protest at
the prosecution of seven of their strike
leaders.

ment imposed a wage freeze and public
expenditure cuts, Workers replied with
industrial action. |

The Labour government invoked Order
1305, a measure that said it was illegal to
strike unless a long, complicated pro-
cedure had been gone through first. 10
London gas workers were sent to prison
for a month. The verdict aroused much
feeling among trade unionists and, on
appeal, the sentences were reduced to £50
fines.

Having gained only a negligible victory,
the Labour government tried ‘again.
Merseyside dockers were on strike, and
they were trying to spread the dispute to
London.

Total stoppage

To demoralise the dockers and cut off
their leaders, the government arrested
seven militants under Order 1305. But this
had precisely the opposite effect to the
one the government wanted.

The Attorney-General Sir Hartley
Shawcross, succeeded where the Mersey
men had failed: his prosecution led to a
total stoppage on the London waterfront.
Angry dockers marched on the courts and
made it quite plain they would not return

* 1o work until their brothers were released.

In panic and haste, the government

capitulated. The seven were released and
Order 1305 was removed from the statute
book. .
This magnificent working-class victory
—the final removal of all the anti-strike
legislation introduced in the Second World
War—was accomplished not by honeyed
words in parliament but by rank and file
action. It is important that this lesson is
remembered at the present time.
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