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honey peace in Mid East |

IN CAIRO the streets are full of men and women
celebrating ‘victory’ in the Middle East war. But
in the refugee camps of Jordan, Syria, Lebanon
and Gaza, two million Palestinians have been left
to rot.

None of the signatories to the cease-fire agree-
ment, the governments of Russia, America, Israel
and Egypt, has insisted on even a marginal improve-
ment in the conditions of these victims of Zionism.
The military invincibility of Zionism has been
dented but the continued existence of a racially-
exclusive Jewish state, operating well beyond the
border of 1948 in much of the territory occupied

during the 1967 war, has been agreed by secret -

treaty between the governments of America,
Russia, Israel and the Arab countries.

Throughout the 17-day war, governments fought
to keep the conflict strictly under their control.
The sheikhs of Saudi Arabia and the Persian
Gulf made marginal cuts in the supply of oil to
America. At no time were the oil workers of
these countries called upon to strike in protest
against American support for Zionism.

At no time were the guerrillas urged into
battle. At no time were the Arab workers in"the
occupied countries encouraged into.revolt against
their oppressors. The war was used crudely to
force a diplomatic initiative which, in the hope of
Sadat and the other Arab leaderS, would soothe
their people’s rage.

Thousands of workers and peasants have given
their lives in what they hoped would be a war of
liberation. But oil imperialism is still the dominant

force in the Middle East. Not a cent of American
oil interests have been touched by the Arab
rulers. And the foundation of cheap oil in the
area, the settler state of Israel, remains, only
slightly smaller, as a base for American strategic
and economic interests in the area,

The peace, therefore, is a phoney peace. There
is only one way to real peace in the Middle East
and that is through the destruction of the Zionist
state and its replacement by a Palestinian state
in which Jews and Arabs have equal rights.

The state of Israel will not be destroyed by
the existing Arab regimes. It will be smashed
only by the mass action of the Arab workers
and peasants, organised for a socialist revolution,

Is peace possible?—special analysis page 4

FOOD PRICE

by Paul Foot

TESCO, the food store chain
is selling fish fingers—one by

one.

‘It’s been marvellously suc-
cessful,” chortled a Tesco
spokesman. ‘We've had a tremen-
dous response from old people
especially. It’s just what they

wanted. They’re delighted with
i

In the financial year 1971-1972,
Tesco made a profit of £21,777,000
compared with £16,592,000 the
previous year, an increase of 32 per
cent. The best part of last year for
Tesco was the final four months—
when the government imposed a
wage freeze.

This year, with the wage freeze clamped -
on just as firmly, Tesco profits have been
booming once again.

They are even making a profit on the
sale of single fish fingers to old age
pensioners.

OUTRAGEOUS

One fish finger costs 5p. So does a
large-sized egg. So, incredibly, does a
rasher of bacon.

The rise in bacon prices has been the
most outrageous in an outrageous month.
A pound of short back bacon has gone
up from 46p in October last year to
62p, a rise of 35 per cent, in a period when
wage rises have been held to a less than
7 per cent.

Last Friday, workers at C and T Harris
Ltd, at Calne in Wiltshire, the biggest
bacon factory in the country, walked
out on strike.

Harris is a subsidiary of the Fatstock
Marketing Corporation, the biggest meat
wholesalers in Europe. The workers were
protesting over their chairman, Sir John
Stratton, who had just raised his
from £37,000 a year to £53,000-a rise
of £300 a week.

Shop stewards’ convenor at Harris’, Ben
Webb, told Socialist Worker: ‘It seemed
rather a lot to us. The basic men’s rate
here is £21.75 a week before stoppages,

C and T Harris workers in Calne, Wiltshire, walking out of the factory last
Friday in a protest strike over the £300-a-week rise for company chairman
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Kick out Phase 3

and for women £18.60.

‘The Pay Board held us down to £1
plus 4 per cent last August, and we've
got to wait till next August before we can
even make a claim under Phase Three.’

The Fatstock Marketing Corporation,
whose directors include Fred Peart,
Labour’s ‘defence’ spokesman and former
Minister of Agriculture, last year made a
profit of £3 million—more than double
the previous year’s figure.

Every day, the picture gets clearer. On
the one side, the fabulous unrestricted

wealth of men who profiteer from high
prices. On the other, low, frozen wages
of food workers, farmworkers who pro-
duce the food and of all other workers,
housewives and pensioners who have to
buy it.

The workers at C and T Harris showed
the way. If the workers organise to fight
back against the Sir John Strattons of this
world, the picture can be changed.

The miners can change it. The engineers
can change it. The hospital workers can

together.

Housewives and pensioners don’t have
to sit on the sidelines and hope that workers
will protest for them. They should get out
and organise in their estates and
communities.

Picket, demonstrate, organise.
Humiliate and expose the  supermarket
profiteers, the farmers and the tycoons
who are congratulating themselves for
marketing single fish fingers for starving
pensioners—and on making a profit out

Full facilities available: cafes, bars,

small rooms for group meetings,
nursery facilities and zoo for

children. Details of coaches and
trains: page 14.

change it. They will change it if they act of it

l
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i
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at the SW

conference

Tony Richardson, a member of the
Municipal Workers” Union, works at ICI
Blackley. He is chairman of Hexagon Joint
shop stewards committee and also
treasurer of Manchester and Salford
Trades Council. He told Socialist Worker
why he is going to the Industrial Confer-
ence on 11 November:

There will be at least half-a-dozen

‘corning to the Socialist Worker

Industrial Conference from the ICI
plant at Blackley and | am still working
hard to get more along. It is vital that ICI
workers come down from the ivory tower
they have now been in for a long time.

There is a myth that ICI is somehow
different from other employers, probably
because they tend to be a bit more
subtle than most bosses. But at the con-
ference militants from all over the country
will demonstrate that we all face the same
conditions, the same problems and we
have to fight together to solve them.

After all we are the working class who
happen to be employed by ICI. The other
delegates to the conference will be workers
who happen to be employed by other
employers. The differences don’t matter.
Fighting as a united class does.

. The conference is going to help us get
this message across. Let me give you an
example to show how vital this message is
to ICl workers. There is a union member
at our place suffering from papaloma,
which is cancer of the bladder caused
through working with chemicals.

This bloke is dying They've opened
him up and closed him again because
they can’t do anything but he still thinks
that the firm is great because they pay him
his lousy wage every week

There is just one final point | would
like to make about the importance of
many workers as possible going to the
conference. We have a national ICl
combine committee. Now it's not as
effective as we could hope but even when
when it's working well it still tends to have
an ICl parochialism.

A conference like this is about getting
them to look beyond ICI to the battie
against Phase Three for instance. A large
attendance on 11 November can insure that
the battle against Phase Three is a
lot more positive and effective
than the struggle against the
previous stages of the Tory wage
freeze.
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Rally:
no hope
or lead

THE LIAISON COMMITTEE for
the Defence of Trade Unions met
in London last Saturday at a time
of acute crisis for the trade union
movement. But it could muster
less than 500 delegates present—
fewer than half the number at
previous conferences.

And there was nothing in most of
the contributions from the platform to
raise the spirits of those who had
bothered to attend. : :

In 1969 the Liaison Committee
organised a strike on 8 December that
effectively killed Labour’s In Place
Of Strife. But it has been obvious for
some time now that the LCDTU will
take no more independent initiatives
like this. :

Platform speakers stressed again and
again that there was no clash between
the committee and the ‘official move-
ment’, and criticism of the performance
of union leadership was taboo.

The clearest expression of this posi-
tion came from chairman Kevin Halpin
at the end of the conference when he
stated that although the Liaison Com-
mittee supported the Chrysler elec-
tricians it would not be helpful if the
conference were critical of the AUEW
leadership when the Tories were on
the attack.

‘It is easy to knock executive com-
mittees,” he went on, ‘but our job is
to watch for and nurture every advance
by the executives, and turn the .sen-
timents of the rank and file into the
policies of the official movement.

If the trade union leaders did not
give a lead then this was because the
rank and file had not given sufficient
indication that they would respond.

The key part of the declaration
carried by last Saturday’s conference:

We call upon all workers to de-
mand through their organisations an
early recall of the TUC to plan co-
ordinated action in defence of free
wage negotiations, for the repeal
of the Industrial Relations Act, and
the Counter-Inflation Act and its
Phase 3. Such action, to be effective,
must include national industrial
action.

We call for the widespread de-
velopment of agitation at all levels
in defence of all workers victimised
by anti-trade union legislation, lead-
ing up to a National Day of Action
and mass lobby of the recalled special
TUC.

But we cannot sit back until such:
a congress is called while sections of
workers are attacked and in struggle.
We therefore call now for immediate
mobilisation for solidarity action with
the engineering workers against the
viciously unprecedented fine and in
defence of their assets. We call for
the stepping up of selidarity of all
forms—moral, financial and demons-
trative, with the workers on trial in
Shrewsbury and any other workers
who are attacked.

This was the way that Ken Gill of the
TASS executive justified the lack of
action by the AUEW executive com-
mittee against the £100,000 fine im-
posed by the Industrial Relations
Court. But, he assured us, ‘the execu-
tive has the inclination to take up the
fight, and they will respond if the
members show they are prepared to
take action.’

Only one speaker from the floor,
John McCann, Cumbernauld Trades

Council and a member of IS, pointed
out that union executives are paid to
give a lead. And when they don’t it is
up to the rank and file to take the
initiative in organising action.

It was the retreat of the trade
union leaders which allowed the Tories

Scamior Tas s

‘No redundancies

then 750

MANCHESTER:-The sinister Con-
spiracy and Protection of Property
Act of 1875 is being used again to
intimidate trade unionists.

Two members of APEX are charged
that: ‘With a view to compel one Alan
Speakman to abstain from visiting premises
which he had a legal right to do in con-
nection with his employment, wrongfully
and without legal authority did persistent-
ly follow the said Alan Speakman from
place to place contrary to section seven
of the Conspiracy Act.’

The two men are Ed Murphy, the
APEX convenor and Bert Dickinson, both
from Salford Electrical Instruments’ Times
Mill in Heywood, The charge may seem
comic but both men could go to jail if
convicted.

The incident arose out of the recent
11-week strike for equal pay in the two
SEI Manchester factories. In both fac-
tories the majority of the strikers were
women members and at Times Mill there
was a particularly solid and effective
picket line throughout the strike.

The management has already tried
} s against picl s from
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The SEI piket: cl Murphy is fourth from right, Bert Dickinson standing third fr

‘Conspiracy’ topicket

redundant.

SW Reporter

STEVENAGE:-Just three weeks after works
directors told shop stewards at Geo W Kings that
rumours of redundancies were untrue, manage-
ment has declared 750 of the 1000 work force

The response of the workers has been quick and

firm. An action committee has been set up representing

all nine unions at the plant, which makes mechanical
handling devices for car firms. At a mass meeting there

was 98 per cent support for a policy of total opposition

accepted.

orders away.

to the redundancies with the immediate imposition of
an overtime ban, refusal to allow any finished work or
spares to leave the site.

Clerical workers in APEX have refused to send out
management letters saying that no more orders will be

To their fury, the workers have learnt that manage-
ment had planned redundancies a year ago. Documents
they have found show that management has turned

The redundancies have been ordered at a time when the
parent combine, Tube Investments, has declared a record half-

year profit of £16.3 million—an increase of 101 per cent on
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needs little proof to gain a conviction.
The bosses’ move is an attempt to break
up the union organisation at Heywood
during the crucial period of job evaluation
which followed the settlement.

It is clear that it is the bosses who
started the legal prosecution. The ‘said
Alan Speakman’ was the assistant transport
manager on 11 July when the incident
is alleged to have taken place but since
then he has been promoted to transport
manager for SEL

the help of the law. If they win this
case it will be another nail in the coffin
of industrial action in general and picketing
in particular.’

But the bosses are not going to have
it all their own way. Already they have
been forced to pay the two men for the
time they have lost in court because Ed
Murphy raised the issue of the ‘no
victimisation’ clause in the settlement
and the bosses realised he had the 100 per
cent backing of his members.

Their next court appearance is on
5 November at Strangeways magistrates
court in Manchester. If the police decide
theyv have enough evidence to proceed
the two men will elect to go to the
Crown Court for trial by jury. So far
thers has been maximum support from

and zll the costs are being borne

wihich members of other unions
sbie to show their support as

SEcEtay APEX House, Kingsway.
L evenshuime, Manchester 19.
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last year, There is strong local feeling that
the firm is being closed so that the prime
freehold site by the railway line can be
sold at enormous profit,

Bovis, the property development giant,
bought seven of the 28 acre site for
£1.3 million only last week. The existing
Kings ground factory area would be much
too large for the work Kings management
say would continue and the 250 workers
still employed in what are termed the
‘profitable sections’ would almost cer-
tainly find their jobs moved away from
Stevenage.

Embargo

An action committee spokesman em-
phasised the importance of the whole
workforce fighting the redundancies.

The strength of the unions’ fight de-
pends on continuing the embargo on
finished work leaving the site. When the
embargo was lifted for one day last
week to allow local negotiations to take
place, 10 fully-loaded vehicles left the
site.

Now the embargo is back on, manage-
ment has withdrawn a four-week stay of
execution it had agreed to. Extensions in
the redundancies timetable are worthless
without firm guarantees that the site
will be kept open.

Workers are now demanding that the
order book be re-opened before they
agree to lifting any of their sanctions.
Delegations are being planned to visit
car firms to request that the black be put
on any Kings track and conveyors re-
paired by other firms.

Messages of support and donations
to Reg Smith, chairman of the Action
Committee, 588 Archer Road, Stevenage,
Herts.

Women face
lock-out

COVENTRY:-60 women workers in the
strip wiring section of GEC’s Stoke plani
are being threatened with a lock out by
management. The women have been work-
ing to rule for two weeks in protest at a
low piecework price.

The attack on this section of workers
is being backed by a general attack on
trade union organisation at Stoke. Move-
ment of deputy convenors in the plant
has been restricted. And many shop ste-
wards have been told by management
that they can only contact the convenors
through the foremen.

The attack on the women for working
to rule has far reaching implications.
Their tactic has been to work to the
Minimum Earnings Level as set out in the
national ?eement. So by threatening a
lock out GEC management are having a go
at the basic provisions of the national
agreement.

It is vital that all GEC Stoke workers
support the women and ensure that the
union has the right to operate effectively
and without hindrance from GEC manage-
ment.

How to
fight
Phase 3

Don’t miss a major
article next week
by TONY CLIFF




GLASGOW FIREMEN were plan-
ning to meet this week to decide
their next steps. Last week they
voted to give the Glasgow Corpora-
tion a last chance to increase its
offer of a £2 per week rise before
they took strike action.

But this week has seen no im-
provement in the Labour-controlled
corporation’s offer. Instead of
standing up to the Tory govern-
ment’s wage controls, the Labour
councillors are hiding behind them.

They say they are ‘sympathetic
to the firemen, but cannot give
any more.” They are also not pre-
pared to promise that the extra

—Union and Labour council unite
to stop firemen’s Phase 3 fight

by Steve Jefferys

local allowance will be consolidated
into the firemen’s basic rate—£25.66
for a compulsory 48hour week.
The councillors want to be able
to absorb this payment in any
future national increase.

The national executive of the
Fire Brigades Union has been
brought in to help Glasgow
Corporation and the Tory wage
controls. Terry Parry, the general
secretary, has told the 22-man area
committee of fire station delegates

that the union will take away their
credentials if the firemen strike.

Enoch Humphreys, the president,
said that the union was completely
opposed to any local allowances.
He would try and win rises of
between £5.30 and £7 for all fire-
men next April.

Since the April 1974  settle-
ment would be completely con-
trary to Phase Three, many of the
Glasgow firemen would prefer to
see signs that Humphreys is ready
to back them in the here and
now rather than have to pay
increased rents and prices out of
promises.

HAD SHOT
PICKETS

A COACHLOAD of flying
pickets went from North Wales
to Shrewsbury in September
1972, successfully spreading the
national  building workers’
strike. The trial of six of the
pickets began on 3 October.

John Carpenter, Eric Tomlinson,
Des Warren, John McKinsie Jones,
Kenneth O’Shea and John
Llywarch are all pleading not guilty
to conspiring to intimidate workers
to abstain from work, unlawful
assembly and fighting and making
an affray.

The prosecution is still presenting its

witnesses: lump building workers, site
managers and policemen, This is a con-
spiracy trial, but it is the events of 6
September 1972 that are being scrutinised
in every detail.
_ On Monday three policemen appeared
in the witness box. Their evidence con-
firmed the pickets’ arrival and departure
at three sites in Shrewsbury with a
meeting held in a canteen, one in the
open air, an alleged attack on a hut, an
alleged harassing of a photographer.

None of the three witnesses would
admit to having paid much attention to
what was actually said at these meetings—
though they intervened to ‘calm down’
speakers when they felt they were getting
carried away.

Superintendant  Brooke described
how he had stood in the doorway of
the canteen hut on the Mount Street
site when Des Warren was addressing
workers. Brooke claimed that when one
of the Mount Street workers asked, “Who'’s
going to feed my wife and two kids?
Warren replied: “Who do you think has
fed me the last 11 weeks? You fucking
scabs, if we come down here again and
find you at work we’ll fucking kill you!”
Brooke said he advised Warren to moderate
his tone, which he did.

PC Ellis described an open-air meeting

SW Reporter

at the Seven Meadows site. Ellis stated
that one of the builders still working said:
‘We're satisfied with what we'’re getting,
so why should we go on strike?” Defence
counsel John Platts-Mills pressed Ellis on
Warren’s reply. Ellis said he ‘had calmed
Warren down’ but had not heard Warren’s
reply to what Platts-Mills described as
‘the key question’,

Evidence about the events at the Mount
Street site was given by Mr Wilde, a
self-employed plumber. He had thought
it ‘better to stop work® when the pickets
told him to pack up and get off the site
‘The ones I saw were not too bad, their
expressions were a bit rough, that’s all.”

Robert Craig, a photographer working
for the Shropshire Star, described his
attempts to take photographs on the
Weir site. He asserted that he had been
surrounded by 15 to 20 pickets. One
suggested throwing his camera into the
river, another shouted: ‘Throw him in
the river.’

Mr Craig said that he thought the
pickets ‘meant what they said’ and that
he was terrified, Platts-Mills asked Craig
if he had any objections to making avail-
able copies of the photographs he had
taken on the Kingswood site. Craig then
said, °‘they were the property of

international Socialists industrial Pamphiet 5p
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the Shropshire Star.’ Platts-Mills pointed
out that the editor had refused the
defence copies of the photographs.

Platts-Mills put it to him that any
working man suspected that if he was
photographed in any attitude at all hostile
to employers, he feared that he would be
put on a black list. He suggested Ellis
should imagine his attitude if policemen
found it necessary to use their truncheons
on a crowd, and a photographer tried
to take pictures.

Nearby in Telford on the Brookfield
site witnesses described how the pickets
had come on to the site. They threw
bricks through windows claimed Mr
Blackham, a bricklayer. He had been
working on a 15-foot scaffold when he
saw 40 to 50 pickets approach him.

They were shouting ‘fucking scabs’
and throwing stones. One stone hit him,
cutting him over the eye and making him
feel groggy. He Zell to his knees. He said
that two of the pickets seemed genuinely
concerned. They helped him from the
ladder. He needed two stitches.

William Barlow, managing director of
Barlows Ltd, joinery contractors for the
same site, said that when the pickets
came on to the site a brick was thrown
through his office door. He left ‘very
annoyed that we didn’t have four machine
suns on the top of the site because
that was the only way we could have
sto?ed them.”

ot everyone agreed with Barlow.
Another witness described how there had
been an orderly meeting in the site
manager’s office between representatives
of the pickets and the site manager.

PO workers
fight Phase 3

THE MOST popular strike for many
years is to be extended for at least
another week.

Seven hundred key workers in the
higher grades of the Post Office are on
official strike over 2 Beat-Phass-3 pay
claim for 65,000 workers, sspported by
four trade ssices the (vl and Public
Services Asocaton, e Socesy of Od
Servants, the Post Office Masag=smest
Staffs Assocation i the Tekphone
Contact Staffs AssocmSon.

The main effect of the smike ks
been a complete stop on the @sridbeton
of all telephone bills Other no less devas-
tating effects have been the stopping of
all imports at Heathrow zirport (which are
controlled by a Post Office computer)
and, for the same reason, the closure
of the Phoenix Assurance company.

The unions, together with members
of the Union of Post Office Workers,
claimed originally that they were
‘anomalies’ under Phase 2 and deserved
a better increase than £1 plus 4 per
cent.

The Pay Board disagreed, and the
UPW promptly led its troops out of
battle.

The other unions went ahead with
their action, and have now decided to
extend the action
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WHAT WE
THINK

ACCORDING to Ken Gill, incoming general secretary of
TASS, the supervisory section of the engineering union,
the AUEW executive has ‘a disposition to take up the
fight’ against the savage seizure of £100,000 of its assets
by the National Industrial Relations Court. That is cer-
tainly better than showing a disposition to lie down and
be walked over, but it is hardly a clarion call for action.

The NIRC could not have made its position clearer.
It is out to end the AUEW's boycott of the Industrial
Relations Act by inflicting prohibitive fines. Sir John
Donaldson seized on a particularly blatant denial of
trade union rights, the refusal of the Con-Mech manage-
ment to recognise the AUEW and its victimisation of
stewards, and backed the employer up to the hilt. No
doubt Donaldson calculated that here was a case the
union could not dodge or allow to go by on the basis of
passive resistance.

The NIRC has chalked up a number of significant
successes in the last year. One of the most important is
the TGWU decision, influenced by fear of fines, to in-
struct its drivers that they should respect picket lines
only in cases approved in advance by the union execu-
tive. The AUEW is now alone in seriously persisting in
the original TUC policy of non-co-operation with the
Act. After all the sound and fury they created in 1972,
the great majority of trade union leaders have backed
down and accept in practice what the TUC then called
‘a vicious piece of anti-union legislation’.

Increasingly the idea is being put about that in the
struggle against the Act, and equally in the struggle
against the wage restrictions imposed by the government,
the great thing is to return a Labour government. Mean-
while, brothers, don't rock the boat. Joe Gormley, with
an eye to the miners’ delegate conference says: ‘It is my
feeling this year that if we had a national conflict, Ted
and his lads might go to the country . . . they might
possible go to the country on that one issue and win
it.

The reality is very different. The Labour Party is
certainly pledged to repeal of the Industrial Relations
Act. It is also pledged to put something—unspecified—
in its place. It is only necessary to think back to Barbara
Castle’s In Place of Strife to get an idea of what the
Labour Party leaders have in mind. The Labour Party is
opposed to Heath's so-called incomes policy. It is also
committed to an ‘incomes policy’ of its own.

The truth is that what a Labour government would
do, or for that matter what the Tories do now, depends
on what working-class resistance or the lack of it allows
them to get away with. One thing Ken Gill said at the
Liaison Committee conference last Saturday was
absolutely right. ‘There is no road other than industrial
action.” The need is to organise it.

If the NIRC is able to win the Con-Mech case it will
go forward to further and still more far-reaching attacks
on trade union organisation. The wages struggle, already
severely handicapped by Phase Three, will be further
weakened. There must be industrial action in support of
the AUEW, despite the executive’s refusal on Tuesday
to give an effective lead. The NIRC and the government
can be beaten and will be beaten if there is massive
action. Every militant must bring home to his fellow
workers the importance and urgency of the issue.
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Middle East:
IS peace
ossible?

RUSSIA and the US are attempting this week to cook
up a peace settlement in the Middle East. They are
motivated solely by their anxiety to protect their world-
wide interests and to maintain their new policy of
‘detente’ rather than any desire to see an end to the
slaughter in Sinai and the Golan Heights.

But is a real peace possible? This special factual
background to the Middle East crisis makes clear that
peace and harmony can come about only with the
destruction of the Zionist regime and a socialist Middle
East with full rights for minorities.

Zionism and Palestine

At the beginning of the century all the
Middle East belonged to Turkey. Palestine
was 85 per cent Arab in population. Rich
Arab landowners exploited the poor
peasants,

Zionism was a political movement just
developing at the same time amongst the
Jews of East and Central Europe. The Jews
in these areas were living in great poverty
and subject to persecution. Three solutions
were put forward:

Emigration—hence most Jews in Britain
and USA today.

Revolution—to overthrow the social
system that breeds racialism; hence large
number of Jews involved in Russian revo-
lution, from Trotsky downwards.

Zionism, This says anti-semitism (racial-
ism against Jews) is inevitable. Instead of
fighting it, Jews should set up an exclusive-
ly Jewish state in Palestine. Lots of anti-
semites had no objection to this (just as
Powell is in favour of big grants to immig-
rants to ‘go home’.)

Britain and the Balfour

Declaration

One such anti-semite was Balfour, a
British Tory who at the turn of the
century supported a Powell-type campaign
to keep Jewish immigrants out of Britain.
In 1917, as foreigh secretary he issued the
‘Balfour declaration’ which supported the
idea of ‘Jewish National Home’ in
Palestine. After World War I, Britain took
Palestine off Turkey, and promised to
help the Zionists.

Why Zionism was anti-Arab

Because the Zionists wanted a purely
Jewish state, they had to keep Arabs out
of their society from the first. This was
hard, especially as the Arabs were poorer
and would work for less. The Zionists
insisted that Jewish employers should only
employ Jews. The Zionist ‘trade unions’
(no Arabs admitted) struck against em-
ployers who hired Arabs. Arab farmers
were boycotted by Jews.

How the State of Israel came

about

1948: By this time Palestine was roughly
half million Jews—mainly refugees from
Hitler—and one million Arabs. The Zionists
decided to go for an independent state.
They stopped backing Britain, and got
supporf from US (and Russia) instead.

Massacres
R I,

UN voted to partition Palestine between
Arabs and Jews, with Arabs in a majority,
even in the proposed ‘Jewish’ state. Fight-
ing breaks out between Jews and Arabs, and
300,000 Arabs fled by May 1948, when
Israelis declared independence.

The Arab states intervened. Israelis
ended the war with more land and fewer
Arabs. Post-1948 Israel had only 165,000
Arabs as against 800,000 in the same
area before the war. Most were frightened
out by a few judicious massacres or physi-
cally chased out with a few hours’ notice.

Of -all Jewish-owned land in pre-1967
Israel, only 10 per cent was Jewish-owned
before 1948. The Palestine Arabs were
robbed of their country, houses and land
and left to rot in refugee camps across the
frontier.

Israel and the Arabs 1948-1967

Whenever Palestinian refugees tried to

cross the border to their former lands, and
attack those nmow occupying them, Israeli
troops would cross the ceasefire lines in
‘reprisal raids’. In 1956 Israel joined
Britain and France in the Suez aggression
against Egypt.

In 1967 Israel attacked the Arabs again,
and occupied Sinai, the Golan Heights and
the West Bank. What the Israclis mean by
‘peace’ is that they should be left with what
they have taken from the Palestinians,
with the approval of the Arab states. They
are not willing to negotiate with the
Palestinians about the terms on which
they are to be allowed back to their own
homes.

Inside Isreal

Arabs: With more and more Arab land
confiscated, young Arabs were forced to
leave their villages to work as labourers in
the towns, for low wages, mostly un-
organised. This has increased since the
1967 war.

There is a definite trend to a ‘South
African’ situation, with Arab contract
labour, unorganised, brought in from the
occupied territories each day. They receive
no social benefits, no holiday pay, no
pensions, no rights to severance pay.

A recent article in an Israeli paper says
that wages paid to Arab labourers on
Jewish farms for a 17 or 18 hour working
day falls short of the wages paid for an
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Egypt's Sadat: worried by workers’
militancy

eight-hour day to a Jewish farm-hand.

Oriental Jews: Half the Israeli Jews are
of European origin, the other half come
from Arab countries. The Oriental Jews
are half the population, two thirds of the
unskilled workers, but only 10 per cent of
the MPs. A movement known as the ‘Black
Panthers’ has been formed amongst the
Orientals to fight racialism against them.

The myth of ‘socialist Israel’: Ten per
cent of the Israeli population earn and own
more than the bottom 50 per cent put
together. The Kibbutzim contain -only
3 per cent of the population and are mostly
located, even the ‘left’ ones, on confiscated
Arab land.

They admit no Arab members, and in-
creasingly employ hired labour. A recently
imprisoned Israeli socialist described a fruit-
canning company owned by a group of
kibutzim in Gallilee: ‘Pri Hagalil ended the
year with a net profit of £70,000. The
workers, most of them from the Hazor
village, live in sub-human conditions and
subsist on salaries of £45 a month or less.

In local slang, Pri Hagalil is called
Auschwitz.”
The Zionist ‘trade union’ called

Histradut was originally formed to make

Desertraveyard for dead rab soldier

sure Jewish employers hired no Arabs. Until
a few years ago, Arabs were barred from
membership. It is very bureaucratic, and
according even to left Zionists, breaks more
strikes than it supports.

The reason for the ‘socialist’ elements
in Israeli society is simply that the business
of settling Arab land and building up a
Zionist society for Jews only was not
profitable to private enterprise.

The Arab States

The people of the Middle East are
exploited by the Western Oil Companies
and the local rulers, whether medieval
sheiks or army colonels. The current fight
between the oil-producing states and the
West over oil prices, is just a fight about
how much of the oil profits should go to
the oil companies, how much to the Arab
ruling classes.

The military and middle-class regimes
cannot modernise their countries by taking
over imperialist interests and carrying
through a land reform as they are too
closely tied to imperialism and afraid to
mobilise the workers and peasants in a
struggle.

In Egypt, and to a lesser extent Iraq,
there is a large and increasingly militant
working class. The Arab ruling classes hope
to keep the workers quiet by showing that
they are fighting Israel.

Only the working class can appeal, on a
class basis, to the Israeli workers, and
convince them that an Arab victory would
not mean that they would be thrown into
the sea. The socialist revolution will over-
throw Arab and Israeli regimes; but the
racialist nature of Israel means that any
Isracli regime will oppose the Arab
revolution.

That is why we support the national
struggle of the Arabs against Zionism
despite the reactionary nature of the Arab
regimes. Because of their reactionary
nature, they cannot put up a real fight
against Zionism.

Opposed
(TR

That is why the Arab states put down
the Palestinian guerrillas. Their struggle
tended to threaten the Arab regimes,
though the guerrilla leaders opposed any
fight against the Arab regimes. The only
war forward is through the building of a
working-class party on an alFMiddle
East basis, with a programme including
equal rights for all minorities, including
Jews and Kurds.

Two Questions Answered

Aren’t the Jews entitled to a state of
their own after all their persecution?
Where else could the victims of Hitler, or
the Russian Jews today go?

As we have seen, the idea of Zionism is
not to fight anti-semitism. The Zionists
co-operated with the Nazis up to 1939 in
getting German Jews to Israel. At the

same time, they opposed moves to allow
Jewish refugees into America and Britain
as this would ‘separate the question of the
refugees from the question of Palestine.’

After the last war, Zionist organisations
denied assistance to any Jewish survivors
of the concentration camps who did not
want to go to Palestine. They wantéed a
situation where they could argue that
‘Palestine is the only place Jews can go’ so
that the survivors of the camps could be
used as cannon-fodder against the Arabs.

The racialism practised against the Jew
in Europe can never justify Zionist
racialism against the Arabs.

The Russian Jews have recently been
in the news. Revolutionaries deny the right
of the bureaucracy to restrict the freedom
of movement of any Russian whatever
their nationality.

Racialism
Lot S i)

The Zionists, however, are only in-
terested in the Jewish victims of Stalinism,
and then only as long as they want to go to
Isracl. Those who want to stay in Russia
and fight alongside the working class and
the other oppressed national minorities
for a revolutionary overthrow of the
bureaucracy get no help from the Zionist
publicity machine.

The Arabs have every right to prevent
people geiting to Israel who will be used
against the Arabs whose place they have
taken. Zionism is part of the system that
causes racialism, and is an enemy of the
Jews as well as of the Arabs. .

Granted that Israel is a tool of Western
imperialism, isn't Egypt, and Syria too, a
puppet of Russian imperialism, which is
just as bad? Should we not therefore be
neutral?

This argument totally fails to under-
stand in what way Israel is tied in with
imperialism. The basic structure of Israeli
society is based on a racialist concept
which makes lIsrael a necessary channel of
imperialist influence against the Arab
states.

The Arab states certainly try to get as
much help as they can from the Stalinist
states, and the Stalinists try to use them
for their own ends. But the Russians’
aim, because of their detente with
Washington, is to prevent a real fight
against Zionism and encourage the Arab
leaders to do a deal with Israel.

The Arabs are as entitled to receive help
from the Russians as were the Vietnamese.
The Russians are as likely to use that aid
to bring pressure for a compromise solution
as they were in Vietnam. As in Vietnam
the crucial question is not whether this or
that imperialism is trying to use one side or
the other. They always do. The question is,
is either side actually a puppet of
imperialism?

Arab
workers

hold
the key

WHY ARE the present rulers of
the Arab states unable to carry
through a successful fight against
Zionism?

Since President Sadat took over after
the death of Nasser in 1970, his foreign
policy has been marked by two themes.
One has been a string of melodramatic
but unfulfilled threats against Israél—
the ‘year of decision’ was followed by
finevitable confrontation’, then ‘total
confrontation’.

At the same time he has been putting
out feelers for a better relationship
with the USA—feelers which in 1972
involved a public break. with Russia.
When this policy failed he had to try and
repair his links with Moscow

Sadat's foreign policy has in-
evitably been linked to a repressive
policy at home. As one left-wing critic
putit a year ago: ‘President Sadat cannot
declare war against Israel, he will have to
declare war against the Egyptians
instead.’

Egypt is a country where huge in-
equalities persist, and massive corruption
exists alongside deep poverty. Sadat has
reversed even some of the moderate re-
forms carried through by Nasser. Sections
of the economy have been denationalised,
and King Farouk's royal palace, turned
to a museum and public park by
Nasser, has been taken over for Sadat's
personal use.

Some Egyptian workers still earn as
little as £7 a month, but wage increases
granted earlier this year were only 8.8
per cent for workers, but 15.7 per cent
for bureaucrats.

Sadat’s balancing act has meant that
he has met opposition from both left
and right but the biggest challenge to
his regime has come from the students,
many of whom come from lower middle
class families. In January 1972 and
again in January 1973 there were massive
demonstrations of students which met
savage repression.

Struggle

The demands raised by the students
represented a high level of understand-
ing of the connection between the
struggle against impevialism and the class
struggle at home. On the one hand they
called for a real struggle against’
Zionism, which would mean mass involve-
ment of the people and full support to
the Palestinian organisations.

On the other hand they called for an
attack on the privileges of the wealthy,
and an upper limit on salaries of no more
than ten times the minimum wage. They
also declared full support for the struggle
of steel and textile workers.

Sadat’s response was a wave of re-
pression, involving arrests of students,
intellectuals, and workers. The concen-
tration camp at Kharga Oasis, with a
capacity of 3000, was reopened. And
Sadat attempted to smear and discredit
the movement with talk of ‘foreign
agitators’.

The real danger to Sadat was that
the students’ example might be taken
up by the working class. So far workers
have only made a limited response, but
there have been some sharp struggles.

In March 1972, textile workers at the
Shubra el-Khaima mills in Southern
Cairo went on strike, demanding a seven-
hour day and the extension to the
private sector of social benefits available
in the public sector, Following a lock-
out, the workers were attacked by a
massive force of police and more than
200 ended up in_hospital.

In the short term the war will serve
to cover over the social conflicts inside
Egypt. Workers and peasants who want
to fight for the Palestinian cause will be
willing to line up behind Sadat.

But in the longer term, whatever the
outcome of the war, Sadat will not be able
to solve the social and economic pro-
blems of Egypt. And the Zionist bogey-
man will not always be sufficient to
dampen down social discontent.

Moreover, it is the workers, peasants
and students of Egypt who offer a real
challenge to the power of Zionism.
Their demands that the struggle against
Israel be combined with the struggle for
social transformation could catch the
ear of the oppressed sections of Israeli
society, especially the Oriental Jews.

Sadat, wallowing in luxury in King
Farouk's palace, can scarcely hope to do
that. For him the only approach is
lobbying in Washington and Moscow.
And that can bring nothing but defeat
to the forces of Arab revolution,

lan Birchall






