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‘AsWilson and
Murray slam
Chrysler strikers

BIG

BUSINESS L/

DO

means to
be a fascist

A CRIMINAL trial which finished
in Glasgow last week gives a terri-
ble insight into the consequences
of the perverted and brutal men-
tality encouraged by fascist and
racialist organisations such as the
National Front,

The trial, in the High Court,
was of four men on charges of
| murder, rape and extortion. Brian
Hosie, one of the three men con-
victed, was a National Front mem-
ber.

Hosie and Co had set up a
protection racket among Glasgow
prostitutes. The revenue from the
racket was used to buy guns and
clothing for the UDA sectarian
murder gangs in Northern Ireland.

Hector Smith, thie man Hosie
killed, was married to one of the
prostitutes they approached. He
opposed Hosie's scheme. So Hosie, .
lover of authority, law and order
and all the rest, shot him dead.

Hosie boasted about the murder.
He said: ‘Niggers mean nothing
t0 me. It’s just like shooting a
dog. Niggers make good fertiliser’.

For the killing Brian Hosie got
a life sentence—15 years or less.

That’s rather less than the sen-
tence imposed on Mathew
Lygate, the Workers Party of
Scotland member who was held
to have been involved in bank
robberies. Lygate picked up a 24-
year jail sentence in 1972 on
the flimsiest of evidence because
of his left-wing politics. '
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Busmen in Blackpool who went on strike last Saturday
idriver and conductor from Intake garage. The conducto
®thugs, and, when he went to get help from the driver, b
fwas beaten up too. The strike has stunned the local cou
sithe busmen on Monday.

% PICTURE: John Sturrock (Report)
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SHOP STEWARDS at Chrysiar’s Stoke factory,
Coventry, decided by 130 votes to 11 last
Friday to continue their strike for more pay.
Immediately there was a howl of press abuse

against the ‘wreckers’ of the British car industry.
Two days earlier Lord Watkinson, boss of the huge
food corporation Cadbury Sheweppes, a former Tory
Minister of Defence and next year’s president of the
CBI, told the House of Lords that ‘businessmen’ were
getting ready to take action against the government,

unless the government did what businessmen told them.
‘Businessmen will be driven to develop industrial
. muscle and with it, however reluctantly, confrontation
and non-cooperation,’ he said.

No one talked of blackmail. Instead, Watkinson’s
speech was greeted as the height of statesmanship. It was
taken as the cue for a fantastic press outcry demanding
the sacking of ‘left-wing’ ministers, more cuts in public
spending and a wage freeze.

Why are these people creating the balance of pay-
— ment crisis they complain about?

ke Because they see a chance of forcing the government
into line and ‘dealing with’ their Sworn enemies in the
trade unions, _

Because they are excited by the alliance on the
Common Market and on economic policies which has
grown up between the Labour right-wing and the Tories.
They want to forge that allianee into a permanent fight-
ing force against the working class.

Because they want a coalition, official or unofficial
: to make workers pay for the crisis which refusal to invest
. | and the chaotic profit system has created.

: This grim strategy is assisted by Harold Wilson, whose
television speech last Sunday had not a word of criticism
for Watkinson or the other big business investment
strikers. Instead, he reserved his venom for the Chrysler

A e ¢ 5 .' - ':.;_:' waorkers.

In protest at the beating up of an Asian
r was shouted at by a group of racialist
eaten up. The driver came to help, and
ncil into agreeing to a joint meeting with§
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Similarly, the TUC ig falling into line. This week they
anxjously discussed new ways to ‘vet wage claims’.

For rank and file workers this means further hardship.

There is only one way to face up to the new em plov-
ers’ offensive. It is to build out of the anger and mili-
| tancy of workers at Chrysler and hundreds of other
factories all over the country a socialist organisation
which can lead the counter-offensive and fight for the
only real alternative to the crisis.
@ For nationalisation without compensation of indus-
try and under workers’ control.
@ For a NO vote on 5 June.
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Social
workers
hit out
at cuts

by Sally Laver

ON Monday social workers in
Lambeth, South London, carried out
a ‘day of action’ to inform the
people of Lambeth about the state of
social service in the borough.

They had been incensed by a
campaign led by the London Evening
News and supported by some
Lambeth Labour councillors to place
the responsibility for a battered baby
case on individual social workers.

The Evening News, of course,
supports cuts in public spending and
supports the homelessness, lack of
day nurseries and split families which
are the main cause of battered babies.

The social workers distributed a
leaflet throughout the borough. Here
is what it said:

WHY ARE BARBIES
BATTERED?

An open letter to the people of
Lambeth -

Two babies are battered to death in
Great Britain every day. The press
points a finger of responsibility at
social workers, but here are some
facts the press didn't point out:

600 children are on the priority
waiting list for council day nurseries
in Lambeth.

1500 children are in the care of
Lambeth Council.

Approximately 15,000 families are
on the housing waiting list.

Approximately 130 families are
in bed and breakfast accommodation.

And there are thousands of
families under stress.

IN THIS BOROUGH ALONE.

As if this isn't bad enough the
government has now cut back all
local government spending.

Coupled with the cutbacks in our
already inadequate health services
and education, this means far fewer
resources . . . houses, day nurseries,
schools, hospitals etc, and even larger
waiting lists for what already exists.

This affects every single one of
you!

Social workers are not miracle
workers. What we need are:

Increases, not cutbacks

Changes, not individual blame.

The leaflet was published and printed
by Lambeth Social Workers with the
tacking of Lambeth NALGO.

1300 WORKERS PROTEST

INALGO]

. - LS i
- -—
oYy 1an yva

MORE than 1300 local government workers, most from
Mamchester local government NALGO branch, demon-
sirated m Manchester last Friday to show Crosland that
Bey are mot standing for any government interference
m thew pay claam for £10 a week plus 15 per cent.

Posters demanded no cuts in public spending, control
prwces. not pay, and ‘NALGO: Do it the miners’ way’.
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Crosland dressed to kill—for a press conference

CALLS for a mass rally against the
clesure of Poplar Hospital in East
London and against cuts in public
services when Harold Wilson visits
Limehouse on Monday, and for a
trade union and tenants campaign
committee against the cuts were
issued by Saturday’s East End Con-
ference to save Poplar Hospital and
Stop the Cuts. _

The conference, sponsored by the
Public Employees’ Union (NUPE)
and Hackney Trades Council, was
attended by about 50 representatives
including four shop stewards, NHS
trade unionists, teachers, postal work-
ers and bus workers.

Cyril Bales (TGWU), chairman of
the four-year-old Save Poplar Com-
mittee, told of the many pegtitions,
lobbies and demonstrations held. The
present Health Minister, Barbara
Castle, was being even less responsive
than the Tories’ Sir Keith Joseph.
It now looked like the Ministry ha-
decided to close Poplar.

NUPE shop steward Steve Ludlam
explained the severity of the cuts

nationally and locally. Nationally
only £47 million of Barbara’s £111
million cuts had been restored—the
City and East London Health
Authority, which wants. to close
Poplar, had a budget of £48 million
last year.

It has asked for a further £4%
million, less than 10 per cent to meet
20 per cent inflation, but expected
to get only £100,000, and had al-
ready overspent £192,000 from last
year.

Taxes

Chancellor Denis Healey’s threats
to cut social spending if future wage
claims were reduced were downright
lies. The cuts had started long ago.
The Social Contract had not in-
creased the ‘social wage’ but savaged
it. NUPE officer Jim Bewsher said
one third of our wages went straight
to the government in taxes for public
services, which are no longer being
fully provided—that is effectively a
wage cut. Trade unionists should

A second answer came that night at a meeting called by
the Manchester Education Working Party sponsored by

NUT, NUS, ATTI, AUT, NALGO, NUPE, ACTS and

Manchester Trades Council, where 200 public sector

trade unionists passed a motion setting up a joint action -
committee which was instructed to collect and publish

information on the cuts to contact other public sector

unions, to reconvene a further meeting in six weeks

time and to present recommendations for action.

= GOVERNMENT CUTS: WON'T
THEY MEAN LOWER LIVING STANDARDS?
Ladies and gentlemen,
that was the best

wine Pve had since
yesterday.
got a message
for everyone:
THE PARTY’S OVER

Now I've

(except of course
for you and

' me and our rich
~ friends everywhere)

TONY CROSLAND, sleek and slick, Labour’s leading intellectual,
and Environment Minister, went to lunch with Manchester City

Council last Friday.

Everyone who’s anyone in the city was there: bishops, lawyers, army
officers, police chiefs, businessmen, trade union leaders, even the odd

Labour councillor.

The wine was Chateau Latour 1969, priced on the open market at £6.34 a

Mass rally to defend hospital

respond as to any other wage cuts—
by traditional trade union activity.

A member of the teachers’ union
(NUT) proposed a committee of
public sector and other trade union
and local organisations to campaign
against the cuts, to provide public
information and work for a day of
protest action by public sector work-
ers. This proposal was welcomed.

A Ford shop steward called for
a campaign to increase public aware-
ness and a large protest rally when
Wilson visits Limehouse.

A NUPE branch secretary pledged
to fight for an area one-day hospital
strike against the cuts to mark
Wilson’s visit.

At the end of the conference an
interview committee was formed to
organise the rally and to call an
inaugral meeting of th= delegate com-
mittee against the cuts demanded by
the conference. The committee can
be contacted through Jim Bewsher
(NUPE), phone 01-720 7844.

DEMONSTRATION
AND RALLY

to save Poplar Hospital and
stop the cuts
Monday 19 May

—when Harold Wilson opens the
National Museum of Labour
History at
Limehouse Town Hall
Assemble 4,30pm with banners in
Newbury Place, London E14 (near
All Saints, off East India Dock Road)
to march to Limehouse.

~ hospitals,

bottle.

But the wine didn’t cost
Manchester City Council a penny!
When Sir Stanley Holt, former Tory
leader in the city, died recently, he
left his wine cellar to the council.
Instead of selling it, the council de-
cided to pour it down the gullets of
Labour’s leading intellectual and his
lucky guests,

After the banquet, Crosland told

the Manchester feasters: ‘The party’s
over. More massive cuts in public
spending are on the way, he said.
Pay rises in local government will
be bitterly resisted.

Some newspapers are openly pre-
dicting a stop to all future council
h ouse building.

Fight

At the first shout of ‘crisis’ ALL
the Labour promises of a more ef-
ficient, bettér-paid local government
staff, of better public services and of
reasonable rents have been aban-
doned.

The people who voted for
Crosland last year will have to or-
ganise now to fight against his cuts.

The lowering of living standards
which Crosland and Co are pushing
through doesn’t only mean lay-offs
and redundancies. It doesn’t only
mean wage control. It means, above
all else, cuts in the ‘social wage’ in
those services which workers rely
on to make life tolerable: schools,
meals on wheels, social
work, public transport.

The fight against

cuts 1S one

of the most difficult to organise.
But it can be organised as the other
stories on this page show.
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PLANS OFFER A WAY FORWARD?

Chrysler tries crude
deception to stall strike

(TGWU f

DON'T BENN'S WORKERS’ PARTICIPATION

By Paul O’Brien
steward, Chrysler Stoke)

CHRYSLER’S ‘revolutionary pro-
posals for worker participation and
profit .sharing’ are a crude deceit.
Their aim is simple: to stall the
strike action at the factory at
Stoke, Coventry, and to shatter our
power onthe shop floor.

The same proposals were put
forward by Chrysler in 1969—and
rejected by the workers on the
advice of the same two loeal union
officials who are now advising us to
sit and look at the company’s latest
offer. The difference between the
1969 plan and this one is a ‘profit
sharing’ scheme which will give all
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By David Buchan 5 to "open their books’ to us. They

. new procedure agreement—and pro-
mise not to go on strike.
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The scheme also gives us every
opportunity to participate in
speed-up. We are bound to accept
the industrial engineer’s figures.
This would mean that the control
of manning and track speeds which
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| ONE of the foulest hate campaigns in the

history of Fleet Street is now being
waged against Anthony Wedgwood Benn,
Secretary of State for Industry.

It is impossible to open a newspaper without
reading an attack on him—either direct, like the
Sun’s headline last Saturday SACK BENN, or
indirectly through gossip columns and cleverly-
slanted headlines.

By all accounts, the prime minister is sym-
pethetic to these attacks. Almost all the Sunday
newspapers last weekend predicted that Benn
would be transferred after the Common Market
referendum into a ‘less dangerous’ job.

What lies behind these attacks?

Socialist Worker has argued before that
Benn's actions do not represent any real threat
to those who own British industry and who are
responsible for the present crisis. His solution
to this crisis is to pump enormous government
funds into industry, much of it into the hands
of these very people, though with increased state
shareholdings in private companies.

So £60 million of government money is to be
offered to British Leyland shareholders as ‘com-
pensation’. That is rather like paying burglars
to stop thieving.

The Industry Bill makes it clear there will be
no compulsory state takeover by Benn's National
Enterprise Board. In the same way the “planning
agreements’, by which employers, state and
unions discuss investment plans and manning
levels, will be completely ‘voluntary’.

These proposals do not represent any real
threat to big business. They leave the real power,
the power of deciding on investment and profit
levels, in the hands of the employing class.

Ownership

It is no wonder that The Guardian last
Friday could report: ‘The Conservative members
of the committee examining the Bill have been
notably conciliatory Indeed Tory MPs
complain that the real opposition has come from
left-wing Labour MPs who claim the Bill does
not go nearly far enough in the direction of
state ownership and control.’

Benn is not taking measures to end the
present control of industry by a small and
wealthy minority interested only in profits. He
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Wedgwood Benn marching on May Day: The slogan says
Free the Two, but Benn's government keeps them in jail.
PICTURE: Chris Davies (Report)

WHAT WE THINK

is trying to operate within that minority’s
system, hoping somehow to use state assistance
and workers’ participation to make it function
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in a slightly more efficient and slightly less

vicious manner.

That is why he always talks of collahoration,
not conflict, between workers, employers and
the state; ‘the three sides of industry’.

That is why, when it comes to the question
of wages and manning levels, his approach is
hardly different to that of his right-wing critics.
Last week he was urging the leaders of the iron
and steel workers’ union to lodge a low pay
claim, within the Social Contract.

Why then the hate campaign against Benn
from sections of big business and from the press?

They are not frightened by what Benn pro-
poses. They are frightened by the ideas and
actions which his speeches might unleash.

When Benn goes on about a ‘measure of pub-
lic control’ he means a safe government ap-

pointee on the board and a lot of free govern-

ment cash. But workers might take him to mean
that they can kick the boss out and run the
job themselves.

When Benn goes on about ‘workers’ partici-
pation’ he means a trade union leader on the
board and workers discussing how to solve
their employers’ problems. But workers might
take him to mean that they should have total
control of manning levels and track speeds, and
that unemployment should be banished for

good.
For other sections of big business, much

more is involved. 5
In the past big businessmen were willing to

accept talk of collaboration between the
‘different sides of industry’, and pay the price
for getting workers to accept such talks—the
odd job saved here, wage rises that nearly kept
abreast of price rises, food subsidies, the
existence of at least some welfare services. Now,
however, they feei that the only way they can
protect their profits and survive the crisis is to
replace class collaboration by class war, to mount
an onslaujht on the gains workers have made in

i Conditions

They are demanding from the government
many more redundancies, much more vicious
cutbacks in public spending, a quick abolition

of food subsidies, and a much harder wages

policy.

They see ministers such as Benn or Foot, who
pursue the old class collaborationist policies and:

engage In left-wing rhetoric, as an obstacle to
their plans. They want Wilson to rely more and
more on Tory support.

In such conditions, any moves by Wilson
against Benn or Foot will be a clearing of the
ground for a much harder attack on workers’
wages and conditions—which is why workers in
the unions and on the factory floor must oppose
these moves.

The irony is that Benn and Foot will shun
the only force which ean protect them—the
power of workers on the shop floor—their cen-
tral political belief is that things are decided by
debates in parliament. ’

We must keep up the shop floor campaign
against Wilson’s policies. We must help organise
on the shop floor to fight against the drift to
the right of Wilson's government. We must show
by the effectiveness of that fight that the only
road to socialism is by socialist organisation on
the shop floor.

we have built up over years'on the
shop floor is to be surrendered.
That is what they mean by partici-
pation.

The shop stewards are expected
under the scheme to be much more
involved in the day-to-day super-
vision. They will change from
workers' representatives into shop
floor policemen. '

The most dangerous part of the
whole scheme is about jobs. Re-
dundancies are necessary, the com-
pany says. The present rate of
‘attrition’ (their new, charming
word for ‘natural wastage’) must
be maintained. -

Chrysler are also floating again
the proposal for a National Nego-
tiating Body as at Ford. They
hope this would transfer power
from the shop floor to full-time
officials and convenors, and bring
the highest pay rates down 1o the
latest.

All this is necessary, Chrysler tell
us, to get £35 million of the
government's money. This loan
would offset previous losses, and
would go straight back to Detroit.

The Industrial Relations Act
attempted to control the shop
floor and failed. The Social Con-
tract attempts to control the shop
floor through the trade union of-
ficials but clearly is failing.

The new effort to do the same

‘thing is called ‘participation’.

Far from standing back and
allowing our power to be eroded
we have vigorously to oppose
Chrysler’s Bennery, and in its place
we must guarantee our jobs and
living standards:
@ Nationalisation
pensatiorrNOW!
@ Shop stewards’ control of man-
ning, track speeds, and hiring and
firing.

@ No redundancies.

without com-
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