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R T A e |  csponsibility of the Tory Govern- It is sheer madness that sections |
SN LIS SRR . | mcnt alone. Any attempt to lay the  of workers coming up for afight .7
ST PR I N responisibility on the gus workers IS8 ggainst the freeze are being held ':
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Undoubtedly there witi be such
incidents — because in any nonnal
week of the vear there is on average

front in the firing line. All together
the freeze can be tarn apart. If the
cnoice is clearly between an all-nut

———d— =-e . . .

. an one serious explosion caused by confrontation aiming to win, and
THE TOﬁ Y P ' S WI TCHUN T gas. | tﬂemg the line by giving the field .
But you won’l find that in the io the Tories, Union leaders, and
THIS IS THE CONFRONTATION Every year nearty 90000 old b“ﬁ?f;: g;%iéf o most, co eriainly the TUG, have chos- ‘
Heath thinks he can win. The people die from cold and undemour- o ﬁ;‘,‘ I{@IESZ ; fﬁr‘f’ Iﬁiii‘? - E’Pe 1:'3}';"&.'?’ o -
flabby bully boy of Downing St. ishment — but there are no press thoy {\}}»; o ?f{ & ,u.g z;g 53 We st n@mm@% ?nd oreanise
plans to get revenge for what the campaigns for a living pension; just vears no: &mi o ...;B;F lw " f@f vietary. We can win, now, and
miners and dockers did to his the odd report of especially horrible Timkw;;f e E;h”‘ - rinss ha ffg? " e sh b:oth the Freeze and the Ind-
Government, by wiping his boots cases, which make good *‘human ereat lessons g“)j {hgk Ha *e.;m umgai R@iamonm Act if we mobilise
on the Gas workers. interest’” copy and bulld up an IMAge yiti oy iw— é&étp}a; ja; im?;igm 03 gﬁ{ism%ég engj}h SO A o
Thus he hopes to deter the min-  of ‘caring’, | the gas men as a vﬁ*:ntem or defe;t ZRAL éﬁmm 2‘;?3’ e Aﬁ(GEH-
ers, hospital werkers, civil servants, But now they are trundled oWl 0 for themselves - ' =RAL S - :E‘:”ga&} WOrkers
Ford workers, the railway workers,  be used cynically to bash the gas e — fmtl,on and the.adzer Ho b1hsat10n§
from pressing their claims. Wofzif’frs. &JQdenly we find more col- | ‘ fﬁggéglgggf%i; ;hke t.he. Maor
Irs fact it can be the confrontation So inches in one weex devoted to u WCTQR Y ;w Iiﬁdt;;ct’tﬁ al éelz‘iioﬁarAgtg?l—nSt' t
- the decisive one — that we can old pecple than are nomally devoted " i;émdigu‘; a confrontation u i{:lom
ity {f e motkiine ohr et to the average year's toll of e re- fu o & confontat induztri%l
aid the Gas workers and smash the 90000 dead —-dfaad not because of The most effective answer to that strength
froeze. a gas workers strike, but because witchunt, and the best way to make The k ey demand at the March
The Press is campaigning hyster- SR TUC must be for a general strike. )
ically against the Gas workers, try- § o Here and now we must organise :
ing to spark off & witchunt. Last mass solidarity with the gas work- ;
ers -~ form local militant rank-and- "

year the whole of the working class
and much of the press sympathised
with the miners, doing a dirty job
for lousy pay. Gas workers exist
in conditions nearly as foul as the §
pits, where the labour is hardly less B
onerous. 5

YEARLY DEATHS

file United Front committees. If the
‘ieaders’ fail, the task falls to us

to prepare the counter-offensive ’
and the general strike. X

Summonses have been issued for
the amrest of 24 building workers.
The charge is one of ‘intimidation’,

arising out of incidents in Shrews- §
bury round the building strike last
year. Six have already been arrest-

ed, and are on £50 bail. o . _
The contractors’ shop stewards’ This 1s the first national gas

committee at Shotton have called on}§ Strike since gas workers started a -
alt warkers to strike on 15 March — J major new trend in trade unionism

the day of the trial — against this back in 1889.
blatant Tory union-bashing. In the weeks before the strike

Liverpool dockers are already offici started, 8,000 gas workerb
supporting this call continued back page

But most people have never been §
inside a gasworks, and know little @&
of the conditions. So the Tory press
opens the throttles and belches out
clouds of lying propaganda, in an
attempt to choke off the kind of
solidarity action that helped the
miners {0 win.




ot BUILD
UNITED FRONT
COMMITTEES

““Yes, but it’s against the law, isn’t it »*’. Ifs not so often that you’ll
hear that reply these days. The Industrial Relations Act is ‘the law’.
The 90-day wage ‘and price’ frec o was ‘the law’. Phase 2 is schedul-
ed to be ‘the law’, come April 1st.

But to millions of working people, it is clear that if this is ‘law and
order’, then it is not law and order in aid of allowing us to live peace-
ful, .orderly, secure lives. It is law and order in aid of jailing trade
um;mbrb in aid of depriving thousands of a decent livelihood, by end-
ing their jobs or keeping their wages down — and in aid of the interests
of the'rich minority who control the State and its law. o .

And so working people have struck back at the Tories —in the strik-
es over the Pentonville Five, and, now, through the gas workers, Fords,
the hospitals.... — to lay down ovr own order. The Tories have not been

-

able‘to carry through their plans. Tucy are now resorting to forthright

<.
5

confrontation — no. ‘special cases’, no Official Solicitor.
i ‘price freeze” is a sick joke: grocery prices rose 1.5%1in the
five weeks up to January 22nd. (That’s a rate of over 16% per year!)
And only the most gullible can believe their words of concem for the
lower-paid affer their record with the fam-workers and the hospital
ancillaries. The Tories face a wages collision like the miners’ strike
of a vear ago — but in 'ess favourable conditions for them. Their poss-
ibility of climbdown is narrower. Their credibility is less. The work-
ing class is amed with the memory of the mass solidarity strike of
last July. and experience of flving pickets.

: fon - Wi ‘ nt sections co-ordinated to strike together . L AC _ :
United Action — with different - partial, and the Act and the Tory offensive remain.

— can multiply our strength.a hundredfold. |
United Front Committees must be formed at every level — from the top

wnion leaders down to the rank and file in each locality — with a
programme of: - .

(1) Support for all workers actually in struggle — for Instance a one
day solidarity ke with the Civil Servants on 27th February.

(2) Defend : .- indep-ndence of thestrade ugions from the state — NO

MES POL ic . NG INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS ACT.
INOfﬂs)l}'eaS()n?,)(fn i \ i ..don, a joint civi servants’ union — teach-

. - - ’
ers’ upion conuiiee has ~~~n set up. In Manchester, a trade unionists:

PHASE TWO |

it pritish Government’s Phase 1 and Phase2 policies are so
similar to the US administration’s Phase 1 and 2 that the Fin-
ancial Times was moved to comment that it would be possible
for the Americans to ‘sue’ for breach of ‘copyright’. The Heath
Government, after a series cf visits to the States and ‘close

talks' with ‘interested partics’ directly copied the Americans
and imposed the 90-day Freeze. Later they implemented Phase
2, which with two small exceptions is again a copy of the Amer-
ican Phase 2. o |

Of course, Britain is not in the
same eceonomic position as the
USA, but nonetheless it is inter-
~esting to look at the ‘Nixon Exper-
ience’ of Phase 2, its effects, ana
its outcome,
ndeed, the American experience
“amply explodes the myth of the
crisis of ‘Inflation’ as the thing
which is wrong with the Westem
capitalist system. Inflation is a
symptom of a much deeper under-
1lyving crisis, which penetrates into
the very economic foundations of
:capitalist society. |
!
S P ROF I TS
JThe American Phase 2 regulations
succeeded in keeping down the
Tevel of inflation in the States to
around 3% It was widely claimed
as a success by businessmen and
the Nixorn adminstration.
| ¥ recuced 'memployment (slight-  $2.010 million deficit in 1971
1y =nl resuited in an all-round increasing to a $6,400million def-
rige in woduction. Profits went up icit'in 1972.
by 18% = .1 the American Stock Ex-  Despite the initial success of the
change r-istered an all-t. me high. American Phase 2 regulations in

by ROY RATCLIFFE
T
Real wages either stood still or

rose slightly. = .
Has the experience in the USA

The success, in capitalist terms, of
Phase 2 has in fact materially ass-
isted in transforming the already
chronic balance of payments
deficit of the US to one of crisis
proportions, eventually' leading to
the devaluation of the dollar.

The resulting expansion of the
US economy due to their Phase 2
has boosted imports (up 22%),
whilst exports-have failed to keep
pace (up 13%). This has led to a

Lo

- 'stages of Phase 2, if of course 1t is
~workers. This is why Heath took
~_pains to assure businessmen and

" financiers in a reply to a question
-in the House of Commons that ‘“The

‘and Phase 3 would be to ensure that

shown that the COD(I‘Jel'ing of “infl- &

an capitalism ? Quite the confrary!
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Particularly important is gaining support from better-organised work-
ers for the less experienced trade unionists now up against the Govem-
ment, The forthcoming conference of the Liaison Committee for the Def-
ence of Trade Unions must take a lead — organise local Liaison Comm-
ittees as United Fronts and coordinate them nationally.

But, if unity is our aim, that doesn’t mean that we wait to act until
perfect coordination is achieved. If the militants don’t go first, the
hesitant will never follow. The new vigour of the struggle of the past
year has sprung from a willingness not to wait, not to delay for the
‘proper channels’, but to choose immediate, direct action. It is that

- vigour that will break the Freeze.

- - The Tories’ hopes rest on the Trade Unions’ official leadership.
After the AUEW’s refusal to take up concerted action had allowed
workers’ anger against the £60000 fines to waste away In isolat‘e‘d pro-
tests, large parts of the Industrial Relations Act are now established as
the norm for official trade union practice. The ‘‘leaders’ line1s that
Phase 2 would be all right, given only a little room for ‘special clrcum-

stances’.

The line of officialdom — both Trade Union and Labour Party —is to
stress kicking the Tories out andgetting in a Labour govemment which
(we hope!) will undo the Tories’ works. Of course, we are absolutely
in favour of kicking the Tories out.

But the official leaders advocate kicking the Torles out as the
aiternative to action now. That means, resigning ourselves to defeat
now. The danger is that some rank-and-file workers who want to kick

- the Tories out as well as fighting now will be conned into the officials’
- vView. ‘ '_

There is a serious possibility that solidarity action against Phase 2
can escalate to general strike proportions — particularly if the Tories
use the penal clauses of the Industrial Relations Act, which remains a
vital weapon for them to assist Phase 2. A general strike could go
ahead to rip up both Act and Freeze. | ‘

~ The great struggles of 1972 — Chobham Farm, Pentonville Five —
teetered’on the brink of a general strike. And precisely because they
didn’t develop their full logic, to a general strike, their victories were

Genieral strike is the perspective militants must prepare. It is the

| ~key démand to be raised at the March 5th recall Congress of the TUC.

Stress on Kicking the Tories out as the key to the situation is dang-

“"erous in a mass strike eruption because it allows the ‘ballot box trap’.

The bosses could get out of a tight situation by promising elections and
‘returnire. “Labour to power with Tory policies’. o
We eannot rely on the top union leaders. The responsibility falls on

the rafik and file. Local United Front Committees must prepare; bulld
solid%l-’_" ' ise mobile pickets where possible: to

ration was forced to remove them,. itions on the ‘boards’ which looked
not because of the impending Dollar into pay and price rises, and they
crisis s, because whilst: the rest- . only resigned when it began to dan-
rictions on wages-encouraged prod- - gerously reduce their authority in
uction in the early stages of Phase  the unions.
2, the ‘restrictions’ on profit margins The American trade union bureau-
soon began to discourage produgtion. cracy totally failed to mobilise their
The restrictions had to be removed. members against the freeze and
- But in removing the restrictions  gssisted the American capitalists
on profits, the door was opened {0 ip lulling workers into passive
wages. Thus Phase 2 was dismantled. gcceptance of Phase 2. Now they
~ This situation could face the promise to be *‘‘realistic’’ in their
Heath Govermment during the later wage demands during Phase 3 —
realistic for Nixon, that is, but not
for their own members!

The devaluation of the dollar
will have a number of effects on
the British economy.

First, although the pound is
sfill floating, it will make British
exports to the US dearer, and per
haps slow them down. Secondly,
this may further worsen the British
balance of payments deficit, per-
haps up to £1000 million. Even if
it does not go quite thaf high, it
stiil means that the Government
will have to take measures to cut
dowit imports.

- The most likely event 1s a fur-

ther effective devaluation of the £,
~with all the consequences that

flow from that for the working class.

If the Government takes measures

to hold back imports, it will most

likely do this by monetary means.

The consequence of this will be

to hold back investment and cuf,
into the small recovery in the Brit-
ish economy that has been evident
in the last month or so.

_Thus the Government will press

_even harder to hold back wages. -
Meanwhile, the £ will also go down
in relation to the other European
currencies, and consequently make

fits and cuts in real wages. What  imports from Common Market dearer.
a gloriously successful Phase 2! -+ "~ We must learn the lessons of
Let us now for a moment look at  the American Phase 2 NOW — and
the role of the American trade union work for united working class act-
leaders in this massive confidence ion to smash the Rritish Phase 2.

not smashed by then by the British

limit on profit margins would not
inhibit increased industrial invest-
ment’’ ... ‘the object of Phase 2

company profits were sufficient to
provide increased investment.’

The forced sacrifices of the
American workers did noct benefit
them in any way. In fact the huge
deficit which Phase 2 helped to -
create has led the Nixon Administ-

P 2%
v

gervices and Welfare
schemes by $19,000 million.

This in itself is a vicious attack on
the US workers, and it is this that
Nixon means when he calls for ‘‘an
austere and self-reliant society?’.
This attack, in line with the 10%
deyaluation of the dollar on 13th
February, will face the American
workers with cuts in welfare bene-
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The 11 CLAY CROSS ‘rebel councillors’ have been sumcharged £635
each, and the council’s £20 000 Government housing subsidy has
been withdrawn. The councillors’ reply has been’

= to refuse to send any further repayments to the National Public
Works Loan Board (thus offsetting the loss of the £20000)

—to call for a total rent and rates strike

— to pledge no evictions for arrears

— to start discussing with the two local rent collectors and their union

on alternative work for them.

HILARY CAVE spoke to DAVID NUTTALL, one of the Clay Cross

councillors, for Workers’ Fight.

HC: Clay Cross ks one of the few
councils whe are stiti fighting the
Government’s HousingFinance Act
Why do you think that so many
other so-calied rebe! councils have
collapsed 7
DN: Well, most of them have been
led by the right wing, and it’s been
a sham fight all along. Most counc-
illors didn't really want to fight
because the risks to themselves
were too great.

Firstly, there was the risk of
being surcharged, as we have been
this week. Those whose socialism

On Wednesday 10th January,
the NUM’s claim for 1973 was
formally submitted. The claim
is for an increase in the mini-
mum rates for faceworkers,
underground workers and sur-
face workers to £30, £33 and
£40 respectively, together
with reduction of hours.
This is a similar claim, pep

centage-wise to last year's

- successful claim with incr-
eases from hetwesn £8.50 and
£7 it hasic mites,

PREPARE

Last year the demonsirative
victory of the miners ushered
in a period of gres: success
for the labour movement. And
the success of the presant
claim will depend on them
showing the same determinat-
ion and preparation as they
did last year.

'Moderate’ talk, as put for-
ward by right-wing union-
leader Gormiey, that there
won't be a need for g strike
this year will only weaken
such preparation.

Already, as the ‘Times’ rep-
orted on 15%th January, ‘moder-
ate’ leaders of the NUM ‘czle-
ulate £3 would be enough to
reach a settlement’, or in oth-
er words it would be enough
to acheive a relatively quiet
sell-out.

Militants must immediately
call for preparation for strike
action - & complete overtime
ban to reduce stocks, meet-
ings to discuss and oreanise
picketing etc. (Last time, in
many areas, miners at rank
and file level had to patch up
the picketing after organisat-
ion at official level had turn-
ed out to be half hearted and

Inadequate).

for each meeting they attend, and

1s only brought out for public meet-
ings and is kept in mothballs the
rest of the time wouldn’t risk los-
ing money for the sake of socialist
principles.

Secondly, there was the risk of
disbamment. This was frightening
to many councillors because they
are looking forward to being elect-
ed to the new District Councils
when local government is reorgan-
ised. When this happens, the
whole position of councillors will
be changed to that of semi-profess-
lonals. Councillors will be paid

Another issue Jor immed-
iate discussion and action is
the moves by the NUM toward
broductivity /efficiency barg-
aining.

The stated aim of such bar-
galning is to ‘get away from
the pattern of major annual
confrontations’. The need to
get away from this ‘pattern’ is
not entirely clear, at least to
the miners - considering that
there has only been one ‘maj-
or annual confrontation’ in
the last 20 years (last year),
and that that confrontation
produced such a spectacular
revival in the miners’ living
standards and morale.

Perhaps the executive want
twice yearly confrontations?
But no, what they are negot-
lating is an ‘efficiency incen-
tive scheme’ intended to tic
any future wage increases to
promises to be more efficient
and step-up production. Which
In the end boils down to work
harder, speed-up, and lose

jobs.
REPORT

As an indication of the form
such a productivity deal
would take, you only need to
look at the report back to the
union side of the negotiating
committee by its own research
team (copies of this report,
JNNC/U.S./7/11/72, can be

R
~
.....

the sum may be as much as £10 per
meeting. You'd only need to attend! g
five meetings a week, as many -
councillors do now, to be making a |
pretty good living from local polit-
ics.

Those councillors who’ve given
up the fight don’t know what soci-
alism is — they're too busy think-
ing of the benefits re-election will
bring.

HC: What part has the Labour
Party piayed nationally in the
fight against the Act ?

DN. ‘Ihey‘ve done nothing effect- 2
ive at all. Officially, they say itk
a bad law, but they're not encour-
aging or helping those who defy it. )
The National Executive Committee
has given vague promises of
financial support for anyone who isi
penalised for fighting rent rises, |
but they’ve not committed them-
selves in any definite way.

Locally, we' ve been more suycoe-
essful in the Labour Party. Any-
one wio voted 8s a councilior to
implement the Act has been pui
off the North-FEast Derbyshire
Constituency. =

In places wnere the Labour Partyg; L R
1s min by ihe right wing, new Clr David Nutiail
peapis are needed who will stand  HZ: Ds you think industrial action
as counciilors with socialist polic- is important in the fight against
105. We need to put hack politics  the Act ? | |
into local government. Too often DN I think it’s very important,
councitlors act as just administrai- 0w it would nave been more useful
ors and social workers. We need 2 few months ago. Clay Cross has
councillors whe will ensure that nad very little actual help from the
paid employees of councils dont  Derbyshire miners, for instance.
take more power than they should  pietermined and united industrial
have. "Ibo often these people dic- action was needed, bat s many of
tate policies to councillors. the leaders in the unions failed to
iake the necessary steps.
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raciive LUoponaly a- i sericus and decisive in-
1. EXUension of machine ronds inko che orofits of the

running e [may benefll the parssitic 1% who own 819 of

‘well-boing’ of the industry 2!l privatelv-owned company

Sl i"‘z?eiinf}f won’'t benefit the SR areg iny g_’)f{jer to get those

safety =iandards and well- T

being of many face workers, Zven the Wilberforce report

(287 yeur conceded that it was
“wreasonable’ to expect

24hr wverage (a system | miners’ wages to be held down
already rejected by miners af pecanse of the nonsprofitabil-
30me pils. t.g. Beavercote) ity o7 tie pits in providing

3. xtended shift time (sug- ., ., wne industry. if coal
gested for these pits where dusnt hring a sutficient
long jourueys are required price onoine imperialist mar-
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broportion of the miners’ fime prodiiable enterprise then it

is actualily spent on the job.) cerinuniy 80 Tt the faylt or
And these gre only the initi- FeIDUNEILLLY  of the miners

al proposzals! Fnae atyvurdities of the mar-

It 15 true that the report eia
‘insists’ on no redundancies, G
where the demand for no red- Miners must make sure that
uction in work force is ‘unre- the absurdities of the coal
alistic’. However if the ‘well-  industry are not patched up at
being’ of the industry requ- their expense,
ires it, no doubt they will lat- Ire message must go out to
€r reconsider the demand for the union leaders:
no redundancies to be ‘unreal- No productivity/efficiency
istic’. deall

WELL-BEING? An all out fight for the full

Ciaim - defy Phase 2!
Between 1958 and 1970, the
NUM showed great concern for
the ‘well-being of the indust-"

ware created by capital -




The NIRC recently sat in judge-
rent on an appeal brought before
it against the G&I'WU by Gerry
Caughey.

Caughey was one of the lead-
ers of the great Pilkingtons
sirike #n St Heiens in 1970, a
long and bitter fight against the
solid ranks of employers and

union - the G&M of course.
- Not a trick »as missed by the
G&M bureaucrats to break the
strike: red-baiting, scab herding,
you name it -~ the G&M did it.

Finally the mren tried to formr a
democratuc breakaway union, the
Glass & General. But once again
their way was blocked, and in
the after—ath of the bitter strugg-
e, the attempt failed.

Caughey and others who led
the fight to set up the independ-
ent union were refused re-admitt-
ance to the G&M.

This meant no work at Pilking-
ton’s, {who, of course, respect
that kind of closed shop) and
therefore no work in St Helens,
which is as much a company-
town as the G&M branch was a
company-union. Finally, after
nearly three years in desperat-
ion, Gerry Caughey took the G&M
fo the NIRC, and won his case
for re-admittance.

Is Gerry Caughey a deserter
from the workers’ movement? No.
He left the Union not to be a
scab, but because the Union was
a scab. He was refused re-admit-
tance not by democratic decis-
ion of the Union’s members, but
by bureaucratic decree.

And yet - his action in going to
the NIRC cannot be defended;
because i t is just such an
action, taken by a militant-, not
a Langston or a Goad or some
other rat of a non-unionist, but
by a militant, that serves to mis-
fead the class.

But if the bosses' own special
Star Chamber metes out a greater
“:gtice than some sections of

‘rade union movement,and the

.- . stands by doing nothing,

then we in.that movement are also

responsible.

It we don’t rid our movement of
atl undemocratic practices -if
we don’'t make our organisations
a mode! of workers’ justice and
morality, we will share in the
shame of breaking militants and
crushing our cause

‘““At the end of the meeting, how
far apart d!:s'g vou feel you were
Fooup Ay @M’ councif (of the
~~hing the problems
gw“‘i"'ﬂ&‘é ¥ .3?”
M Hea't raplied: ‘‘It wasn’t
= far as ¢ e, it was about 4

faat 6 inches®’.

B broken, and the flats would have

Y

* ing his own property.

AN the rooms were Infested
with bugs... the gas fires were

to be fumigated and cleaned..."’
From a tenant to a rent tribun-

al ? No. This was part of the

statement of a landlord describ-

Apparently he thought this
adequate reason for serving not-
ice on the tenants, including Mr
Bill Quinn, a 68 year old retired
bricklayer, for locking Mr Quinn
out, and for burning his few poss-
essions,

All this came out in the evid-
ence to the coroner who recorded
a verdict of suicide in the case
of Mr Quinn., As the coroner
said: ‘‘The notice to quit, the
changed locks, and the state of
his room obviously upset him a
great deal’’.

..and a dog @

We hear that L yndon Johnson was :

2

cremated. He was dead at the time.

Unlike his victims.
Militant ? @

A recent cartoon in the Engiish
paper ‘Militant’ (No 142) shows
two masked ‘gunmen’. One
sports the red hand of Ulster,
and the other a tricolour. They
are being stopped from fighting
by a heroicly muscular figure:
The Trade Unicnist.

This socialist superman points
his sure and messianic finger at
the fat capitalist and says:
‘There’s your real enemy’.

The trouble is, my dear, spine-
less militants, that it is more
than likely tha the Lovalist in
your drawing is a card-carrying
member of the AUEW, and quite
possibly the IRA man isn't. In fact

ed — job discrimination against

Catholics, which kept many of themg

Obituary of a IRELAND MORE
poor mane MURDERS BY

IORANGE

GANGS

In the run up to the Border Referendum (8 March) and the British
government's White Paper, the political situation is becoming
increasingly critical and daily the level of Loyalist violence
escalates, in an attempt to force the British government to re-

¥ from AUSTEN MORGAN |

store Stormont.

Orange murder gangs have, after

a short lull, recommenced their
campalgn of sectarian murders
against random members of the
Catholic community in Belfast.
The ease with which these
groups can penetrate the ghetto
areas from which the Irish Republ-
ican Amny operates says something
for the vigilance of the Rritish
army. In Belfast, where there are
two Protestants for every Catholic,
five of the seven battalions of the
amy 1n the city are stationed in
Catholic areas. Despite this vast
military presence the ammy appears

§ unakle to stop the murders.

. They clearly approve of soften-
g up the Catholics for an even
greater military presence. While

¥ the ‘no-go’ areas existed and were
i policed by the IRA, the Orange

§ murder gangs were unable to carry
4 on their foul activities — now,

§ with the British amy doing the pro-

f tecting, these gangs find no diff
¥ culty.

F3

While the murders continue and

| the IRA is prevented by the Army

from protecting the area, the British

| military strategists hope that Cath-
§ olics will tum to the British amy
¥ for protection.

REACTIONARY STRIKE

The assertion that the army is in
8 Ireland to protect people and keep

j the two sides apart must be clearly @
 seen as nothing more than a smoke- i@
g Screen to cover up its military cam-

{ palgr against the Catholics and

unemployed for all or most of their |
} followed the detention of two Prot-

lives.
But what is worse is the aquat-

ing of the two ‘gunmen’. For
socialists, the struggle of the
Republicans agai nst Briti sh
Imperialism and Orange rule is &
progressive struggle to be supp-
orted. The struggk of the ‘Loyal-
ists’for Orange ascendancy must
be opposed with all our force.
The mind of the "Militant’
has been affected by the *English
disease’: the arrogant judgement
of all struggles by the norms and
forms of the most routine English
trade union struggles and
imputed virtue.

From Eric Heffer’s statement giv-
ing the reason for his resignation
as- a front bench spokesman on
industrial affairs, the news has
leaked out that the Labour Party
National Executive Committee
would have pledged support to
the TUC for a one-day General

Strike.
So what was its attitude to Reg

Prentice, Labour$ main front
bench spokesman at the time, who
gave vent to the same disgusting
anti-working class venom against
the dockers jailed in P entonville
as did the Tories?

;;Q;. estants who had been arrested after |
{ having thrown a live grenade into a §
B Union of the Left, made up of the

ermined to destroy the sectarian

Orange State and drive British imp- B

erialism out of Ireland.
The latest Loyalist rampage

E bus full of Catholic wokers. One
t worker was killed and several bad-

ly injured.

Frequently in the past Loyalist

} ians have never ceased to call for

greater and greater army repression

| — but only against Catholics.

The climax of the protest came

[ on Wednesday 7 February with the
! so-called Loyalist general strike,

called by the United Loyalist Coun-

| cil.The organisations which make
1 up the Council, with the exception

f of the Loyalist Association of

Workers, are not organised on an
industrial and working class basis.
And Craig, leader of Vanguard, the

' Counoil’s political face, is in fact

well known for his anti-trade union
Views. -

Industry was brought to a stand- §

still more through intimidation than

| voluntary withdrawal of labour. The

UDA and otherLoyalist military
groups were mohilised to harass

' any warkers who decided to go in
to work. "Most schools had been
closed to prevent harassment of

| school children by Tartan Gangs.

I Those offices which did open were

& THE

in BELFAST

closed by bomb scare telephone
wamings. The police advised the
closing of premises to prevent retal-
lation by Protestant gangs.

The strike, nevertheless, showed

the Loyalists’ industrial power.

But it is clear that it is not a tactic
the militant Loyalist groups could
carry out for very long. ‘The middle
class leaders of these groups are
well aware that sustained industrial
action couldpresent a serious threa
to their own class interests. Craig
himself appears not to have been
assoclated with the strike call.

‘DEMOCRACY’

The Loyalists talk of democracy
and the rights of the majority — but
the Border Referendum itself has
nothing to do with democracy. There
are two sides to the Border, and
any genuine referendum would have
to embrace the people of all Ireland ,
- 32 counties, As it is, it’s a vote
within a gerrymandered area, about
the very border which secures this
gerrymandering. It is an exercise

in ‘democratic’ window dressing
consistent with the sort of white.
wash that cleared the Amy’s
Bloody Sunday murderers.

"SEAN MATGAMNA EXAMINES

THE FORCES IN THE
FRENCH GENERAL ELECTION

FIELD

‘LEF'T° COULD WIN FRANCE'S
MARCH GENERAL ELECTION. S0
say the public opinion polls. The

;0 their militia, the IRA, who are det- §&
that’s one reason the fighting start-§ :

j Communist Party (CP), Socialist
3 Party (SP) and the Left Radicals,
8 can gain a small majority in the Nat-
| gmups have demonstrated in favour §

of internment and Loyalist politic- §

ional Assembly.

- The ‘first round’ takes place on 4th
! March, and then, a week later, comes

i the second and final vote, with

the candidates getting low polls in

B the first round eliminated.

‘[his could spark oft the biggest
crisis for France since the strikes

 of May 1968. For ‘strong man’ pres-

ident Georges Pompidou has decl-

| ared on television that he will not

allow ‘the Left’ to form a govem-
ment, whether or not they have a
majority.

Under the Gaullist constitution
imposed by Charles de Gaulle and
the French Army in 1958, Pompidou

| does have the power to form a gov-

emnment reflecting his own views,
regardless of Parliament, though it

| has then to submit itself for a vote
| of confidence in Parliament.

The question is, what would the

| ‘Left’ do then ?

The weak-kneed leaders of the

i Left showed their true colours
8 when they betrayed the great
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An African going on strike in South
Africa risks losing his job and so
his right to be outside a poor rural
reserve (called Bantustan). Accord-
ing to the ruling Apartheid ideology,
Africans are ‘at home’ in the Bantu-
stan and are only temporarily in
industrial areas.

Sriking by Blacks in South Af-
rica is a criminal offence. Black
trade unions have no legal or negot-
1ating status, so downing tools
means no strike pay. The strikers
have been faced with arrest, baton
charges, dogs, tear gas, armed
police in battle dress, troops and
nelicopters.

Dtspite all this, up to 100000
Jicarns in Durban, one quarter of
"Em = Atrican work fO?LE fiave uu,%gt:aa
woaeks,

C;“

Liriles over a period of five

ik & i 10 i"’u,lzlilaﬁ waﬁ‘h S8 in
But that I’u&gnlfi(,c L gener al
be showed, and not for the first

They mcluded shmbmlder&» 5t€‘s’€“

; J # ~=~€
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dores, drivers, textile, brick, and
tea company workers. Their solid-
arity and militancy has been magiiz
ficent.

They have protected each other
by refusing to allow their leaders
to be identified by negotiating
with employers. They have brought
fellow warkers out, by invading the
offices where they work. When
strikers marching on a factory were
stopped by police dogs and then
tear gas, they were replaced by a
second group as soon as the gas
cleared.

The strikes were broken only
when the municipal workers, num-
bering 15,000, were threatened
with the sack. They had spread
in the Durban area and to Cape-

town.
Some workers, for example 2600

SKYISTS

to fire workers; reduction of the

powers of the President: to restore |

proportional representation for elec

a;m, w‘"ﬁt the French wa,kmg class tions.

i3 made of,

Even if the leaders would ‘resp-
e(':t'“ and accept - ‘under protest’, of
curse — the lawfulness of Pompi-
dgu’s decrees, the militant workers

of France might not.

They might instead choose w
teke to the streets, or occupy the
- faczfﬁries, despite their leaders.

France remains part of the imper |
ialist alliance, NATO, though it
threw NATO armies (ie the US) out §
of France in 196'7. How will the
Union of the Left treat NATO 9

It will wark for the simultaneous
dissolution of both NATO and the

Warsaw Pact - and until then stay
in NATO.

Yet the Union of the Left is den- |
 ounced as .

. & communist conspir-

| BER -Cy by the Gaullists !
S Iis real nature, its cap-i n-hand
B respect for the bosses and their

The Union of the Left stands on a
programme of small reforms, and
has not, so far, aroused much real
enthusiasm amongst the workers.
It proposes to initiate progress
towards (only ‘progress...towards!)
a 40-hour, b day week (already
gained by the general strike of
1936, though a dead letter since
1939);, a minimum wage of 1000
francs (i.e. about £80 per montnj&
retirement at 60 years for men, 55
for women. |
Cxther planks are: unemployment
Pay at least up to minimum wage;
some restraint on the bosses’ right

state is shown by the way it argues
for its reforms, saying — ‘‘France’s
econonly could afford them without
an increase in taxes’. The French
tax system still heavily favours the
rich, more even than most West Fur-
Oopean countries !

What is the Union of the Left ?
The Communist Party is the work-
ers’ party. It has had a revolution-
ary, and then ‘classical Stalinist’
past. ‘Its reformist policies now
are like those of, say, the pre-war
Labour Party.

The Socialist Party, once based

PAGE 9
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textile workers, have lost their

jobs. But many others have gained.

The stri ke was sparked by sub-
starvation pay. An average family
needs at least £10 per week to

live at the basic subsistence level.
More than three quarters of Durbarfs

black workers live below this. The
tea company was paying only £5
per weeKk. The brick workers got
less.

Now the tea company wakers
have gained £1.50, and also the
reinstatement of sacked workers.
Overall the gains have average £1
per week. Small, but with the defi-
ant militancy of the black workers,
a significant threat to the South
African white bosses.

OVAMBOS

It 1s a year since a general strike
of Ovambo workers in South Afric-
a's colony of Namribia (South
West Africa) shook the Apartheid
dictatorship. Vorster’s retaliat-

jion, after ending the strike, was

to send many black workers back
|t0 the Bantustans.

The economy, however, dep-
ends on black workers — so this
fmove created serious economi ¢

M problems. The Durban strike

was, therefore, met with a relat-
ively ‘cool’ approach — the work-
ers were not shot or deported. But
this’softening only led to a spread-

Wing of the action.

The Government is caught: the
 mass strike points o its over

i throw. And it expresses the bas- -
@ic, predominant working class
| character of the black majority.

It points towards the coming

South African revolution, which

will transform the whole of Africa
The Governmeait have de facto

& conceded the right to strike —but
I they airr to ride out the move -
ment by not changing the law: not

allowing black unions, that is,
permanent organisation; and striv-

lling to keep the workers atomised,

not letting any formed leadership
emerge. Any concessions they

are forced to make will redouble
the impact through increasing
W the workers’ self-confidence.

GENERAL STRIKE

The Government managed to res-
ume control because of the inad-
equacy of the general strike |
weapon in itself. In itself, the

general strike is merely passive:
‘people doing nothing on a large

------------------ ' THE BLACK STRIKERS
~ INSOUTH AFRICA:

IS NEAR!

scale’.

Because the general strike
did not move the use of force ~
amed insurte ction — the Govem-
ment was able, finally, to quell
the strikers through its use of
force. (Vhichis not to say that
the strike shouldn’t have been
started, or didn’t yield gains!')

In the condition.s of South
Africa, guerrilla and armed strugg-
le will be a necessarv trort of
revolutionary action. The cre-.
ion of armed detachments iz v..
if the regime is to be pre: <nited
from prevailing simply through
monopcly of ammed force. But it
1s clear from the Durban strikes
that the foremost role will be
played by the action of the urban

black workers. The guerrilla str~
uggle will have to be linked with
and led by the activity of a work-
ers’ political party (necessarily
an underground party).

The South African revolution,
now taking shape, promises to be
much more like the ‘classical’
Russian revolution model than
like other “Third World’ revolut-
ions of the last 30 years.

MURDEROUS

What about the white workers ?
They are formally workers, true:
but they form a privileged, racist
caste. In the face of any decis-
ive class action by the black
workers, they instinctively and
automatically side with the

murderous regime. To rely on
abstract class unity is to live in
dream!and.

And what about us ? British
bosses can pretend superiority to
and even horror at Apartheid. But
the fact is that the South African
bosses are scarcely more than
well-paid African area agents for
Rritish and US imperialism. Brit-
ish investment and trade is mass-
ive, and ams deals continue.
Apartheid is merely the underside
of ‘British democracy’.

Many firms in South Africa are
actually international companies.
In Britain, France or the USA,they
pay one wage, in South Africa, the
starvation pittance apartheid all-

ows them to get away with. Rec-
ent moves by US workers to force

the Polaroid company to pay the

same wage in South Africa as in the
‘white’ countries point a way in
which we can aid the struggle o6f
South Africa’s working class.

.:
E\x. .




the eyes and ears of the world fixed upon Vietnam last
month, a shot rang out un-noticed. An assassin’s bullet
shattered a great mind of the African revolution.

Amilcar Cabral, leader of the national liberation strugghke

in Guine-Bissau, was slain by agents acting on behalf of the Port-

uguese dictatorship.

For over a decade, the working
class and oppressed peoples of
the world have drawn courage
and inspiration from the strugg-
le of 35 million Vietnamese
against the mightiest military
power in the capitalist world.
However, & wall of silence
has surrounded another geno-
cidal war, waged against 14
million Africans in Angola,
Guine, and Mozambique.
Portugal, Britain’s ‘oldest
ally’, drops American napalm
from Italian planes directed by Cabral said: .
German radio. It is hardly sur- ““The struggle is always arm-
prising that little news of these ed because the colonialists and
events in so-called Portuguese Amilcar Cabral (cenire)

By Bas Hardy

were forced back to work at gun-
point, with some fifty dead. In
Angola, too, the response at the
first stirrings of revolt was vie-
lous. 8000 African lives were
lost in 1961 alone.

The viclence of the coloniser
ended any reformist wishfulness
which may have existed in the
early days of the PAIGC. As

ed to use ams against you..
They drowned people in rivers
they burned people with petrol,
they destroyed villages suspect-
ed of welcoming our party.’*

The move to the countryside
and the move to amed struggle

by necessity. Cabral’s party
was intent on liberating the

Africa filters through to the
British press. -

It 1s with large-scale aid from | Ny, I
NATO and South Africa that the B o
rotten teeth of Portuguese colon- % |
lalism still bite into African soil L R
Portugal cannot even make toy e Wt
pianes, let alone the jets it uses
in Africa.

But for Portugal to wish to re- 7 o -
tain its 400 year old empire at a S "
cost of over 50% of its annual | ¥ 2 :
budget seems odd in an era when
‘decolonisation’ has been acc- 4 =
omplished everywhere. How
could the fascist dictator Salaz-
ar make such an incredible state-
ment as ‘“Africa doesn't exist'’'?

AGENT FOR IMPERIALISM

Bor Cabral the answer is that
Portugal hasn’t decolonised be-
cauge it can’t ‘neo-colonise’. It
can.t do what other imperialist
powers have done — maintain
economic domination without
direct political control.

Portugal, one of the most und-
er-developed countries in Eur-
ope., i herself a semi-colony
of imperialism, with almosther
entire industry and capital own-
ed by the rich nations. With in-
sufficient capital to expoit her
colonies indirectly  Portugal
acts as an agent of imperialism
in Africa.

The services Portugal provid-
es for imperialism are two-fold,
its direct military presence
being the most obvious. As long
as Portugal remains in Mozam-
bique and Angola, the white
racist regimes in South Africa
and Rhodesia can rest secure.
The other way imperialism bene-
fits is by the exploitation of
these countries’ resources . Com-
panhia Uniao Fabril, which holds
a monopoly orn the export-import
trade with the colonies, is, in
the main, owned by French, Brit-
ish, and Belgian and German
capital. In the interests of An-
golan diamonds, Mozambique
oil, and Guinean cash crops
Portugal fights her war and the
war of others.

THE PAIGC

The movement for national
liberation in all three countries
began in the late '50s and early
'60s, In Guine's capital, Biss-

1, Cabral and four or five other
intellectuals built a base among
tr o workers for their party, the
T 15C (Independent African
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The settlement proclaimed a cease-
fire, with the Provisional Revolut-
1onary Govermnment and the Thieu
regime each remaining in control of
the areas of South Vietnam occup-
ied by them as of 27 January. This
means that the PRG controls the
greater part of the land area of
South Vietnam, but Thieu controls
90% of the population, including
over 600,000 in refugee camps.

All US military forces are to be
withdrawn from South Vietnam with-
1n sixty days of the cease-fire.
This does not prohibit the mainten-
ance of US forces elsewhere in
Indochina, in Thailand for example,
nor the presence of US personnel in
Vietnam in the guise of ‘civilian
advisors’. It has been estimated
that 10000 of these ‘advisors’ may
remain after US troop withdrawal.
And Vietnam remains surrounded by
US air power.,

New military supplies to the
South from either side are prohibit-
ed, but replacement of used-up or
wom-out materials is permitted.
The US had prepared for this clause
by building up Thieu's amed forces
to enoimous strength; Saigon now
has the third biggest airforce in

the world.
The question of the political

regime in South Vietnam is supp-
osed to be settled by free elect-
ions — but Thieu has a veto on the
holding of these elections.

.

- of Guine and Cape Verde).
* .trike of Bissau dockers
-z amashed when the dockers

CABRAL:
DYING

imperialists have already decid- ete tems ? And how was the

PAIGC to enlist the support of
the rural population ?

SOCIAL REVOLUTION

Cabral’s conception of indep-
endence differed vastly from that
were not dictated by choice, but of the leaders of many of Africa’s

independent’ states. He already
Observed that with decolonisat-
people, but what did the liberat- fon came ‘neo-colonisation’ —
ion of the people mean in concr control of the economic resourc-

More than two weeks after the ‘cease-fire’, fighting still con
ues sporadically in Vietnam. The settlement has, so far, se
nothing, except *hat for the moment there is a shift awa
large-scale military activity to political activity; but even ng
the possibility that all-out war will return cannot be ruled on

r f*}':\,g
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Prisoners of war aye io v
changed, buf Saigon’s 200 G0
political prisoners are left is
Thieu’s hands. There are =
fears for the lives of many o
prisoners.

There is no reaso:n to supt
that either Thieu or the US are
likely to keep the terms of the
treaty, or of the cease-fire whi
now seems likely in Laons.

"“CEASE-FIRE’

Within 24 hours of the time the
cease-fire officially tonk effec
US bombers were pcounding the
countryside of L.aos. This des
the accords’ provision caliing
all parties to respect the territ
ial integrity and sovereignty o
Laos and Cambodia.

The US showed no respect
the 1954 Vietnam agreement, z
the whole of its war in Laos n
been 1n direct contradiction w
1962 Laos agreement.

Thieu is ‘bound’ by the ace
to guarantee democratic liberi:
freedom of speech, of press, ©
oclation, of movement, etc. Ir
new edicts have been issued ¢
ening foreign pressmen with e:
ion in case of ‘‘anti-Vietname:
activities’’. The Vietnamese ¢
1S reduced to a tiny handful of
heavily censored papers that ¢
afford to pay Thieu’s levies.




als, the colonisers thus gave  that of the ‘mother’ country (in

them the incentive to rewolt. some areas of Portugal 80% of
Within the fremawork of the the people are illiterate). Doct-

old co-operative system, Cabr  OrS and nurses have been trained

al’s party attempted, in the by the PAIGC. o
liberated areas, to improve the They merit our support in their

- technical aspects of farming,  Struggle, irrespective of any
while at the same time attempt- Criticisms we may have of their

b | ing to undermnine the conservat- ideas. They see the relation of
ive i i i Guine with the world economy

1ve influence of the chiefs in

the case of the Fula. after liberation in vague and
es and industry of the African ly differs from that in the utopian terms of cooperatives in
states remaining, by and large, industrialised coumtries, but it FIGHTER Guine meshing in with ‘‘an
in the hands of the western pow- 1s also different from the situ- international cooperative’’. They
ers. Cabral saw that the nation- g—ltlon In Asia. In Guine, there 8o far the liberation forces in observe th? puny development
al revolution couldonly become 'S NO mass of peasantry depriv- Guine control more than two of the working class in Guine —

meaningful if it was accompan- €4 Of 1and, except in marginal thirds of the country. A popul- but remained trapped by the
ied by a social revolution. This ¢€asSes such as the imposition  ation of 800000 Africans have  borders set up by colonialism,

meant eliminating the chances  °f cash crops. faced more than 35000 troops ~ and do not link with the power-
of a developing national capital- .In the majorlty of Guinean and gained the upper hand in ful workl_ng class elsewhere in
ist class which would act as an  tribes the land is owned comm- the struggle, showing that West Africa. They have show:

unally. In tribes such as the resistance is notthe only thing 1llusions in various non-revalsie

agent of imperialism in exploit- . P s :
Balantes, this land is worked in that is possible, but so too is lonary ‘nationalist’ regm es.

ing the workers and peasants.

e have to ask what does ~ {amily groups, while in the case victory. ~ But PAIGC has showed that
the ‘liberation of the peogl of the Fula, the most conservat- *‘...we are showing Africans  the people of Africa can regis!
.- mean ? It is the liberation of ive tribe, the agricultural surpl- that it is possible to transform  €r real achievements without
... the productive forces of our us is appropriated by the chiefs one’s life; it is possible to in fact, in spite of and again:- -
o country, the liquidation of all who are thereby enabledito em- fight the great colonialist-imper- ‘@dvanced’ European people,

3 kinds of imperialist or colonial ploy artisans to do work for ialist powers in our continent. Thus Cabral helped to advarn:=
%8 domination in our country, and  them. Our struggle is part of the the liberation movement through
B the taking of every measure to The Portuguese did not own making of our African history’’. out the ‘Third World’, and to
MR 2void any new exploitation of the land, but appropriated the The 'PAIGC has given the majorStrike blows against the raciz!-
XM our people. We don’t confuse labour of Guine'’s tribes in the ity of Guine’s people the opport- ist view of black people as ‘i"lf

exploitation with the colour of form of taxes. By depriving the unity to read and write, which erior’. Not only Guine, or Qfm

B one’s skin''. peasantry of much of its agric- was denied them before. The but the whole world has 1ust =

B The struggle in Guine obvious-  ultural produce and farm anim- literacy rate is now surpassing great fighter for freedom,. )

others have been forced to close by more than mild complaints. ‘.. their ambition is to carry  ed much effort...””’
his strong-amm banditry. The USSR only supplied the through the encirclement of the
Anyone caught distributing NILF' North with outdated SAM—2 anti- towns, thus to reduce to nothing SOLIDARITY
literature or flags, or trying to aircraft missiles, holding back on the ‘pacif ication’ programme (of
enter an NLF area, is arrested. the more advanced SAM—3s and Thieu and the US). proegressively
SAM—4s. By contrast, liberal to gain control of rural production, Our solidarity is Sa_‘i"% 2R ;»—,;-;;ﬁ
CONCESSIONS FORCED  military aid was sent to the capit- and, thus, to encourage bit by bit  ever necessary. Bt iy solid:
alist state of Egypt. Both Moscow the return to the land of an increas- must be unconditi@nal aﬁpp-uﬂ v’-i;*.f
The withdrawal of US troops is and Peking welcomed Nixon in ing number of urban unemployed... the right of the Vietnamese pecpie

clearly a big victory for the Viet- cordial talks, and the UShad a new  ““... the towns do not interest to determine their future free of US
namese people. But, overall, the propaganda weapon: photographs of the Vietcong in the present stage  interference. To support the con-
settlement shows many important Mao and Nixon shaking hands were of the struggle. The best proof of  cessions forced from the Vietnam-

. g4 concessions to the US. Crucially, dropped over Vietnam. this is that they haven’t even i;z*ieci ese by the US -~ with such slogans
%48 military and political settlements And Communist Parties all over to raise their banner over Saifruzu-- ‘Force Nixon to carry out the
have been separated; that is, a the world failed to mobilise their Chiolon whu,h wouldn t Ve | emmr a;;*f@“mfmizw or g oh ‘*mr%* the Hanol

il Ccase-fire has been declared while _strengr:h in Wo,mmg"dass solidar- 7 s S ey -DOINE Dlan’ — i3 no service to the
% (he Thieu regime still remains in 1ty action, strikes and blackings. 4 _\/ ielnamese. |
in- power. It is reported that the same Already US planes had struck at 3 The PRG, it i3 Gue, have supp-

tied principle has been accepted for the the dykes of the North, without : S Crted such sicgans as ‘Sign Now’.
LLaos cease-fire. Soviet or Chinese reaction. I f : We belleve they are wrong. It is

i The essential points of the they had gone ahead with a full- frjys Eat ded, In our view, 0 weaken
setilement are not widely different  scale attack, all theheroism and cne's solidariy for fear of disagree-

X from those proposed in 1965 by all the resourcefulness of the Viet- ing with or g.r_‘,z._.;{ 1:«%:*;1'{*;;; the Vietnam

' MacNamara (US war chief). namese could not have saved to LI

FParticulariy now thal the strugg-

Why have the heroic Vietnamese North from almost total social
be hos mov ,,\,1 more 10 the political

fighters been forced into these con- destruction.

21S

1ose cessions ? | Tovel, we must — without for one

| They have been subject to the SETACK HEiIlLlES legzening our support for

yse  most brutal military assault in _ the NLF, as long as it is the force

- human history. Since 1965, be- ’:J.‘he settlement is a setback. But it} actually fighting ugainst Thieu and
tween 14 and 15 million tons of 1s very far from being a total vict- {he 1IS - state cieary what the

situation is, and whal we stand for.
% (1o NLF’s programme includes
Bs Lo right 1o free enferprise’ (this
R 1s re-stated in the cease-fire treaty)
N and even includes 2 hreathing-space
£ for landlords. Thal is not our pro-
& crarmme. Our programme is for a
g <tore based on the power of the
E cormocratic workers® and peasants’
cgcouncils in Vietnam, as the only

B ¢ vay t really kick rsut imperialism
and its local agents, and to open

g the way to the dev eI pment of the

o Coumry S resSoLces.

US — about, 720 times the equival- have had to abandon hopes of restor
ent of the Hiroshima bomb. ing capitalism in North Vietnam,
In just eleven days — 18 to 28 and even cede a portion of the
December, 1972 — the bombing ex- South to the liberation forces, is a

ceeded the tonnage dropped by Ger- victory for the Vietnamese. |

many on Britain in the whole period And the power of the anti-war £
1940 to 1945. Nearly one-seventh ~ Movement would make it very diffi- 7§
site  of the total land area of South Viet- cult for Nixon to resume bombing. %&
~n nam has been attacked with defoli- 71%of the US population stands g
-  ants. opposed to more bombing even if

The US has spent an average  the NLE" and the North Vietnamese | R

of over £1000 a second, every sec- break the cease-fire.
)T ond, for ten years, in its project of What about the military situat-

d mass murder. 1on in'Vietnam ? BT - And we believe that the strategy

S But, even against this onslaught, = Thieu’s forces, according to re- S " S | - g of ‘sirrounding the towns' is not

he  the Viethamese had showed, most port, have regained lost ground to | . ReART R . SESEEthe best one. Organising resistance
recently by their Spring 1972 offens- bring the situation back to that - . £ - one the workers in the towns, in

ris ive, that they could and would pre vious to the cease-fire, in I ¢ 4 - B the midst of Thieu’s camp, is a

= fight back. But there was a further terms of control of main hi ghways. L S M sl vital task — which cannot best be |

233~ blow: the treachery of the Moscow  But the liberation forces have won | c@&P . B Undertaken on a programme of ‘Free

f=Cl, and Peking bureaucrats. control of a number of hamlets, Bl cnterprise’.

reat-  Bit by bit, Nixon went further particularly in the Mekong delta. B o %

yuls- with his attacks, testing the react- The winning over of hamlets — [ B The blacking of US shipping organ-

> lon of Moscow and Peking. "John-  as much a political as a military = fised hy Australian and Italian

ess  sSon had ruled out the mining of the operation — seems to be the centre & dockers, and the 20 Jamary demo-
ports of North Vietnam for fear of  of the NLF's strategy. According TR e GRS W nstration in London, signalled a

. Russian and Chinese reaction. to the 30 January issue of the A g e B & B rehirth of the solidasity movement.

L Nixon tried it — and there were no  Paris daily ‘L.e Monde’ — BABRRES We must not allow it to die now.




A BODK YOU SHOULD READ

1905

THE BEGINNING OF
this century the Russ-
lan state stood as the
mightiest bastion of
reaction in Europe.

Whereas most of the European count-

ries had erupted in democratic rev-

olutions sweeping away the old feud-

al autarchies, the Russian state .
remained inviolate.

. Fsarist Russla sprawled over
vast areas of Europe and Asia,
from relatively advanced European
Poland to Asiatic Manchurla; from
Muslim Turkestan to the primeval
inhabitants of the Siberian forests
who worshipped blocks of wood.

To hold this vast expanse #p-
gether the state spent up to &%
of its budget on maintaining a
- massive army, equipped with the
most advanced weapons to be
"bought in Europe.

But in 1905 the Tsarist state,
never before threatened from with-
in Russian society, was shaken to
the core by the industrial working
class — a class which comprised
only 5% of the population and had
scarcely been in existence more
than a few decades.

Trotsky’s book, 1905, which
has recently been published in full
for the first time, is about how the
Russian working cliass, in the
space of 12 months, came of age
and outstripped the working
classes of Western Europe in its
revolutionary endeavour.

Not only was Trotsky an eye
witness to the events of 1905 and
an active participant (he was
chairman of the Petrograd Soviet
at the ripe old age of 25), but he
was also the most prominent ad-
vocate of the only theory which
explains not only 13905, but 1917
as well. It is this theory, the

“““““
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Trotsky (second from left) with a group of revolmlonarles under arrest and

theory of Permanent Révolutlon,
which Trotsky expands and def
ends in his book.

ISOLATION ==

Russia’s slow historical devel-
opment was reflected most sharply
by the absence of those classes
which are a prerequisite for the
organic development of capitalism,
and which in Europe had led to the
revolutionary formation of democ-
ratic nation states. Russia rem-
ained a feudal autecracy, where
the radical ideas of revolutionary
Europe found no class in which to
flourish.

But Russia was not left to dev-
elop in isolation, slowly in the
wake of Europe. It developed in
continual competition with capit-
alist Europe and later with capit-
alist Japan. Defence of the Emp-
ire, both from outside, and from
a breakup aiong national lines
from within, was always the first

- concern of the state.

And as industrial capitalism
deveioped, so did the technology
of war. Against industrial France
and Britain in Crimea, against
Japan at the beginning of the 2Qh
century, Russia needed home pro-
duction of arms, warships and
railways, and consequently coal
mines and an iron industry.

The Russian state, which had
always stifled the development of
capitalism, was now, itself, forc-
ed to import capitalism from Eur-
ope. At the instigation of the
state advanced European technol-
ogy and European capital poured
into Russia.

The most advanced mode of
production was thrust into the
arena of Russia’s backward class

relations. The outcome could not
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1309 and the PERMANENT REVGLUTION

published by Allen Lane: The Penguin Press. Translated by Anya Bostock

liave been other thaw to Infl ene
the inlrerent contradictions within
the state set-up.

Capital needs to be iis own
political master; it requires con-
trel of its own state in order to
make and enforce its own laws: it
has to put an end to state restri-
ctions on trade and 'abour and
abolish feudal taxes. These
problems, the problems of a
bourgeois revolution, were thrown
to the forefront of Russian soc-
iety by the Importation of the cap-
italist mode of production.

In-the classical French bourg-
eois revoluticn of 1789, the emerg-
ing capitalist class was lifted to
power on the backs of the petty-
bourgeoisie. But in Russia there
was no Independent bourgeoisie.
that had spent years deveioping
its power. Capitalist develop-
ment was closely tied up with the
Tsarist state and the landlords.

There was no class of artis-
ans in the towns. There was, of
course, a vast scattered peasant-
ry, with a long tradition of isol-
ated struggle against the land-
iords; bul it was inconceivable
that the revolution couid triumph
without a class In the towns that
could tead the peasants. Where
was this class to come fram ?

In 1861 the seifs were @mancgip«
ated. Peasants were driven by their

miserable conditions into the towns.

Ultimately as mechanised industry
was transplanted into Russia they
manned some of the largest factor-

ies in Europe. Uprooted, raw, unrec-

onciled to wage slavery, the Russ-
jan workers became a revoluticnary

force.

- > = .

nvenis of 1905 '\

On the negative side, they had

not gone through generations of
maturing as urban artisans, of
bullding up strong guild and later
injon organisations. But neither
were they steeped in reformism,
which was already beginning to
grip the European working class-
es. Rather, they still retained
the fiery qualitlies of the peasant

revoit.
The Russlan Mantists saw the

working class as playing the role
of the Jacoblin masses of Paris or
the Model Army of Cromwell: the
shock troops of the bourgeois rev-
olution.

Trotsky’s account of 1905 is
a documentation of how the Russ-
{an workers (in particular, the
Petfrograd workers) overcame
thelr inexperlence and political
naijvety.

On January 9th the workers of
Petrograd, under the leadershilp
of a priest, Father Gapon (who,
llnc!dental'ly was also a police
spy) walked in procession to pet-

l ition the Tsar. The petition de-

manded, or rather pleaded for, an
eight hour day and the right to
strike.

Under rellgi@us banners the
workers marched to the Tsar's
palace. They never got there.
The troops opened fire on the
demonstration and the dead were
counited in hundreds. A wave of

strikes spread over the whole

[ —




Lraadlh of Russ:a, and the stom
was nriot tc dle down until the end
of 16y ysar.
The story of 1908 Is easential-
iy the story of how the Russisn
workers threw away the refigious
bannsers of Father Gapon and took
up the banners of the Marxists:
how sy rejected pleading with
the Tear and took up the general
strike as a weapon to overthrow
the autocratic state; and, most
importantly, how they gave to
the working class of the world
the most advanced form of work-
etrs’ orgenisation: ever to be seen
sefore or sihce —~ the Soviet.
Towsards the end of September
& slriie of typesetiers broke out
i Maszow. The Petrogr ad type-
2afterz came out In solidarity and
& mesting was heoldof workers’

sh pogroms while the arfiy, as Lo
:nl, viood by and waiched.

On October 18th, the autocracy
capitulatod f0 the sirike and prom-
loed 2 democratic constitution,

It was only a promise, but the
damage was dome. The Russian
state, seemingly so impregnable,
was shown 1o exist only by de-
fault - the working class hed
rattied it with a two wesk etring.
Meanwhile, the Soviet, which had
started out as a weapon of the
struggle, had developed into an
altemnative government, with ite
own roops, its owe laws, and ils
own assembly.

The Soviet was to call two more

ember belng intended as a prelude

to an insurrection. In fact the Insur-4

rection only took place in Moscow

‘%rm nent‘
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2 fssares the two

repregsentiatives from the print-
shops, engineering workers, and
cther amaller trades. The meet-
ing decided to form a workers'
Cousicli and It was from this that

where it was defeated; In Petrograd § FRE MCH ~EL EC_T'O‘ S qwtlm Marwisle cuiriger vitel:
the Soviet was smashed and its ) the Transitions) Sruwamme tor over

leaders arrested just as the strike throwing capiteiizssm. whicsn is ad-
began. vocated by revelutionariss ag the

) on the working class, is now a party
§ of the lower middle class and some
| white-collar warkers: a mix between

the Petrograd Soviet begun. The
Soviet was to last only 50 days,
and yet In that time It galned
such influence that It could, at
24 hoiws notice, call out the
whaole of the Pefrograd working
ciuse and call for a retum to
work which would be just as sol-
id. The strength of the Soviet
was that It met the needs of the
working class which had no ready
made machinery to co-ordinate
its struggle.

What it lacked In organisation-
al experience;in traditions, it made
up for by a complete lack of bur-
gawcracy. Representation to the
Soviet was by direct election
from the factory floor — one del-
egate io every 500 workers. It
was this direct link with the
masses which gave the Soviet
ite fighting strength and which
ensured that {1 both reflecled and
tact the revolutionary aspirations
of the workers.
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The Fatiograd typesetiers went
back i« werk, but not for long. On
Oclutyr 9ih the raiiway workers
dacizicd & satlonal strike with
Poiitival aims. They demanded

& democralle constitution with
uniiversal franchise. The Soviet
deciges o tirn the raill strike
inio a gengigl strike.

Deicgates were senf out to the
factories and ag offen as not
e Brrival was enough for
Wik 1o 2iop. The October strike
spread {0 niassive nroportions,
led and co-ordinated by the Soviet

Jut the Soviet was far more
than & strike committee. Inhovat-
ing unijue methods of struggle,
it became the tolal leadership,not
ontly of the working ciass, but of
the whole struggle against Tsar-
Ism. For example, one of the
Soviet’s demands was for freedom
of assembly. But they didn’t
just damand it ... they took it.
The universiiies and technical
colizges were occupied and used
as meeting places.

The Soviet demanded an end
to censorship of the press — and
implemented il. During the strike
they brought out their own daily
newspaner ‘Izvestia’. This was
printed by occupying a different
printshon for each edition. When
the Octcber strike ended and the
newspapers coluld appear again,
the Soviet issued anh order stating
that no newspaper should hand
over its copy to the censor’s off-
ice. The editors of the most re-
actionary newspapers were forced
to ask the Soviet for a written

order {o defy the censor.

The Soviet organised its own
armed militia to keep order on the
streets, often dispersing anti-Jew-

%%l
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In fact unless the revolution

coutd sway the peasantry and in
particular the ammy, then there
was little hope of victory. It was
to take three years of the bloody
slaughter of world war 1 to turn
the army’s rifles onto its officers

FORESIGHTma |

For Russian Marxists, 1905 posed
concretely and sharply the theor-
etical differences which had ai-
ready split them into two factions
~ Bolshevlk and Menshevlk.

Trotsky — who was at that
time In neither faction — and. the
Bolsheviks saw that the revolut-
ion would have to be led by the
working class, and in 1905 they
saw their ideas vindicated by the
independent, leading role played
by the class and the transparent
weakness of the bourgeoisie.

The Mensheviks, however,
could see nothing eise but that
the revolution was defeated; and
said that the class had been too
audacious. It shouid have kept
within the narrow Iimits prescrib-
ed by the bourgeoisie, who were
the historicaily determined jead-
ers of the revoiution.

Against the Mensheviks, both

ed the independence of the work-
ing class as the only guarantiee
of the success of the revoiution.
Where they differed was on the
tasks of the workers once Tsari~
ism had been overthrown. The
Bolsheviks envisaged the working
class takiing the lead in install-
ing radicai democracy, but within
a capitalist state and capitalist
properily reiations.

Trotsky saw that the working
class, having overthrown Tsarism,
would immediately be brought
into conflict with the capitaiist
class. Either the capitalists
would overthrow the workers’ gov-
ernment, or the workers® govern-
ment would be forced io national-
ise the factories and overthirow
capitalism.

1917 was to prove the precis-
ion of Trotsky’s analysis. Yet
without the work of Lenin and the
Bolshevik party, that ‘foresight’
wouid have been wrong. in the
wonrds of James Connolly, ** The
only true prophets are those who
carve out the future they
announce’’

The theory of permanent revol-
ution is a key to understanding
revolutionary deveiopments since
1917 and today. But if it Is tak-
en as a general scenario, a descr-
iption of a self-propelling ‘proc-
ess’, it can lead to that political
Impotence that Trotsky would have
known had there been no Bolshevik

Party in 1917. ,
PAUL ITIZE

Britain’s Jenkinsites and the ‘left’
1 of the Liberal Party. 50% (accord-
| ing to a 1957 survey; probahly no
§ fewer today) of its members are
j municipal councillors. In France
§ such officeholders are much more
| ‘professionals’, organically part of
| the State, than in Britain (at least
8 until the new system of paid counc-
§ illors (see p. 3) comes in).

The Radicals are roughly like

| Britain’s Liberals.

The Union of the Left is in fact

¥ brimarily a Parliamentary alliance.
i The prospect of ending Gaullist
rule aroused a muted working class

enthusiasm, but so far, according
to the polls, the main electoral
gains have gone to the Socialist

§ Party. The Socialists have public-

ly refused to guarantee that they

§ will be bound by the discipline of
§ the Union of the Left in forming a

govemment. The more seats they

| win the more likely they are to

goal of an othurwis+e meaningless or
purely pariiamenisry unity. Angd the

questlon of the sigte e an inetrum-
ent of the bossas I weiely,

Making a big isvs guwr tho rage
icals, the OU! capiiuizizs tg the
CP and SF. W% &0 Traigkyist
candidates flahting 0 & non-raf
ormist pollcy, the X0 save: vole
CP or SP - and combive nig with
denouncing the ociae gicups av
‘liquidators of Tisiabhvims®!

““In o case ¢l we call for a
vole for the candidiing of the Ligue
Communiste and @ urle Cauriers,
cryplo-giaiisnisy sandidates propell-
ed by the bovroeninia®™, siated OCI
leader S. Just, ‘fasisad he will
vote for the reqs sisinion !

In fact, thooah, (8is 1501 oiient-
ates Much more v ¥ e han o
the CP, which wian falking to
pon-CP refoneisiy I 2alls the
‘Viberticide’ {oiiiay of tinerly)
party. [n parsiizl, 1 works mainly
in the minority, wiinmriy white
collar, uniss iindeg 2% the SP,

G0 e S DoNsSor-

| ‘Centre’ or *Centre-Gaullist’ gov-

§ provoking a crisis.

the Bolsheviks and Trotsky stress- HEEEEERSY Com e e whole Unlon of 1o

On the revoiutionary left, the

g skyist groups, ‘tave formed an alii~

§ ance i mount a major electoral

3 campalgn. LO flelds 171 candidal-
§ s and the LC 133.. A bigger efiont
£ was prevenied only by the refusai

¥ to join In the agreement by the

| third group. the Organisation Comm-
f uniste internationaliste.

i organisational sectarlanism and

} gangster tactics typical of the Soc-
| tailst Labour League in Britain

g with near-reformist politics. In

1 1968 it disgraced itself by absnd-

| oning the student barricades which

| workers, befgre ihe fighting even
| began. They are flelding 15 cand-

| ‘‘workers’ government’’, meaning
| a CP-SP coalition (as long as it

‘Foree Duveivre
ed spiltesit 13847 rap iz malin

double-cross the CP and form 2 20T frap na
federalion, thy 07 [

B Y H
T e W |t
KRR §

emment. Especially so if Pompid- the CPj. o
! ou chooses to drive a wedge in by Without maktrg Joo: o1t ludg-
Mmente, e L& ons 1 7 v ulinies for

the second rour T oo e anabtful to
ug. The 1.0 sae 00 1 the
| -0, Ll says
e for OF ¢y =% ~oooissies, but
vt @t the radlizaic
¥ L0 reanshs e s Y has resid-
vl waorking ¢izxss oot and the
woritars wili 300 s narl of the
woming clasy Lo, 0 wrgues

R Y

|

| Communiste and Lutts Quvriere, 5§ Slass ool 0w |
E two of the three igege French Trot- that 38! Ywes grs oo :::formsst.
Bul & reforais? woor oo 0iass

parly 8 Bot the coonr o 5 reformist
pmididie cigss BEILy “rna w5 and the
radicsls funciion 25 & wately valve'
in @e Unlon ot G0 0 w0 - things
gt Bet, Bvey ~nno oo 2v sl g a cosi-
ifios wih the Centre o the Righi,
without risking & »wuacive intemal
revoit asihe CF we 0l O if they
do dom a cosiition o the CP,
the P cae blars oo {(27ures of
carey ing ont the oo puvone on its
atises, juwt & % Hizos v own fund-
amenisl reformise: Do tvl the “need™
for *left unlly’. Anv 02 doublie-
crogs will give 1 =~ do=ent alibi
Gofore the workig o 0

#0 wonder a &5 liasity at the
vaceni LOC congresy sryund for a
vole for OF candlidstes only at the
geCony round. Abatine’ assess-
menl of ‘reformisny’ o dagress of
‘reformism’, or of "global refurme
Ist alternatives®, iz sevitably In-
adequate and misleading vnigss
linked with a firm analvsis of the
class base of the ‘seformists’. When
revolutionarles vote for non-rovoluf
lonary parties, it is only because
they have a working ciass base.

Nevertheless, the 300 candidates
in the first round are s major achlev-
ement for the French revolutionaries,
Each group retains the right to
make indepetdent propaganda. |t

gives an opportunity to make revoi-
utionary ideas known. |

This pecuiliar sect corbines the

gparked the strike of 10 mitiizn

idates themselves, but put their
maln siress ol campaigning for &

doesn’t include the left radicais...}
They oppose voting for LO or LC
candidates.

Hablitually, the OCI *pressur-
Ises’ the big ‘workers’ parties’ (pre-
tending Mitterand’s party is what
the Soclalist Party was in the *30s)
for ‘tiné workers’ united front’. It
talks of the Union of the Left ‘‘sat-
istying’’ the “‘elementary ahd bas-
ic demands®’ of the workers, if
only It will break with the small
rump of radicals (whe adhered to
the programme agreed by the SP
and CP without any change)!



REPGRT OF W.F. SPECIAL
CONFERENCE ON THE FI

On Saturday & Sunday January 28/29,
Workers Fight held a special Conference
Its purpose was to consider the group’s
positicn on the Fourth Intermational,

It had been mrepared for over a2 lang
- period by schools, meetings, discuss-
-30ms which involved all the members of
the group. The conference unanimously
decided w reiterate the nolitical ess-
e of our declaration of “critical
support” for the United Secretariat of
the Fourth Internaticnial, but to elimin-
ate the organisational ambiguities of
that formul2 by redefining our activity
and attitude as a ‘fight to regenerate
the Fourth International’’, recognising
the USFT as the Trotskyist mainstream.,

The unanimity with which the polit-
ical substaince of the attitude to the
USFKT (which we adopted in 1569) was
reiterated marked a major change, 2
clanfication in the politics of the
group: at every other conference since
1969 a maijor section of the group has
opposed the majority position g the
Fourth International, sometimes coming
close to getting a majority.

Equally unanimous was the agree-
ment on the need for a sharper definit-
ton of the inadequacies of the USFI,
mainsiream though it is — though no
section of Workers Fight has ever
denied its deficiencies ar advocated
other than critical suppart, or argued
against the organisational independence
necessary in Britain to stave off the
warping and crippling effects of the
degenerate form of Trotskyism which
the USF] represents.

It was decided to publish a fuil
account of our reasoas for changing
the formula, and recognition of the
need to maintain 3 separate organisat-
ional existence. The main documents
of the discussion, ‘4! Theses oa the
Fourth Internavcnal’, will alsc he pub-
lished soon,

Why now, when ihe British warking
class is preoccupied with major strugg-
les, spend so mmich of the group’s time
and rescurces on such a discussion ¢
Because without reference to the strugg-
le for an international warking class
party it is impossible to function as
true revolutionaries in any on€ country.

INTERNATIONALISM

Capitalism is a world wide, inter-
meshing system, none of whose parts
can be understood apart from the whole,
Marxists see socialism as the eliminat-
ion and withering away of all class
confradictions and zlso the state which
grows out of these contradictions; after
the warking ciass has taken power.

This is inconceivasle except on a
material level of relative abundance,
which eliminates the primitive struggle
for existence which has been the urgent
concern and permanent regulator of all
human history so far. Socialisio must
take off from the highest point of pro-
duction reached by capitalism, on the
basis of the resources, and divisicn of
labour, of the whole world,

Therefore any programme of social-
1sm is either a world pro gramme or it
is wioplan nohsense-. The warking
class is either a world revolutionary
class or it is limpotent. Revolutions in
singie countries, or continents, are
only steps towards world revolution.
Prolonged isolation amidst backward-
ness can lead fo such mutations as
Stalinism, combining ¢iements of post-
capitalis: sooiety with some of the
warst bzrbarnizms of ¢lass society,

fror s reasen socialists have
ool g vag -a15€ a world revolutionary
Seiir. ot Forst Intemational, 1864 - 72;
Lnd, 183G9- 1914; the Third
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(Communist) hitematicnsl, 18319~ 33
the Fourth, founded in 19%8.

The basis of the 3rd and 4th Hnismat-
ionals was the intemational Commumist
programme, After the Rassian Revoiut
ion, Lenin, Trotsky, and the Bolshev-
iks, founded the new Conwnuaist Inter-
national to organise the world revolut-
ion, breaking with the practices of the
Second International.

It attempted to fuse the fronts of the
class struggle - the general politcal
struggle with the sectional industrial
struggles, and both with the ideological
struggle -- into a strategy for warking
class power. Far legalisin they substit-
uted audacious revolutionary actic to
smash the capitalist state,

COMMUNISHM

The sham ‘inteynatdonalism’ of
Second Interiational e ant HPasing the
nofms of the advanced couniries on the
‘backward’, its opposition o national-
ism meant compiliance in the "nadonal’
slavery of the coloies,

Commuinist internaticnziisin passion-
ately championed the national rights
and interests of the oppressed peoples
of the world, distinguishing the nation-
alism of the oppressed peoples from
the nationaiism of the oppressors,

The first four Congresses of the
Commumist Intermational were a great
comnunist renaissance, which codifed
experience and analysed reality.

The Yourth Intemnaticna) was found-
ed bv Trotsky to defend and develop the
programime of the Covinumist Intemnaticn-
al, after the rise of Stalin’s bureaucracy
in Russia had led to the degeneraton
of the Intemational. it suffered cunmi-
ative defeats, but succeeded in one
vital thing - it preserved the banner,
the programme, and the unfalsified trad-

T
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The second genuinely aitempted to
come to grips with the real problems,to
draw canclusions from the codifications
of 1951 and after; hut normally did this
by poiitical mimicing and adaptation —
to ‘left’ social democracy, Maoism, etc,
It affirms the basic ideas of Trotsky-
ism, but doesn’t aiways seem to have 2
use for them. 'This is now the USFL;
its curreni British representative is the
Internarnional Marxist Group.

Both strands arise from the failure
to integraté the post-war experience
into Marxist theary, and the resulting
destructuring of that theory.

The separation dogmatism/adaptat-
icnism, though a convenient shorthand,
is partly artificial. ‘The dogmatists
(the S5LLL, OCL, etc) have not been free
from adapiationism, or the tendency to
liguidate Trotskyism organisationally
and politically (see, for example, page
11, an the OCI}.

Nor hawe e ‘chameieons’ been un-
dogrmatic - whereas the SLL & OCI
hide from the real world behind dogmas,
the USFI has often only succeeded in
viewing the world in & very distorted

way through ideas used as rather cumber

sune dogmas:T though at ieas: the ot
v of readity comes inip the proture,

WORKERS' FIGHT

Criginating from the SL.L, Workers
Fight had by 1368, partly by confront-
ing the problem of the supparters of the
‘state capitalism’ theory of Staimism,
the International Socialisis, reached
these conclhusins

1) That, as we nad believed before
ioining IS, the new class theories were
2 complete break wiih Mardismy

Z; The SLL AT tendecry were 6o
nerely sectarian bigois who just happ-
ened w have developed a wially incohs
ercnt. indeed schizophrenic, world out-
lock, which foar example, saw Mao’s
China as a workers’ sizte but refused
to see that Cuba was, ton.  All their
politics, even formally correct ‘dogmas’
had had their voows o realitv cut

ition of communmism, in: irgdacable oppos- Their version of the history & problems

oy

ition to the counterfeii rag which Stalin’s Of Trotskvisr, the awth of "Pabloism’,

*Cominterf® dragged thiough the mued and
covered with the blood of honest revolut-
ionaries,

Faced atter world war ¢ with reanal-
ysing the warld, where vast changes
had taken place, where capitaiism was
entering an expansionary hooin at the
same time as forces other than Hhose of
Trotskyism carried tiwoug, 3 major
part of the programme of the ¥ourth
Intemational (in Eastern Furcps and
China), the Intemnational enterad a pol-
itical crisis which has continued unin-
terruptedly.

One current opted for the idea that
the Stalinist states were new types of
class societies - bureaucratic collect-
ivist or state capitaiist. Inplicitly
this meant breaking with some of the

basic ideas of Marxism (See ‘41 Theses”)

The mainstream which recrganised it-
self at the 3td Warld Congress in 1951
developed the analysis of the new
Stalinist states as deforroed workers'
states,

This basically corect cadification
proved inadequate to answer the sub-
sequent questions of supplgmentary
apalyses, orientations, and tactics,
posed to the movement, and two dist-
inct trends emerged from the 1851 Con-
gress,

One subsided intc a primitive dog-
matism based on a historically uproot-
ed version of 1938 Trotskyisii, without
relation to any problems or develop-
ments in the world since. Lmplicidy it
became a tendency to liquidate Trotsky-

ism back into utopian socialism, based

on timeless dogmas; to cut its roots.

In Britain this has been the Sacialist

L abour League; in France the Organisa-
tion Communiste Intemationaliste.

was z lving mystificaton, an attempt
by one section of the posi—: 351 move-
ment to use a DORCYILAn WICCEY m‘expl-
ain'all the real protlems of the moves
ment.

Not & sinzle e of the alleged
iraits of "Pack nar the late-1360s
suppart tor guertilia struggle, was abs-
ent from one or oiher of the anti- ‘Pablo-
ite’ tendencies. Var from explaining
anything, e myvih of ‘Pabloism’, though
given 2 certain apparent ¢redibility by
the opportunist fauits of the USH, like
all superstitious fairy tales hinders
understanding of the real probiems —
and substitutes Fictional for real solut-
ions.

The systematic lying of the SLL/
O] tendencies is merely a conscious
continuation of the self-deception and
rejesiion of ali razional politics which
is at the vou? of iheir ‘solution’ to the
problems of post avar Trotskyism, Ther
intemnal lack of democracy and gangst-
erism result from ideological bankruptcy
and consequent iear of questions and
free discussion. The result is the
dictatarship of a priestly caste led by
a Healy ar 2 Lambert — essentially a
negation of ¢verything Trotskyism
stards for -~ the subordination of the
world to rational warking class control.

'The tragic joke against these dog-
matists is this: they developed indep-
erdently after 1651, in polemical opp-
odition to the USFI (then the ISFI)
which, in a period of stagnation of the
workers® movement in the metropolitan
couniries and big struggles in the col-
onies (Indochina, Algeria) tried, with
meagre resources to apply basic
principle of Lenin’s Comintern, that
revolutionaries in the advanced count-

el o

3% Ll T
L.'.A‘ A2y &

ries mst 8ctively aid the revolts in
the colanies.,

In selfsighteous, though incoherent,
anger against the *Pabloites’®, and some
of he one-sidedress of heir approach to
the colonial revolution, they wound up
disdaining the struggles in the third
warid in an explicit way that even the
Second Intemnational before 1914 would
have found shameful ! |

" ‘There is a peculiar tehdency in the
iC groups towards filling the dehydrated
fooms of dogmatised “Trotskyist’ ideas
with Second Intematicnalist content.

This is almost total in the Fremch
Ol Yhereas the SLL has a revolut-
ionary position on the Middle East, the
O(d z2ctually equates Israel (a racist
state comparable to Sath Africa) and
the Arab stases. The OCI supporters in
Zionistoccupied Palestine (“Israel’)
accommodate o £ionism in the name of

promoting Jewish~Arab working class
unity ~ which is equivalent to South

African “Trowskyists® twying to ignore
Apartheid, the better to promote work-
ing class unity !

Uniformly the OCI’s politics, pseudo-
Trotskyist in appearance, are a giant
step backwards - on Third World strugg-
les; on the wWdea of an orgaiic ripening
of warki ng ¢lass consciousness, reject-
ing the idea that there is a Marxist
method, and a crucial struggle on the
ideological front; in its relationship
with the rump of the social-democratic
bwreaucracy in france, and its separat-
icn of the idez of a united front from
the progranmme  of the united front; and
of the workers’ govemnment from the
question of the class nature of the
state.

Since splitiing from the SEL in
1971, this group has created, with a
few satellites, an 'Crganising Committ-
ee for the Reconstruciion of the Fourth
International’. ~ but, given their polit-
ics, they will only manage to ‘recon-
struct” the Fourth International .......
back into the Second ! Or a preposter-
ouS miniature caricature of the Second'!

.S

J} The raticnal mainsteesm, which
had developed the general outlook we
believed to be Trotskyism, was the
USFL. Comeritting crass errors, never
really adeguate in the post-war period,
it had nevegiheless not betrayed Trots-
1(’};”3(;3111,9

its decision, made mn 1967
that a political revolution was, after
all, necessary in China, though an emp-
frical rectification never adeguately
explained in relatioh 1o the past posit-
ions, removed the last principled differ-
ence which had divided us from the
USFI. We declared critical support for
the USFL, |

Suppeort meant recognition that this
was the mainstream, and 2 definitive
break with the ‘anti-Pabloites’., ‘Critic-
al’ meant understanding that member-
ship of this tendency was not campat-
ibl ¥ with revolutionarv practice, then,in
Britain at least.

When ‘Workers Fight' first appeared
in October 1967, we were primarily in-
volved in rank-and-file struggle in the
ports. The proto-IMG was hobnobbing
in the Workers’ Control movement with
Jack Jones -- who was actively sabot-
aging the dock strikes of that period.
Their paper carried no criticism, and
only 2 veiled hint of disapprowal, with-
out mentioning Jones by name.

The IMG behaved with gross imresp-.
onsibility, indeed ideological and polit-
ical cowardice, in refusing to enter the
inchoate centrist regroupment that was
the 1968 International Socialists — the
creation of the present bureaucratised
1S, and the consolidation of the control
of the Cliff tendency, was not inevitable,

See p.12




1S steelworkers’ next step !

ol

— and so far all they’ve been dis-
cussing is redundancy pay. But
the next time they meet, in Sheft-
leld on 7th March, they will {.nd
a massive lobby waiting for them.
The 2000 men Shotton are send-
ing will hopefully be only a small
section of the men walting to tell
the trade union leaders that it’s
jobs they want, not redundancy
money.

Details of the National Delegate
Conference from the Secretary

of the Shotton Action Committee:
K W Monti, 25 Chester Close,
Shotton, Deeside, Flintshire.

Shotton

At Shotton Steelworks, Flintshire,
the British Seel Corporation
plans to make half the 13000
workers redundant. But the work-
ers are not going to take this
lying down. They know that for
too long now, workers in the steel
1industry and elsewhere have been
easy prey for the employers be-
cause of their isolation.

To break out of that isolation
they have called a delegate conf-
erence in Connors Quay on 30th
April. Delegates from all the BSC
plants in the country will be in-
vited. At last it seems that a
National Action Committee again-
st steel closures may get off the
ground.

Shotton workers have not been
slow to show that they are not
just asking for solidarity, but
also ready to give it. Only the
other day a delegation went down
to London to take part in the
mass picket at Briants Colour
Printing. So far, though, they
have not decided to take Briants
as their model: there are as yet
no plans for a work-in or an occ-
upation with no production,
though these ideas have been
put forward at action committee
meetin gs.

The only existing national
coordination so far has been by
the officials of the trade unions

EEREAL STEEL NEWS

28 ‘‘Real Steel News is pro-
2@ duced by steelworkers who§
s don’t believe that anythingg®
s can be achieved in this
g society by sitting around
=#and waiting for a better
e day””

ZENo. 4 now out. Articles on
;;’55;;’; National Action Committee: Hi
g2 Shotton - a question of viabil-&
g¥ity 2; Teesside wages; empl- 55
doyee directors; safety. S5
ZFrom Phil Thome, 3 Heather £
2 Close, Stockton on Tees. @

, N
 TANES THE LEAD- SIN REBHLS

In SCOTILAND six councils are
still defying the Housing Finance
Act. CLYDEBANK council has
peen fined £5 000 for contempt of
cowurt for failing to follow a court
order to raise rents. Immediately
after the news of the fine, Monkton-
hall and Bilston miners sent tele-
grams saying “Stand fimm — we
pledge any action or support called
for’’

InQver the Bridge (LIVERPOOL)
court orders served on four tenants,
including leading militant Micky
Keating, expire on 14 ¥February.
This strong area (409 on total rent
strike, nearly all the rest on partial)
will be faced with its first real test

MANCHEESTER Tenants Action
Group, at its 5 February meeting,
noted that rent strikes had faded in
many areas, and resolved to work
tovards a total rent sirike, in

October.
O O

For news from Clay Cross, see
page 3. L iverpool councillors,

age

eesside council, like many
others, has been sending
out letters to tenants say-
I ng that they are raising the
rents ‘under protest’. This
Is one of the replies they
got:
Dear Sir,

If your ietter re ‘Housing Fin-

ance Act 13872’ did not have such
serious undertones, it would be

laughable. You state that you
are carrying out the provisions of
the Act under protest....... what
form of protest are you going io
take ?.......

Why don’t you take a lead from
the Clay Cross Council in pDerby-
shire, who have been fighting the

Tenants Assoclations and have
instructed their tenants not o
pay the rent rise, and not, as you

er protest.

The difference betweern the iwo
councils brings to mind a simpie
but effective story | once heard
about two men who were about to
be executed for something they
hadn’t done.

The first man said *‘‘! hope you
understand that you are wrong in
what you are doing’’, but, alas, he
was still executed.

Now the second man, whilst
awaiting execution, got some frie-
nds organised tofightior his life
by the best means possible and
they managed to smuggle a gun to
him. When he was led up to be
executed, he said exactly the same
as the first man, and then drew his
gun and shot the executloner, and
he got away with his life

Who in your opinion is right, the
first man or the second ?2...........

JOHN BRYANT

so-calied Fair Renis Act for guite |
some time.... They have organised workars from different unions again-

have done, taken the easy way out |
and sent everyone these nasty iiti- Pat the ponference was "Rank and

le letters informing them that you {¥:i¢ policy on ‘demociacy inm

have to implement the Act but und- schogis’. Aboul & third of the con-

O WS oo~y

Hartlepool |
On 2 February another 2850 jobs
were added to the British Steel
Corporation’s list for the chop. At
Hartlepools, the North Works and
atl of the South Works except the
plate mill are in line for closure by
1975-76. Even the plate mill's |
future is uncertain after 1975-76.

An action committee, backed by |
the council, has been set up. But
will this comrmittee go ahead to
united action with other steefwork-

ers from Shotton, Stanton, Ebbw
Vale, East Moors, on a clear basis

gk of cut the hours, not the jobs: a 30
2 our week with no loss of pay ?

Or will it fail into one of the

BEmany blind alieys that have diverted
3% other action contniittees ? Strain-
% ing to prove ‘viability’ of ‘their’

8% plant (and never mind about any-

2 where else....})? Asking for an in-
28 quiry to prove ‘viability’ ? Relying

on MPFs {o do it all 7 Waiting to

#% vote Labour at the next election?

Hartlepool has one of the high-

22 est rates of unemployment in the
gt country. Steelworkers cannot

afford any blind alleysin their

fight against redundancies.
MIKE EDWARDS

b 2. Lom x o=y ~% e 5._; 3 _2 "’“: ? ~ ? P é’;
fhe ‘Renk and File’ conference

dacided {nv wress o0 & national stri-

and & loant demoaswabion with the
CPLA. on &7 Feoruary., H also
caligd 14 jocal commilteas uniting

st ihe frepze, and for toca: confer-
ances againsi the freeze (see p. 1
for Mancheger converencel.

Tha othaer major issue discussed

ference cuilied for & change in the
established poiicy. They pointed
ouf that there was g coniradiction
between Rank ana File policy of
opposition is Margaret Thaicher
addressing union cotiferences, and
suppori of teachers’ participation
in jioint governing bodies with Loc-
ai Education Authorities "*within
the framework of national education
policy’’. Rank and File’s approach
could jead to teachers taking resp-
onsibility for reactionary govern-
ment policy in the name of ‘demo-
cracy’. A clear, consistent line

for the independence of trade unions
from the employers and their State
was needed.

The majority favoured continuing
established policy, but without
doubt discussion in Rank and File
will continue.

JCHN BLOXAR
CYNTHIA BALORY

- that is their union’s

e of the fMaitional Union of Teachers,

The 19 January stoppace and demr
onstration on Merseyside against
the AUEW fines was sfrengthened
by steelworkers from Shotion.
threatened with the logss of &880
jobs.

But its main conciusion was o
inadequacy of isclated profest aon
lon against the Indusirial Relations
Act. The stoppage was supporiad
by, amongst others, shipbuilders=
from Cammell Lairds, Sicone Mo
anese, Plesseys, and Standards.
But many carworkers, including
Fords and most of Vauxhalls, 4did
not come out. Dockers voted ©
stay at work. The demonsiravion
numbered 6 000.

Many workers have respargied
the one-day stoppages by coming
Ut on one or the other, bul, no
both, or not coming out at all; mere
token action seems to be & wasie
of energy. Thus, bv refusing (o give
a lead for nation-wide, decisive
action, the AUEW leaders have
helped to dissipate the militancy

@
IS s AR kA
Oy SUld

1
gl
z .

e

protection. o
Cotin Mol owen

Cynthig Z2aidry

1250 teachers, members of the militant ‘Rank and Fiis® group, met in
London on 10i6 and 11th February. A malin item of discussion was
action over the current pay claim and over the Londen Allowance.

890 schools in London will be called out officially for three days
as from 20ih Fenruary. Two further waves of three-dav strikes will
jfotiow. 81% of teachers balloted had voted for strike action.
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The nypocritical shamr of the Tor-
1es’ prices-soaring, wages-frozen
‘Thase 2’ has pushed even those
aworkers previousiy Jeast militant
IIto acticn.

Cn 12 Febrnary 256000 civil
servants, merbers of the Civil &
Public Service Association and of
the Soclety of Civil Servants, start-
ed an overtiire ban. in support of a
clain for 209 pay rise. There is to
be a one-day stoppasge on 27 Feb-
ruary, to be folicwed by selective
strikes of no longer than one weeks
duration in the strongest areas.

This selective strike factic may
be all right for the ‘special case’.
But nov everyone’s’special case’is
part of a general problern: the fight
against Phase 2. It is vital for
civil servants to link up with other
workers confronting Phase 2. =

Already in Hackney (London) a
JjointCPSA-NUT action conrrittee
has been formed This action should
serve as a spur for the union 1ead-
ership tovards all-out action, unit-
ed with other unions againsi the
freeze.

STEVE WOSDLING
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Gasmen....
took unofficial action. Teams of fly-
ing pickets had already been organ-
ised — a clear message totheir
union leaders that they mean busin-
ess.

But these leaders of the GRMWU
have started out the strike by pull-
ing their punches, with tactics of
non-ccoperation and scattered short
strikes. Militants around the country

Gift Horse
Or Trojan

Jones-Aldington

fit as fiddles. |
Rumour has it that one man in

Manchester went to the nurse &ith
something in his eye, and she sai d
““Will February 17th do for sever
ance 2"’

But, contrary to what the press
says, the enployers are not too sad
They are taking advantage of the

situation by pressing for the recruit- |

reason behind it has now become

ment of temporary labour — men who

vill start on a six-month guarantee
of work, and after that six months
can be sacked or re-employed.

SUBSCRIBE !

Please send WORKERS’ FIGHT for
6 months / 12 months
I enciose 75p. / £1.50
NAME . .........

Address . .........

..........

are pressing for more effective
aclion.

The Tories have put out the
fraudulent proposal, that workers
admit defeat in advance and agree
to submit their claims to a ‘Pay
Board® which doesn’t even exist!
Trying to buy time until March
31st (when the Phase 2 Bill be-
comes ‘law’), Heath casts around
for some unemployed lawyer or
taiied politician to head the Board.

The trade union leaders have
not dared to openly endorse this
transparent trickery — but they have
not rejected it either. We must
tell them clearly — No Pay Board —
the full claim - NOW !

Doing one of the heaviest and
dirtiest jobs in-industry, working
difficult shifts and incredibly long
hours, they still barely make a
living wage. In this vear of inflation
1973, aGas Board labourer eams a
basic wage of £19.10 gross. To
gross £30 he must put in a 60 hour
week.,

No wonder the gas workers des-
cribe their conditions as Dickensian!

In the last five years, 22,500
iobs have been slashed, while gas
workers produce 3 times the output
of 5 years ago. That’s where the
Gas Board’s £15 million surplus
came from last year. And that’s why

A man on the temporary register
won't feel like defending his rights
for fear of his employment being
terminated after six months. It is
now becoming crystal clear that
the severance scheme is just an
expensive plan to undermine the
militancy of the dockworker, with
Jack Jones being fully aware of
all the implications and willingly
following the employers’ line,

A determined fight back must be
made now. No temporary iabour !
The National Stewards’ Committee
leaders must get up off their back-
sides now and re-convene at the
e arliest possible moment,, or it
will be a serious defeat for the
dockworker.

| Send fo: Busliness manager, 98
Ifd reet, London N.§

Anti-Freeze
Conference

'TranSport and General Workers'’
Union hospital workers have
voted for an ali-out indefinite
strike, confirming the result of
the National Union of Public
Employees ballot.

While the leaders dither,the
rank-and-file have gone ahead
with one-day strikes in many
places. After an unofficial
strike at St George *s Hospital,
Tooting, senior steward Mick
Boulton was reinstated.

H But hospital workers have

‘ not been slow to see the import-
- ance of solidarity from other

- workers,

On Sunday 18th F ebruary,

‘ the United Manchester Hospit-
- als branch of NUPE is calling
- a conference on "How to Fight
the Wage Freeze’. Trade union

delegates from many industries

As the fight hots up against the At a recent conference of Work- | Wil be meeting, and there are
Government's pay freeze, it becomes ers’ Fight supporters it was decid- plans to set up an ongoing
more and more necessaryto have a  od to appeal for £1600 to make this United Front organisation.
paper which tells the truth about = possible. The conference backed Speakers at the conference

Horse ?

With ail the tripe the press is tum-
ing out at the moment, one would

be tempted to believe that the Jones
Aldington Committee were weeping
tears over their miscalculation on
how many men they could get rid of
under their voluntary severaice
scheme for dockworkers over 55and
men passed unfit for dock work by

the doctor. “ |
1On taking a closer look at

the men who are taking the sever-
ance carrot, we find that they are
young men, who play football and
rughy at weekends, men who are

one Of the most urgent demands 1S workers® struggles in Britain and up its words with a collection of ! will include Bernard Panter
for a cut in hours. internationally. A paper which £70. Now we need all the support  (AUE W District Secretary|),
| gives a clear lead and strategy. we can get from you, our readers,to Wally Preston (Secretary, P ower
TEST CASE To play this role effectively, we raise the rest. ary,

Send all donations to Rachei

Matgamna, Workers Fight national | all (Clay C"@SSACO"’”C'”O”' and
treasvrer, 88 Gifford St, London N1 -, Roy Ratcliffe (AUEW, ex-Gross

‘ Strike Committee),

need to improve the quality and reg-
ularity of Workers’ Fight. We must
enable it to reach more and more

mliltan I
FROM PAGE 10
[F.i. Conference

but the result of a defeat for Trotsky-
1sm, in 1968 and after.

Our expulsion from IS, in December
1971, posed sharply the issue of our
organisational relations with the USFL
Was it possible to maintain a serious
orientation towarcs the working cBss,
to continue the positive wegk we had
done in IS, as part of the IMG?

Negotiations with the IMG (which
had helped the IS leaders with fact-
ionally useful infarmation against us in
November 1971) showed it wasn’t, We

ed to them a preliminary period
of discussion coupled with action in
producing a joint workers’ weekly pap-
er. They refused. Manoeuvres,
attempts to exploit the question of the
Fourth International in a petty factional
. way — that was their main concern,

Over the last year wehave watched
this tendency in amazement — genuine,
not thetorical ! Its preoccupations 3
have been determined by the dynamics
of the development of its ‘own’ insigni-
ficant and muddled ideas, not by the
dynamics of the class struggle erupting

around them.
+ They stood Lenin’s ideas on propa-
ganda, agitation, and calls te action, on
their head, just when the class struggle
rendered them vital. They stood hey
an its head again by declaring that
Lenin’s analysis of imperialism, the
theory of capitalism in its period of
 decay and parasitism, which underlies
the concept of the epoch as one of
 wars and revolutions — this analysis
flowed from the concept of the epoch !

It was this same ‘concept’ that ex-

[ Workers® Combine), David Nutt-

The difference betweer the £2
offered and the men’s demand is ...
81p. They deserve more. They need
more. o

That they are putting up this
determined fight over such a margin,
and that the Government will not
budge on such a margin, points
clearly to the nature of this fight.
This is a new test case for the
Torles — and for the working class.

The harder and faster the gas 1
men hit the Govemment the less
time there will be to witchunt them
back to work

APOLOGY

We alogise for the delay in app-
earance of this issue of Workers’
Fight. Since producing the jast
issue, we have organised a special
conterence on the Fourth Internat-
ional (see p. 11) and got out a
magazine {(see p. 9).

We do not have a large profess-
jonal staff, as the capitalist Press
does. The editing and production
work of the paper rests entirely on

“a few people, all of whom have to
get a living, somehow, besides
their work on the paper. It proved
beybnd our resources to produce
the paper regularly at the same
time as organising the conference
and doing the magazine.

With this issue, we are launch-
Img a campaign for £1000 towards
ghining better and more regular
ampearance of the paper. We appeal
.+ 1! syr readers to contribute,

- - - S
. oistod by Workers Fight, 98 Gifford |
st W1, e printed by voluntary 1abour.

by building in Britan and by attempting
1o contribute to the clarification of the

plamea opposition to ‘Popular Fronts’
— subordination of communists to alli- -0 y
ances with *left’ bourgenis politicians. ' political problems that have beset the

that was one in the eye for poor old movement since he war. We seek dia-
Marx, who insisted as long ago as 1850, logue, dlSQUSSIOTI, and exchange of
before the epoch of imperialism, on the material with the USF1, and where
political indegendence of the working pOSSiblt mactical collaboration wth
class as a basic principle. he IMG.

And s0 o, 2nd so on. The IMG is .
an unheaithy tendency, and it is only REGENERATEON
latest example of the inability of the
Intemational which fosters it to build
a serious organisation in the
British working class. The dynamic of
its leadership is not that of a group
which seriously assesses and leams
from its mistakes, judged by the needs
and the expetionce of the class strugg-
le, but that of an intellectual clique
dominated by the periodic rush of ‘brill-
ian}’ new ideas to thehead.

To fuse with that tendency would be
to adopt the existence of an opposition
faction, one of a number, within an un-
healthy organisation, whose size and
importance in the warking class, even

compared to our own small size, does  wjth a basic principle under guise of
not recommend such a policy, There ar€  genarating gurselves from a tendency.
many excellent comrades 1n the IMG. We gy it is toy internationalism which
think they are wasted there — and the  gacrifices fighting for the communist
British working class cannot afford intemationalist programme amongst the
such waste. o ' waking class it can reach to a bare
Workers Fight will fight for the organisational fetish, This sham inter

communist intemationalist programme  pa60nalism — the attitude that would
in the British warking class., The IMG, that we must join the IMG

so far, has been nothing but a diversion ;¢ the expense of our practical wark —
from this wark, | is possible only for self-indulgent

Not 2 single voice, except that of 2 romantics who feel little responsbbility
non-member of the group, a visitor, was 4 the warking class they live amongst.
raised in the conference in favour Feeling that responsibility, the WF

fusion with the IMG. conference had no choice but to vote
We will contribute to the necessary 35 it did.

regeneration of the Fourth Intermnational

- By referring to ‘regeneration’, we do
not mean that the USF! has degenerated.
On the contrary, in 1967 it was regeher-
ated by the decision on China. We
mean that the only explanation for
the last quarter century of the FI's hi st
ory 1s that it has been a degenerate
form of Trotskyism. The basis of this
degeneration has been the destructur-
ing (in the case of much of the SLY/
OCI material, the complete reduction to
non-rational gibberish} discussed above,
We regard ourselves as standing org-
anisationally apart from the USFI. We
. do not oppose the necessity of an Int-
emational, nor (like IS) do we break

S. Matgamna
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