No.42 — February 2nd - February 8th

THE RESULT of the miners’
ballot will almost certainly be
avote to strike.

If the miners then go on to
take strike action the scene
will be set for the most bitter
— and decisive — class battles
Britain has seen since the
1920s.

Make no mistake about it
— if the Tory Government
lets it go as far as strike action,
if it doesn’t at the last moment
use the Pay Board’s report on
‘pay relativities’ (see back
page) to reach a settlement,
then we are in for a long stand
up battle which will surely
spread and escalate.

Warfare

The Government’s obvious
electoral calculations and
manoeuvres are mainly
moves to clear the deck for
industrial warfare.

As soon as the miners go on
strike the question of
sohidarity action will arise for
rallwaymen, as miners begin
to stop the transport of coal.

Very soon the same
question will arise for
dockworkers as the
Government attempts to

import scab coal: and unless
~ they plan the large scale
tmportation of scab coal it 15
unthinkable that they would
try a second round with the
miners.

Use of troops to transport
scab coalis very likely.

Picketing will be decisive,
as 1n 1972, But the miners’
mass mobile picket will not
this time be the bolt from the
blue that flattened <he Tories
2 years ago.

The Government has had
two years to prepare -- and it
has prepared.

- The law on picketing has
been tightened savagely -—
and 3 working class militants
are 1n jail to prove it. Mobile
squads of anti picket police,
with a directing and
intelligence centre at Scotland
Yard, will immediately be
thrown against the forces of
the NUM iIn any miners’

strike. T

If necessary soldiers will be
used for picket control:
recently in Parliament Robert
Carr refused to assure Labour
MPs that they would not be
used. If necessary all the
techniques the army has been
using in Northern Ireland will
be used — CS gas, rubber
bullets, military ‘riot control’

In the last two years a
complacent attitude has
grown up on the left. An

attitude that the miners are

simply unbeatable.
combative,

they are all of

Powerfui.
militant —

pickets

MINERS’ STRIKE

these. They weére all'8¥ these in
1926 too. But they were
beaten then, by a ruthless
bosses’ government because
they lacked adequate support
from the labour movement.
l.arge imports of coal can
partly neutralise strike action.
The physical force of the state
can counter mass picketing. If
the labour movement allows

it, a ruthless government
could hope to starve the
miners into submission.

Already Heath 1s talking of
cutting off Social Security
benefits to strikers’ families.

There must be no
complacency!

Victory for the miners is
sure this time only if the
labour movement throws up
the forces to counter every
move the Government makes.

The front line of the miners’
battle will be the picket line.
The mobile police squads
will have the weapons, the
intelligence service and the
transport they need: it -will be
police helicopters against
pickets’ cars and buses.
Concentrations of flying
will be met by
congentrations oggpollce and
or soldiers.

They will have much less
chance of success unless
backed by local forces. It was
the eruption of such local
forces into acti@m;—.pouring
out of factonies #de} olleges
— that turneéd the tide against
massed police at Saltley Coke

Depot in Bimgingham in

SHREWSBURY 24

1972 and won the stnke'
Defeat on the picket line
would mean the danger of the

miners being starved and
beaten into submission.
In today’s conditions,

victory will depend on
prepared and organised local
solidarity . committees to
physically back up the miners’
pickets.

Wherever there iIs a coke
depot, coal mine, railway
yard, port where coal could
come in, a gas works or a
power station — there local

militants must set up a
SOLIDARITY committee.
Not only must such

commlttees set out to ra]l'y.

physical support for the
miners’ picket line. They must
also agitate for pledges of
support ifrom militants 1n
factories in the area, and for
their representation on the
solidarity committee.

The 1dea of Councils of
Action (or United Front
committees, as WF has called
them to avold
misunderstanding) has been
in the air since about 1970. In
fact they have either been
mildly useful left forums or
else artificial and sectarian
appendages of one or other of
the left groups.

Build national campaign now

Liverpool Trades Council’s
conference to defend the
Shrewsbury 24 to be held on 2nd
February could mark a turning
point in the campaign to Free the
Thretuho were jalled before

workers’ stnke are taking the {u’!
force of the Tories’ attack on
militant picketing. Three have
been jailed and, though theyv are
lodging appeals. have so far been
denied bail.

But if they are bailed., it makes
r~ difference to the urgent need
1T siznue the campaign.

—_———

.~ asl conference sponsored

~. . verexo! Trades Council.
el W \-“‘ —“-"'*bcr "I\! dd{.
- S 2l .t action,

Unforunateiy  in the
monins  after tnal eonlefe*:-e
very diftle was Sone. For instanes.
no functioning Lendon Defarce
Committee had been established.

The announcement of the
savage jail sentences — 3 vears on
Des Warren, 2 years on Ricky
Tomlinson and 9 months on John
McKinsie Jones  shocked many
militants into fulfilling some of
the pledges made at the last
conference.

.....

Since then there have been
hundreds of meetings. marches,
work  stoppages and massive
~rzssure for action by the trade
urion leaderships. UCATT, the
builders” union whose leaders
started by expressing  bitter
hostilitv to the 24, allowed the
latest  1ssue  of its paper
‘Viewpoint® 1o come out with a
statement of support -- for a few
bricf davs before it was recalled.
The T&GWLU Buillders Section

build
committees of struggle has

committees,
THE CLASS STRUGGLE,

‘developing
their function as the struggle
develops
throwing up new concrete
problems.

Nevertheless "the need to
representative

been real and is now very
urgent as the classes shape up
for battle.

Solidarity committees built
around support for the urgent
needs of the front line struggle
can draw militants together
— miners, dockers, railmen,

power workers and others — °

and really hope to reach,
mobilise and organise whole
layers of militant workers
eager to hit out at the
government and support the
miners.

Lockout

Such solidarity
LINKED TO

the potential of

and changing

have
escalates,

and

An all out miners’ strike

will 1nevitably tend to spill
over
confrontation —
general strike. The rest of the
labour movement, on which
the Tones
% nflicted the 2 day lockout, is

‘unlikely to stand idly by,
especially if the lockout is
going to go on for months or
1s imposed for 3 days instead
of two.

into a general class
Into a

have already

The Tories themselves with

their lockout have already
indissolubly linked the fate of .
the miners’ struggle with the occupy the factories!

has also moved toward
supporting the lads on trial.

But two important things still
need to be accomplished. The
1ssue must become an issue for
every worker and not left to the
one industry that the Tories chose
to pick on and make an example
of. And solid preparations must
be made for the only action that
will really have any chance of
opening up the gates of the jails:
serious, protracted, widespread
and determined strike action.

"Both of these demand an
energetic, centralised campaign
to be built up around the North
Wales Defence Committee, to

™

McGahey
was

right

THE HOWLS that greet:
miners’ vice president Mick
McGahey’s threat to appeal

directly to soldiers not to be used
to break the miners’ strike came
from both Labour and Tory
politicians, and doubtless, behind
the scenes, from the Communist
Party too.

The fact that McGahey has

now retreated doesn’t change the

significance of these cries of
outrage.

Why did they howl so much?
Because McGahey broke the
tradition of mere shadow boxing
between the union leaderships
and the bosses and their
government. He posed the
possibility that the working class
will challenge the right of the
bosses to use their army as they
think necessary by appealing to
the workers’ sons in uniform who,
in this situation, are a final
sanction of the ruling class
against the workers.

McGahey WAS right! Heath
has resorted to a national
lockout. He is determined to beat
down the miners — as determined
as Churchill when he sent the
soldiers against them at
Tonypandy. He has deliberately

steered towards a head on
collision with the labour
movement.

It would be utter stupidity for
the labour movement to think he
will hesitate to use all the power at
his command.

Either the labour movement is
seriously prepared to fight, or it
should throw in the towel — now.

If troops are wused to
strikebreak then we must be
prepared to break ruling class law
here too as we have done in the
struggles of the last 2 years.Either
we allow the Army to be used here
as it has been used in Northern
Ireland, or else we attempt to
neutralise it. The army that has
served British governments so
well in Northern Ireland may

prove to be not so reliable on the -

‘home front’.

In every area of conflict the
responsible bodies of the labour
movement must be prepared to
say to the soldiers:

DON’T SCAB on your class!

DON’T BE scabs for the people
who drove many of you into the
army in the first place!

L.Cleary

a,

fate of the whole working
class. So far, surprise and
bewilderment at the lockout
has been the main reaction.
But a miners’ strike can bring
the question of the 2 day
lockout to a head.

The labour movement must
show Heath that he is terribly
mistaken if he thinks that
because 5 million workers
have had agreements signed
for them under Phase 3, the
bulk of organised labour has
been counted out for the
struggles ahead.

The miners’ strike can and
must become the rallying
point for a fight back by the
whole locked out, inflation
cheated working class against
the Tory wreckers. Active
support and solidarity with
the miners can and must fuse
with a general offensive
against the lockout.

Support the miners!

-Build solidarity committees
now!

Fight the lockout —
demand work or full pay!

Go on the offensive — if
they lock us out we can

supply speakers, information.
propaganda, to centralise fund
raising for the families of the
defendants and for the c'g'npaign,
and to help, sponsor and
coordinate local actions.

Of the eight who are gn trial in
Shrewsbury now, two have been
pressured into pleading guilty to
the charge of unlawful assembly.
This is a reflection on their
confidence in the efforts of the
campaign. If we want the
defendants and their families to
be more confident, then we have
got to be behind them all the way.

With action rnd not just with
words.
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By definition a man who is -an
anachrontsm dies long before he
reaches the grave. Any comment
therefore on the death of General
George Grivas in Cyprus last
week comes two generations after
the death of the ideas he held as
major currents in Greek politics.

Grivas, the epitome of the
backwardness of the middle
peasantry, resembled in many
ways the types like Papadopoulos
and Ghizikis in Greece who come
from the same sort of
background. He was a
monarchist, a pro fascist and an
ultra chauvinist harbouring the
imperialist fantasy of the
restoration of the territory which
was said to be that of ancient
Greece.

The German occupation of
Greece saw him as the leader of

AS Local Authorities prepare
their education budgets for
1974, we can begin to see just
how vicious Barber’s cuts in
government expenditure in this
area will be, and just how must
they will affect working class
children.

Even before the latest round
of cuts — now reckoned at
over £200 million for 1974
the Tories had been attempting
to run down educational
spending. Fewer new schools,
less equipment, no further
expansion in higher education
and a stubborn refusal to
provide either higher grants for
students or higher wages for
teachers — all this has meant
increasing chaos throughout the
system.

Now Local Authorities must
think of further ways in which
to reduce spending. It is an
Interesting exercise to see just
how some of them propose
doing 1t.

Shropshire, for example, has
put forward these items in a list
of proposed cuts —

THE October insurrection was in
fact organised and led by Lecon
Trotsky. But Lenin was - the
recognised leader . of the
Revolution. He became the first
Chairman of the Council of
Soviets. Here again his actions
exemplified what was a constant
theme in his life, the dialectical
combination of “the strictest
discipline, truly iron discipline in
our party” and his confidence and
reliance on the creativity of the
masses. “We must be guided by
experience; we must allow
complete freedom to the creative
faculties of the masses...”

The Bolsheviks, who had a

EOKA Leader helped by
Brilain’s Divide and Rule Tacltic

the Group ‘X’ which was no less
fascist than the Nazis with whom
it collaborated. But it was Greek.
Consequently its collaboration
did not stretch to being quislings;
X acted as a co ordinator between
the British and the Germans with
the aim of liguidating as much of
the left as possible.

For this and for his terror
activities on behalf of the British
and the Americans in the Greek
civil war — conducted under his
favourite flags: monarchism, pro
fascist anti communism and
chauvinism — he expected as a
reward the British sponsorship of
ENOSIS, the unification of his
native Cyprus with his adopted
Greece.

But this suited neither western

imperialism nor its military arm,
NATO Thus, to achieve his ends,

£50,000 by reducing the
protein content of school meals.

£100,000 on school
decoration.

£60,000 on new furniture.

£30,000 on using dried milk
rather than fresh milk.

£16,000 by reducing

discretionary awards for further .

education students.

The one area not scheduled
for cuts before Barber’s latest
slaughter was nursery and pre
school education, which was in
fact supposed to be expanded
and 1mproved. Now this is

~grinding to a halt, and certainly
any Local Authorities moving

Grivas  was  forced 1into
opposition, first legatly in Greece
and then underground in Cvprus.

The struggle between  the
EOKA terror group he led and
the British Army in the 1950s was
a struggle between a backward
political current partly transfused
with a grass roots desire for
independence from Britain (and
which saw in ENOSIS a means to
that end), and an imperialist
power attempting a divide and
rule policy to secure strategic
advantage.

After the British withdrawal,
the rationale for the demand for
union with Greece drained away,
and all that was left was the bitter
puss of Hellenic chauvinism, anti
Turkish racism and the rancour
of old wounds.

faster here than the Tories’
meagre supply of money allows
have been told in no uncertain
terms to hold back.

Norman St. John Stevas,
(who was at the Ministry of
Education when the cuts were
being planned) said they had
been made on things which
would do “least harm to the
education service”. It is difficult
to understand what he means.
Perhaps he doesn’t think that
slum primary schools with
outside lavatories and leaking
roofs, or overcrowded
secondary classrooms, do any
‘harm’ to ..children, that milk
and protein aren’t important or

'Primary school bullding progra mme ...scra ppe d!

majority in the Sovjgts, became the
builders of the new state and the
foremost fighters for its defence. It
was a truly democratic state, with
democratic rule by the working
class exercised through the network
of soviets, at the apex of which was
the Supreme Soviet.

In the struggle for power, the
Bolshevik programme and the
needs of the masses hau been
summed up 1n the slogan ‘LAND,
PEACE, BREAD’. Now, in
relation to the war the Bolshevik
slogan was “Peace without
annexations”. But revolutionary
Russia, bled white by war and
famine and with the remnants of

the Tsarist Army simply useless,
did not have the strength to impose
this peace programme. German
imperialism was able to impose a
robbers’ peace on the new workers’
state.

The Bolsheviks were forced to
make a retreat, giving massive
territorial concessions to the
Germans in the forced treaty of
Brest Litovsk, signed in February
1918. This was the first of many
retreats the Bolsheviks were forced
to make in their isolation. The
revolution 1in Europe still had not
broken out. The Bolshevik party
experienced the sharpest factional
division on this question. The

WITH the catch phrase

“inflationary wage settlements”

becoming a permanent fixture
in ‘media’ language, there are
endless opportunities for the
constant repetition of the lie
that “prices are chasing wages”.
Ard, as Dr. Goebbels once
founc out, if you repeat a lie
often eiiough, everybody comes
to believe it.

For the Tories, it is a very
useful lie. At present, playing
on the insecurity and perplexity
that every working class family
feels 1n face of the alarming
shifts in the prices of daily
necessities, they are using it to
build a rational- -sounding case’

for closing down half of

industry rather than concede
the miners’ claim. They hope to
isolate the miners by making
them a scapegoat for inflation.

It is therefore all the more

vital to nail this lie — and nail it

BARBER’S ‘STARVE THE CHILDREN’ CUTS —
“No harmto education” says Tory Minister

that a bare classroom with no
facilities 1s “best for kids”. But
then, there aren’t such ‘minor
problems’ in the wealthy Public

Schools of which he is a
product.
St. John Stevas went on to

say that there would be no cuts

in  expenditure on teaching
staff; that nothing had been
done to stop schools opening
their doors for normal business.
He must have been joking! It is
exactly this question of part
time schooling, caused by the
shortage of staff, which shows

most clearly how the Tories
hope to get education on the
cheap.

So far, acute teacher

shortage has put children on
part time schooling in at least 3
cities -~ London, Glasgow and
Birmingham. In London the
number of schools on part time
stands at 83 (affecting an
esttmated 100,000 children).
The reason is that teachers are
just not available, because the
wages and conditions are so
poor. And the worse the pay,

Bukharin
advocated immediate
revolutionary war, Lenin
advocated 1immediate peace,
making the necessary concessions
to Germany. Trotsky favoured an
attemptto dramatise to the workers
of Europe, and especially to those
who had been told that the
Bolsheviks were German agents,
the forced character of the
concessions the Bolsheviks were
having to make to the Germans, but
he recognised, with Lenin, that
concessions were unavoidable.

around
an

majority

Consequently, using the slogan|

“neither peace nor war”, he dragged
out the negotiations at Brest
Litovsk as long as possible until the
Germans launched a new onslaught
on the workers’ state. Lenin, who
had been in a small minority on the
Central Committee, now gained the
majority against the Bukharin
faction for immediate peace.

The peace and war factions had
been equally divided. Trotsky
ultxmately voted with Lenin, giving
a majority of one to those favourmg
immediate peace.

Lenin had faced the situation
with brutal realism. More
significant, however, is that in the
heat of the argument he insisted on
proclaiming his opinion that if
necessary the Russian revolution
should be willing to sacrifice itself
and face defeat in order to hasten
the German revolution.

All eyes were now on Germany
The revolution did break out in
Europe, beginning towards the end
of 1918 a revolutionary wave swept
Europe, brushmg the monarchies
from power in Austria and
Germany and putting the right
wing Social Democracy in power.
Revolutionary workers’
governments were ¢ .tablished
briefly in Hungary and Bavaria. In
1919 and 20, the Italian state
virtually colldpsed with the
working class seizing the factories.
But everywhere the revolution was
defeated. Everywhcre it was
demonstrated negatively that the

work Lemin had successfully
accomplished. the building of a
hard revolutionary party.  was

irreplaceable if the revolution of the
proletariat was to be victorious.

hard.

First, we can look at what
has happened to working class
living standards since this lie
was first enshrined in law.

[tis now just over-a year since
the Tory Government imposed
a total wage freeze, supposedly
as part of their ‘counter
inflation’ policy. Now figures
just released by the Department
of Employment make it more
and more transparent just what
Tory ‘counter inflation’ means.
They show that from
November 1972 to December
1973 the retail price index rose
by 129.

According to the same
source, basic wages also rose by
about 12% But counterposing
these two figures conceals a cut

in working class living
standards, which is just what
Tory policy is all about.

The proportion of income

the worse becomes the shortage
and, because of the shortage,
the conditions deteriorate
further.

It 15 the militant mood
caused by such chaos that is
pushing the teaching unions,
the NUT in particular, into
firmer action. The pay claim
and the London Allowance are
seen as part of the same fight.
One  Association, Lambeth,
now has a policy of not
covering for any staff absences;
others are passing motions in
support of the full 25% claim,
and calling for a fight against
Phase 3 through all out strike
action.

It 1s the job of teachers, in
the build up to the April pay
claim, to do two things. Firstly,

to show all working class
parents how the cuts in
education  spending  directly

affect them; to call for all such
cuts made over the last few
years to be restored; and to
demand that expenditure on
education be increased.

Secondly to prepare actively
for a national strike over wages.

With these things done,
teachers will be in a better
position to take on the Tories
and to appeal to other trade
unionists for solidarity.

that a working class family
spends on essentials such as
food and housing is far greater
than allowed for by the retail
price index, and it is just the
price of these essentials that
have risen most
drastically.Food prices have
1ncreased a staggering 219
since ‘counter inflation’ started:
this figure 1s concealed within

the general average given by
the index.
GROCER
Moreover, Inflation is a

double tax on the workmg
class, since any increases In
wages push a worker’s income
into a higher tax bracket and
cuts down on means tested
benefits. So to compensate for
a 12% rise in prices a worker’s
pay must go up by considerably
more that 12%.

To top 1t all, papers such as
The Economist are saying that
prices will go up even faster in
1974 and that the rate of
inflation will be at least 159%;
the retailers’ magazine The
Grocer says another 578 price
rises are on the way.

But what actually makes
prices suddenly take off and
head for the moon?

The Tories admit that
inflation is “also” a result of
rises in world prices. But this is
no ‘act of God’, nor does it
represent any gain for most of
the primary producing
countries. The prices of
important commodities such as
oil, metals and grain have
rocketed over the past year, but
this has been partly due to the
fall in value of the dollar and
stering, which are still the
major trading currencies. The £
has been devalued by 209, since
1971 as a direct result of Tory
policy, and half of the
Increased price of imported
foods is due to the falling value
of the £.
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AFTER

The existence of the Bolshevik
party had made revolution possible
in Russia, a revolution made in the
behef that Russia was the first link
in a necessary chain of proletarian
revolutions throughout Europe.
The lack of similar parties in
Europe led to the defeat of the
proletarian revolutions that
erupted, as the Marxists had
expected, in the wake of world war
L. Thisin turn led to the isolation —
which by 1921 had become
apparent — of the one successful
revolution, embattled Russia. And
from this isolation came, from the
middle of 1918, tremendous
difficulties for the Bolsheviks.

The victory in Russia in 1917 had
been very easy, almost bloodless.
The difficulties began afterwards.
Civil war erupted. In 1918 and
afterwards, to the internal enemies
in arms against the revolution, were
added the armies of intervention
sent by no less than 14 states to
extinguish the proletarian
revolution in Russia. The Soviet
State was forced to defend itself
and to build up from scratch a new,
Red, Army. This was
accomplished under the leadership
of Trotsky, Commissar for War,
and the workers’ state fought a long

war 1n which civil war was
inextrlcably linked with
interventionary war.

Internally, the majority of the
Mensheviks joined the counter
revolution. In July 1918 the Left
Social Revolutionaries, a peasant
party which had initially formed a
coalition government with the
Bolsheviks, organised a rebellion.
An SR militant, Dora Kaplan, shot
Lenin failing to kil him, but
injuring him very seriously.

In response the Bolsheviks
launched 2 Red Terror. A special

‘Cheka’,
revolutionary police, was set up to
fight counter revolution. No mercy
was shown to the enemies of the

organisation, the a

workers’ state. The Bolsheviks,
who had begun by abolishing the
death penalty, now did not hesitate
at summary execution of counter
revolutionaries. Steeped in the
history of revolutionary struggles,
they understood that the
proletarian revolution, in these
conditions, though it aims at
building a society where violence
against people will be unthinkable,
a socialist society, needed arms and
ruthlessness to prevent a counter
revolutionary bloodbath,

Writers on Stalinism today,
especially those who do not have
ready access to the real history of
the revolution, as for example
Solzhenitsyn, confuse the
ruthlessness of the revolutionary
working class with the counter
revolutionary  butchery of
Stalinism. Thus, in ‘The Gulag
Archipelago’, the list of crimes
begins in 1918 and runs all through
the Stalinist period. In reality there
is no continuity. The Red Terror of
the revolutionary years was the
violence of workers and peasants in
revolt against capitalism, directed
against the bourgeoisie and their
agents. The Stalinist terror was the
violence of an uncontrolled and self
serving State bureaucracy, in
defence of its own privileged
position, against the working
population in general and genuine
Communists in particular.

There 1s as much difference
between the two as between the
violence of a slave against his
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