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ised sabotage of Benn’s plans.

No0.96. May 10th to May 17th 1975

- ’ .
>
N
: v
.
- f h

- v

v ) .

v

R . .

ON Monday, a Guardian cartoonist had Wedgwood Benn
dressed up as Chairman Mao. On Tuesday the idiotic Tory
ex-minister Peter Walker was comparing him to Adolf Hitler,
while on Wednesday Walker’s colleague on the Tory benches,
Keith Joseph, compared Benn with Dracula. Then, to cap it
all, Thursday’s press recorded that Lord Watkinson, next
year’s Director General of the CBI, was threatening an organ-

For each of these millionair-militants, Anthony Wedgwood
Benn is not a reality but a nightmare. A nightmare in which
workers rule, in which the capitalist class is ousted and dep-
rived of its great wealth; a nightmare in which industry 1s not
a machine for exploitation but an instrument of planned en-

richment for mankind.

The reality is different. Benn is
not in the least the revolutionary
they keep claiming he 1s — unless
the scope of your imagination runs
no further than the bonnet of your
Rolls. Benn is a politician dedicated
to the “regeneration of British
industry” as the key to any develop-
ment for the working c-ass — In
other words, a man who behlieves
ultimately that our lives depend on
‘the decisions of big businessmen.
Where he differs from the presently
powerful pack of Labour right-
wingers — Healey, Wilsonh, Lever
and others — is that he doesn’t
think all the bosses can be trusted to
know what’s best for them.

Millions

When he first intervened in the
affairs of the fast failing shipyards of
western Scotland as Mister Mintec,
he gave the old barons the money
and ... within a couple of years they
were bust again... .

Millions upon millions had al-
ready been given to Leylands, with
the BLMC board free to use 1t as
“they pleased and ... they went bust...

In order to achieve his sought-
after “regenération of British 1nd-
ustry” he therefore wants to save the
begging barons from their own con-
genital vices of greed, short-sighted-
ness and self-centredness. That’s why
-he wants to bind them within the
loose operation of planning agree-
ments;, that’s why he wants them to
disclose information; that’s why he
wants to nationalise or keep state
control over key industrial sectors;
that’'s why he wants to increase his
control over the heads of already
nationalised industries who may 'be
over-much influenced by their
friends in the private sector.

But the capitalists are not ready to
give up any part of their control of
industry. They are not cenvinced of
the judgment history has made of
them, and even less by Mr. Benn’s.

Therefore they make him the target

of every string of half witted abuse
they can piece together.

ROW hetween

E E

by Jack Price

Also, from the benighted view-
point of the bourgeoisie (and no less
from the bureaucratic standpoint of
the reformist socialists — from
Fabians to Stalinists) state control in
itself is socialism. The only alternat-
ives they can see are private industry
or bureaucratic state control.

For us there is no socialism with-
out the Iliberated working class
functioning as the active controller of
society and economy. We therefore
do not put our confidence in anyone
— “left” or “right” — who wishes to
bind the workers to the chariot
wheels of a doomed capitalism: be it

to chuck. him 1into is

through the Social Contract, through

workers’ participation, through
getting together with the bosses to
campaign for ‘import controls’,
through accepting redundancies in
the steel industry or anywhere else...
And Benn stands four-square
behind every one of these policies.
But so long as the capitalist class
and its direct agents in the labour
movement attack him for narrowing

their room for manoevre; so long as §

each move Benn makes against them
confirms and encourages the deeply
felt aspirations of millions of workers
to get rid of the exploiters altogether;
and so long as he 1s attacked as the
champion of these aspirations — the
task of socialists must be to oppose
this Benn-baiting.

hardly the steel-

workers’ friend.)
The plan of steel job

| majority is

the
B who decided after last
| June’s
1 Council (UWC) strike to
B create a

3 Orange
 within the Six Counties.

il ions, .
§ ously strengthened the
1 hand of

B last June.
i whether for lack of nerve

workers, the government
began to freewheel a bit.
It agreed to appeals and
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B A COMMUNAL civil war
8 in Northern Ireland now

looms very near indeed,
in the aftermath of the
Convention elections,
and as a direct result of
those elections. .

The size of the hard-
line Orange supremacist
greater than
could in advance have
been taken as a
certainty. Its leaders
have declared that they
will settle for nothing
less than the restoration
of their supremacy.

Fools

Thus they prove that
Labour politicians
Ulster Workers
Convention

which will ‘hammer out’
a constitution for North-

j ern Ireland were either

f ignorant fools (if they

thought that this was the
road to amicable settle-
ment between the
communities) or else

I they were and are delib-

erately preparing the
way and setting the
scene for a restoration of
- supremacy

Whatever their intent-
they have enorm-
hard line
Orangism.

The miners’ strike of
1973 forced an election
on Heath which in North-
ern Ireland released the
Orange genie that the
Sunningdale agreement

I and the ‘power sharing’

Executive seemed to
have firmly corked up.
The British Tory govern-
ment couldn’t do much
about that!

However, Wilson’s
Government could have
done something to
smash the Orange react-
ionary general strike
It didn’t —

BENN'S ROW WITH STEEL CHIEF FINNISTON

CLOSURE AND DISCLOSURE

i County

THE be between 16,500 and going
Wedgwood Benn and 20,000 more redun- an open-hearth furnace?
Monty Finniston, head of dancies in the steel As it turned out, Benn

the British Steel Corprat-
ion, started when the
BSC Chairman blew the
gaff on the next stage of

blood-letting sched uled
to engu 1f the steel
industry. Withouy

warning, Finniston ann-
ounced that there would

®

industry over the next
ten months.

At this the press was
rampant with rumours:
was Wedgwood Benn
going to sack Finniston?
Was he going to haul
Finniston over the
coals? Or was he just

THE announcement of 20,000 more redundanc-

ies N the

British Steel

Corporation just

happened to coincide with the “‘elevation” to its

Board of Sir Dai Davies, the dirty
head of the main production
workers’ union, the ISTC.

for years was

little rat who

put four questions to
Finniston in written
form and gave him a few
days to answer them. In
the meantime, he hoped
to repair some of the
public relations damage
the steel chief had done.
What is crucial is that
at no time did Benn ever
contradict Finniston! At
no time did he ever

reject the redundancies.
(That Wedgwood Benn
is the loudest voice right
now against the steel-
workers’ wage claim re-
inforces the fact that he

cuts goes back to the
White Paper published in
the New Year of 1973.
This White Paper
proposed the investment
of £3,000 million over a
period of ten years, and

stated that “BSC
estimates that full
implementation of the
new developments and

closures in the strategy
should more than double

average labour prod-
uctivity, and reduce
manpower by about
5(,000.”

At the first signs of
any action by steel-

. when

discussion and reapprais-
als. Meanwhile a steady
stream of workers was
leaving the 1ndustry,
weakening the prospects
for resistance and lower-
ing the number of
“compulsory redundanc-
ies’”. The BSC even set
closure dates much
earlier than they really
wanted, in order to
appear to concede a little

dates were
postponed.
This game has, of

covrse not finished yet.

( ont’d on back page

. majority

it couldn’t

of because
control the army. Since
then; it has taken many
of the steps necessary to

provoke a communal
civil war — while
protesting that it is ‘keep-
ing the peace’. _

While the British
troops are, we are told,
‘keeping the peace’, the
explosive substances in
the atmosphere increase,
and the political temp-
erature reaches nearer
and . nearer ignition
point. The Orange polit-
icians, having proved to
themselves once more
how much support they
have, are primed and
built up so much that
serious journals think a
coup detat is by no
means ruled out — made
in the name of the
majority of the Convent- -
ion and backed by the
UWC, the paramilitary
groups, sections of the
Civil Service in North-
ern Ireland, and the RUC
(Royal Ulster Con-
stabulary).

This is what Britain’s
Convention elections
have set the scene for.
Make no mistake about
it: such an event would
spark off a massive sect-
arian bloodbath. Some
commentators believe
that the hardline major-
ity of the Convention
may be working to a
time scale of pushing
things to a decision and
calling the hand of the
British government
within two months.

This is the latest
terrible prospect opened
up before the people of
Northern Ireland by the
new attempt to tinker
with, rather than abolish,
the Six County frame-
work.

Despite claptrap about
troops keeping the
peace, any peacekeeping
work is done within the
overall British strategy

§ of shoring up and main-

the artificial Six
state. So long as
the dogma of the inviol-
ability of this state con-
tinues, British govern-
ments will continue to

taining

| zig-zag.

On the one hand they

E irritate the majority by

denying - them majority
rule WITHIN the Six
Counties (while arguing
that the wishes of the
for this state to
continue are the political
and moral bases for
maintaining it against
the wishes of 40% of its
citizens and against the
wishes of the Irish
people as a whole). |

And on the other hand
they accept the claims of
the majority and helping

them beat down the
Catholices.
The Tory spokesman

on Northern Ireland,

Turn to vack page




LABOUR
MOVEMENT

CONFERENGE
ON IRELAND

“AFTER a few months, | realised
that we were not in Ireland peace-
keeping .at all”, says a man who
served in the British Army. until
late 1973. “It. became clear that
our popularity In
areas was practically nil. When
internment was introduced,
hundreds were imprisoned and
hundreds of homes were wrecked.
| saw it with my own eyes. But
nothing struck me more than
seeing one small giri shot dead

and suddenly knowing that if the ][ % .

Army+hadn't been in lreland, it
wsouldn’t have happened.

“At Hollywood interrogation
centre, where | was stationed for
a time, ! saw young men brought
in frightened and bewildered —
their only crime was that they
were between 15 and 50 years
old, male, and living in a certain
area.

“This Constitutional Convention
iIs just another British solution —
and it's not going to bring any
solution or peace. So it looks as
though the next year IS going to
see the “troubles” really hit the
headlines again. And if my exper-
ience is anything to go by, you're
going to see the Army really
putting the boot in on behalf of

Britain.”
This ex-British soldier does not

identify himself: not surprising
when you consider the case of
George Lennox, who as a young
soldier in Aden in 1967 wrote a
letter to a newspaper backing up
an Amnesty charge of British
brutality, and has been persecuted
ever since.

The statement is part of an
appea! for support for the Nationali
[ abour Movement Conference on
ireland which the Troops Out
Movement is organising on May
24th. It concludes: “I'm now

working on a building site, and |

know that most of my workmates
are totally confused about what's
been happening in Ireland. So the
Conference in London on May
24th is going to be Vvery
important.”

Write for credentials to T.0.M.,
103 Hammersmith Road, London
W14 Delegate or observer fee is
75p, and the Conference will be
held at the Collegiate Theatre,
Gordon Street, London WC1 from

the Catholic |
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““““

the
colonialism in

SINCE
Portuguese
Africa, the downfall of the

white racist regime in
Rhodesia (Zimbabwe) has
simply been a matter of when
and how.

Everyone — perhaps even
the Smith government itself —
realises that. And the outcome
of that realisation has been a
remarkable alliance trying to
make sure that the downfall of
the regime takes the most
conservative, right-wing form
possible. The perspective is
that of a state like Malawi,
dominated by a pro-
imperialist black bourgeoisie
and welcoming economic
relations with the apartheid
state of South Africa.
Imperialist interests have
some £600 or £800 million
invested in Rhodesia which
they don’t wish to risk.

Allied together on that
perspective are the British
government, Kaunda of

Zambia, other black African

defeat of
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Martin Thomas

leaders, Vorster of South
Africa, and probably, behind
the scenes, the United States.
Two points came out of the
just-ended Commonwealth
Prime Ministers’ Conference.
The economic blockade on
Rhodesia will be strengthened
by cutting rail links through
Mozambique and Botswana,
and fund will be set up to
compensate those states. A
Constitutional Conference for
Rhodesia will be called,
probably in July, whether
Smith agrees to attend or not.
The ‘Financial Times’ of
7.3.75 estimates it likely that
Vorster will support this
Conference — and if he doesn’t
publicly support it, for fear of
internal outh African
reaction, he will probably give
it his endorsement behind the
scenes. The South African

regime in the first place has to
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come to terms with the new
economic realities of Africa,
and in the second place is
concerned to ensure that
whatever changes must take
place in southern Africa do so
in as controlled a way as
possible, thus reducing the
danger of revolutionary
reverberations in the black
working class of South Africa.

Within the general
agreement, the disagreements

on two Dpoints at the
Commonwealth Prime
Ministers’ Conference are
relatively small. Barrow,
Prime Minister of Barbados,
proposed that a
“Commonwealth peace-

keeping force” be set up. This
“would offer Rhodesian white
settlers a guarantee against
chaos in the transition to
black power”. Certainly it
would! More bluntly, it would
offer imperialist interests a
guarantee.

On this, and even on the

proposal from Kaunda and

Nyrere of Tanzania for British
financial aid to the armed
truggle of the Zimbabwe
nationalisats, the differences
are probably no more than a
estlon of tactics and timing.
aunda’s commitment fo the
armed struggle 18 more
demagogic than serious. At
the same time as he makes his
proposal, he has been engaged
in the forcible unification of
the Zimbabwe nationalists, at
the expense of their most
militant wing, ZANU (which
has done most of the actual

fighting). Many ZANU
activists have been
imprisoned, and Joshua

Nkomo has been pushed to the
fore as a “moderate” leader.
Kaunda is concnerned both
for his imperialist connectjons
(the copper industry) and also
for the possible implications
of militant black action in
Zimbabwe for the stability of
his own tightly-regimented
state. But, despite the
impressive alliance that has
been assembled, from Nkomo
and Nyrere to Vorster, things
may not be so smooth. The
victories in Mozambique,
Guine and Angola have had
their impact on the
consciousness of the black
working class in South Africa
and Rhodesia, and it will not
be long before the results
show themselves in action.

CIVIL WAR
LOOMS IN
INVESTORS
DREAM
LAND’

10am to 5.30pm, with creche

available.

MAY DAY — international
workers’ day — was marred in
Manchester as in many other
cities by a nationalistic anti-
Common Market jamboree.

“We must have the right to
solve our own problems in our
own way’’, declared Communist
Party member Frances Dean at
the Trades Council May Day rally.
A fine thought by May Day — if by
“we’’ she meant the international
working class. But of course not.
By ““‘we’’ she meant “Britain” —
or, in fact, since classes do exist
in Britain and the capitalist class
does rule, British capitalists.

““We'’, the British capitalist
class and the CP in the person of
Frances Dean, wanted to restrict

cheap cotton imports, which
cannot be done under EEC
regulations. Likewise John

Forrester of the Labour Party NEC
and TASS was worried by capital
moving out of the country if
Britain remains in the EEC. Both
Dean and Forrester spoke like old-

fashioried Tories of the 19th
century, unaware that in the
modern world each national

capitalist economy is closely tied
into the world market and cannot
cut itself off, EEC or no EEC.

The rally’s standing ovation was
reserved for Benn. Benn started
off by outlining the major .probiem
of the British capitalist economy
as being lack of investment, and
said this would be worse in the
EEC. The EEC, he said, would veto
Government investment In British
industry. Curiously, this argument
is the exact opposite of that used
by many on the revolutionary left

to justify a “no” vote: the

argument that withdrawal would

‘State of

In the
Basque
Country

throw the British capitalist
economy into a very weak and
shaky condition.

What Benn got his standing
ovation for, though, was his
defence of “sovereignty’”’. “Our
vote is being devalued”, he
declared. Yes, indeed, Mr Benn,
our vote is devalued: but it is
devalued mainly by people Ilike
you, elected on socialist promises
and then carrying out capitalist
policies, rather than by the bogey-
men In Brussels.

DIVERSION

That the emotional driving force
of this anti EEC rally was simple

dislike of foreigners — all
foreigners, including foreign
workers was shown by the

enthusiastic applause greeting an
old age pensioner’'s message:
don't want to be a Brussels
sprout’’.

That was a fair sample of the

workers’ campaign against the
EEC which many left wing
organisations are so keen to

promote. Yet Ernest Mandel on
his speaking tour for the
International Marxist Group has
Yeen saying that his main
criticism of the Labour left and the
CP on the Common Market
question is simply that they will
not win their campaign for a "No”
vote! The chauvinism 1s secondary
to the fact that they may not pack
enough people into the polling
booths on June 5thi

In Manchester Mandel shared a
platform with Ernie Roberts of the
AUEW, who made his main pitch
the defence of the democratic

Repression’

DOZENS of persons were arrested
on April 26th in the Basque
provinces of Guipuzcoa and
Vizcaya. The arrests came the dgy
after the Spanish government
declared a state of emergency In
the region.

Under the state of emergency,
police have unlimited powers to
search homes and to arrest and
hold suspects for an indefinite
period without bringing charges.
Newspaper articles are also

subject to censorship.
The measure was imposed in an
attempt to repress the nationalist

Freedom} which the government
claims i1s responsible for a recent
step-up in terrorist actions In
these provinces. In the past
month, two policemen have been
killed, and several shops and villas
have been blown up.

As of February 28th, Basque
nationalist sources reported that
there were 226 Basques in prison
for political reasons. Among those
who have been sentenced are
Xavier Ilzkd de Ila Iglesia (110
years) Lorenzo Eguia Lizaso {100
years) Jose larza Etxenike (160
vears}] and Jesus Zabarte Arregs

group Euzkad: ta
(ETA—Basque

Nation

rights that the British working
class has won. This sort of
argument can be made to sound
very ‘“‘Marxist”, especially if well
tricked out with cuotations from
Lenin on the need for workers to
fight for demccratic rights. In fact
it i1s anti-Marxist and anti-
soctalist. The "vote No~ campaign
has nothing to do with any
struggle whatsoever to defend any
specific democratic right of the
British working class — 1t has
acted as a diversion from the fight
to defend picketing nghts.

But the ““Vvote No  campaign
has a lot to do with the idea that
‘British democracy s something
special, much better than
capitalist rule in other countries.
This false and nationalistic idea 1s
exactly parallel to the arguments
used by the Social Democratic
Parties to justify supporting their
own capitalist classes in the First
World War — they were adefending
‘the French republic’ against the
Kaiser, or ‘the achievements of
the German labour movement’
against the Tsar.

Mandel devoted httle time to
comments on Roberts’” speech,
and then launched into his

economic analysis of the EEC —
which he said we should simply
disregard in deciding our political
attitude. Most capitalists favour
being in the EEC; most of the
tabour movement favours getting
out; therefore Marxists should say
“vote No"’.

in Mandel’'s London meeting on
Aprilt 30th, a number of speakers
from the floor attacked Mandel,
pointing out that trade union
support for the anti EEC campaign
does not make it a working class

Azkatusuna
and

(100 years).

from Intercontinental Press

A GREAT BRITISH MAY DAY

political, cause when the whole
thing is infested with chauvinism.
Apparently by the time he got to
Manchester (May 2nd) Mandel
had been sufficiently impressed to

recognise in his speech the
possibility that the “vote No”
campaign might (!} boomerang.
But in lLondon he replied by
accusing his opponents of
“historical idealism’’. Here, he

satd, was this great mass struggle
going on, and these people say it's
just a matter of ideas such as
chauvinism. Obviously they are
“idealists’".

ADAPTING

That was the day after the
comic spectacle of the Labour
Party NEC meeting where the
‘Labour left” abandoned any
attempt to enforce their anti-EEC
conference victory. So much for
the ‘big struggle’. And as for
“idealism’”~ — comrade Mandel,
chauvinism is not just an “‘idea’,
the free intellectual creation of the
French miiitary officer Nicholas
Chauvin from whase name the
termm comes. it s a real and
material factor in Britush society,
with very substantial roots n the
history of British imperialism. By
ignoring that materntal factor and
running to hne up with the 'big
battalions’ of the tabour
movement, you end up comprom-
iIsing witth, adapting to, and
covering up for that very
chauvinism.

Phil Haddon (Manchester)

Martin Thomas (London).

jregime
fhas lived ithere for the last 15
|lyears and 1s the and is the
iborther-in-law of

OVER THE LAST week or so
200 to 1,000 people have been
killed in fighting in Luanda,
the capital of Angola —
getting on for as many as have
been killed in Ireland over the
last six years.

The exact details
clashes are not clear,

of the
and

leaders of all the three guerilla

groups involved — MPLA,
FNLA, and UNITA — have
called for a ceasefire.
Nevertheless, the general

background is clear.

Angola is by far the richest
of the three Portuguese
colonies in Africa which are
due to gain independence (or,
in the case of Guine, have
gained 1it). The Portuguese
textile industry, and British,
American, and German
interests in diamonds and oil,
have a major stake there.
Moreover, the white settler
community in Angola 1is
larger and more powerful than
in Guine-Bissau or in
Mozambique.

According to South African

journalists, Angola is “an
investors’ dream” provided
that “business remains as

usual”. Therefore international
capitalist interests have taken
steps to ensure that business
does remain as usual.
The organisation which
had borne the brunt of the 13
years military campaign to
win independence for Angola
was the MPLA (People's
Movement for the Liberation
of Angola). Fearing, however,
that the radical nationalist
MPLA might damage
imperialist interests through
such nmeasures as
nationalisation, the
Portuguese engineered a
coalition between MPLA and
two other movement, FNLA
and UNITA.
The FNLA has extremely
close links with the right-wing
in Zalre; 1ts leaders

President
Mobutu. As for UNITA, it is

jdoubtful whether it represents

anything at all except a stooge
of Portuguese and or American
interests.

However, the MPLA was
persuaded into a coalition with
them; and now, almost
certainly, the right-wing
forces are set on engineering
the sort of disorder which will
give them a good basis to
secure a ‘'strong government’.






