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By BOB FAULKES (E.P.T.U.)

When Jack Jones, General Secret-
ary of the Transport & General Work-
ers Union, addressed the largest ma-
nagement conference in this country
consisting of 1,300 delegates to the
Institute of Personnel Management,
one could imagine the uneasy feeling
in the audience when he said: “I de-
tect a real mood of rebellion among
groups both in private industry and
public services who have been regard-
ed as low-wage.” (“Financial Times”,
13/10/69). The mood of rebellion has
now burst into open revolt.

The example was given in the
“Sunday Times” (16/11/69) of a town
hall watchman in Liverpool: “For a
50-hour week he takes home only
£11.11.id a week, yet he is being
paid more than the minimum rate for
watchmen.” The almost unbelievable
figures published in the “Employment
and Productivity Gazette” (October
1969) in a sample survey of low-paid
workers working at least 30 hours
per week, showed that, despite free
board in some cases, tips, etc. some
men earned less than £6 a weeki—
caretakers, car park attendants, lav-
atory attendants, sub post masters,
and a sandwich-course student (“with
free board”). The sample taken for
women earning under £6 was even
larger—trainee nurses, cleaners, clerks,
sub post mistresses, to give but a few
examples. Such cases no doubt could
be repeated a million times over.

With the victory of the Fords ma-
chinists last year, the revolt of the
lower-paid has really begun to snow-
ball. Little wonder then that, shaken
by these upheavals, “The Times” (18/.
11/69) said: “Now that the ambulance
men, dustmen, miners, and firemen
have driven a coach and horses
through public policy” (should read
P.IB.) “the teachers want a crack of
the whip.”

TWO STANDARDS

But when it comes to their own
class, how different is the tune! In a
“Sunday Times” article last year
(“Directors on the Breadline” or the
“Savoy Grill Hunger March”, shown
in a cartoon accompanying) the auth-
or, Keith Richardson, reveals the
heartrending story: “Although I know
the chairman of ome of the biggest
companies who swears that without
his wife’s money he would not be
able to send his children to university
without taking a cut in his standard
of living.” But the pay of this board-
room pauper was £7000 a year, or
“£140 a week take-home pay, ten
times as much as a manual worker.”
With effort one manages to hold
back the tears and wonder how many
workers wouldn’t mind staggering
through the week on this sum!

Even the Labour leaders’ statistics
reveal the terrible plight of the low-
paid: “That ten per cent of all male
adults earn less than £15 per week is
significant in that it represented in
1968 the calculated requirements of a
family with two children and an aver-
aeg rent to keep them at the supple-
mentary benefit standard of living.”
(Labour Party N.E.C.s ,, Agenda for
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Strike in history!

By JULIAN SILVERMAN (N. St. Pancras L.P.)

The fantastic determination of the industrial workers of Italy is drawing behind
it all sections of the working population and cawsing havoc in the chambers of the
ruling circles.

The “hot autumn”, which world big-business had been dreading, started with
a vengeance on 1st. September itself. To back up the wage demands as new con-
tracts of employment started to be renegotiated the workers in Fiat, Turin staged
a massive demonstration. Police thuggery caused a riot, and the management sent
30,000 workers home on half-pay. Immediately the whole of Italy was ablaze.
1 million car and metal workers began a series of national and regional stoppages.
They were joined by gas workers, 900,000 building workers, 200,000 chemical and
pharmaceutical workers, 40,000 cement workers, brick workers. 2,500,000 were out
in one week. :

12,000 strikers were locked out of the Pirelli Rubber factory in Milan. They
occupied the works, and the whole of Milan came out the next day in sympathy.

In Rome 100,000 hovel-dwellers from catacombs used by the early Christians
and shanty towns comparable to the worst infested African townships took over
prominent long-empty big-business property in the centre of town. When the
council persisted in doing nothing except threaten evictions, they publicly burnt
their huts to the ground, to force the authorities at least to provide water, electricity
etc. for a start, and to give them no legal case for evictions.

During the Iast week in October the postal workers and newspaper workers
came out. Together with the industrial workers, the tram and busmen, there were
a total of 3 million on strike. A national strike of railwaymen was called off when
the cabinet immediately conceded all their demands at a cost of £19 million.

All along the line, the bosses znd the government have been forced to yield
concessions. After massive demonstrations, a year’s rent-freeze was enacted. The
confidence of the workers has been rising. Strikes have been virtually 1009 solid
throughout Italy. The demands amount to a 35% wage increase, the right to meet-
ings and union activity during working hours, more holidays to give a working year
of 234 days. All the demands are completely justified in Italy’s booming economy
where profits have been mounting a¢ an unprecedented rate.

The Italian workers have suffered from the lowest wage-rate in the Common
Market. The cost of living shot up 60% since 1953, The economic “miracle”
floated over the heads of millions of workers . Now action is uniting them against
their enemies.

The strike-wave up to the end of October meant 249.7 million hours “lost”
(ocmpare this with the 32 million or so in Britain complained at in the Government’s
White Paper on Industrial Relations). These figures, in any case, do not include the
extra 160 million hours lost to the profiteers during the General Strike on 19th. Nov.!
The Rome newspaper “Il Tempo” said, “This is a record no people will take from
us, unless they have a revolution.

Action is seen to pay off. “The extremists have achieved huge resulfs...” wrote
thé. “Sunday Times” (23 Nov.) “...their pay-claims in industry have forced the ortho-
dox unions to bid up their own claims, and there has been a pace-setting round
of pay settlements at around 30%”. The November General Strike won an im-
mediate increase in housing funds. The police themselves, low-paid, and—many
of them—“immigrant” peasants from the starving South, are in turmoil. They are
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Italian workers challenge state-power

Italy' Blgest General Militant is worth

fighting for!

MILITANT was the only paper to
give full coverage and support to the
Derry Labour Party’s correct inter-
national stand on the events in North-
ern Ireland.

Our shop steward supporters on
Merseyside and in GEEC were able
to give up to the minute information
on the cynical moves of Weistock and
his sacking plans.

If this is to continue and MILIT-
ANT’s role is to be further developed,
the paper must expand. In October/-
November, magnificent donations of
£20 from Pau]l Orton (Nottingham
LP), £5 from an ETU member in
Hackney CLP, amongst others, were
received, for which we thank sup-
porters.

SEND YOUR DONATION NOW!!
to MILITANT,
197 Kings Cross Rd., London, W.C.1.

MILITANT PRESS FUND
ANNUAL DRAW

The Draw took place on 1 Nov-
ember 1969 at 197, Kings Cross
Road, London W.C.1. The results
were as follows:—

PRIZE

1. Luxury Portable Record Player
D. G. Malcolm, 11, Windmill Rd.,
Glasgow, S.3.

2. Tan Hide Document Case °

B. Costello, 444, Kenley Close,
Sheil Rd., Liverpool, 6.

3. Franz Mehring’s “Karl Marx”
Wally Dewsnii 14, Carmarthen
Str., Gloucester

4. Haig Scotch Whisky

C. Crackett, 217, Carter’s Mead,
Harlow, Essex

5. Leather Wallett

L. Gregory, 44, Pendle Rd.,
Manchester M34 1BB




“Green Berets” (Above). Their m

MASSACRES:
UNMASKED

The allegation that a US infantry
unit massacred 567 men, women and
children at “Pinkville” in Vietnam
is another addition to the bloody
history of Imperialism in its sup-
pression of the struggle of the
world’s workers and peasants for
liberation from the poverty and
corruption of landlordism and ca-

“pitalism. This incident should not

obscure the fact that it is only one
amongst many others perpetrated
in the name of “keeping Vietnam
safe for Democracy”’—the type of
democracy  which  characterises
American support to every type of
reactionary regime under the sun
from Latin America to the Middle
East. It has been a common pract-
ice in Vietnam to exterminate ‘‘sus-
pect” villages with shelfire. It is
even admitted that the National
Liberation Front enjoy the mass
support of the villagers, particul-
arly in the central region of Viet-
nam where the massacre occured.
There is even a computer used to
sort out which are the best villages
to exterminate and the amount of
bombs to be used. The High Com-
mand in Vietnam is reported to be
thinking in terms of using a com-
puter in _order to ‘“eliminate”’
33,000 individual Vietnamese civil-
ians who are determined—by the
computer—to be Vietcong sym-
pathisers! (Sunday Times 23/11/-
69) Yet another device which could
help mankind so much is cynically
used to bring about destruction.

As if to confirm the ruthless
cynicism with which the capitalist
system accepts war as a naturally
occurring event, George Brown
steps in and lets the cat out of the
bag again by saying that the Amer-
icans “should stop weeping and get
on with winning the war.” He also
stated that he doubted whether
Britains military history is entirely
free from the stains of atrocities.
He is dead right about the latter.
Back in the early 1950°s, British
Imperialism was offering bounties
for the heads of resistance fighters
in Malaya. The death pangs of the
same colonialism was marked by
the slaughted of Indian workers on
strikes and demonstrations.

The massacre has been passed
off by Brown as the inevitable con-
sequences of war. The excuse is
made that, after all, the American
soldier cannot distinguish between
an ordinary peasant (adult or
child!) and the N.L.F. This testi-
fies still further to the mass backe
ing for the N.L.F. But it also rais-
es the question why the American
soldier is put in such a position in
the first place. The vast majority
of the Vietnamese people do not
want American Imperialism in
Vietnam. . The wearing of black
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urder of an “oriental human-being” has led to the revelation of further

outrages.

armbands by G.A.s who are against
the war,—the refusal of some units
to fight and the tremendous de-
moralisation of American troops
generally—the 36 million people
who supported the first morator-
ium— all this shows that a large
section of the American people do
not want them there either.
Imperialism normally finds it
impossible to employ the ordinary
soldier in systematic terror against

‘a native population. For this task

they need special detachments
made up of S.S. scum elements. It
is a measure of the brutalising ef-
fect of this war that a small pro-
portion of Gls could sink to the

bestial level which made the “Pink- '

ville” massacre and the equally hor-
rendous Hill 192 possible. That
it is only a minority of thugs in
uniform is testified to by the sub-
sequent revelation of these incid-
ents by ordinary American sold-
iers who were horrified by what
they saw. They came forward in
some cases at the risk of a bullet
in the back from those implicated
in these massacres. The blame
must be pur clearly on the cause
of the war in the first place—the
deliberate attempts of Imperialism
to prevent the tide of revolution
from spreading any further.

The Labour Government still
give their support to the war in
Vietnam. Wilson, has expressed his
concern at the stories of the atro-
cities. After the shameful record
of the Government’s support of the
war, it would be naive, to say the
least, to think that they would suf-
fer much loss of sleep over it. The
whole significance of the incident
receiving such belated publicity at
the present time, is a reflection
both of the tremendous opposition
to the war in America itself and
the coming victory-of the Vietnam-
ese workers and peasants. The
Labour Government has refused to
make any attacks at all on the
capitalist system at home and
their attitude to the Vienam war
is an extension of this policy
abroad. By refusing to take on the
capitalist class they are forced, to
bow to its pressure and attack the
workers by means of its Incomes
Policy—the same logic forces them
to support the suppression of the
workers and peasants of Vietnam.
The left M.P.s confuse the issue
when they portray Browrn’s speech
as some form of moral lapse.
Brown simply recognised what
other more ‘moral’ supporters of
Imperialism do not want to re-
cognise—that in a savage, unpo-
pular and demoralising war of op-
pression, Such as this one,—Capit-
alism cannot avoid resorting to the
most dirty methods. It is inconsist-

IMPERIALISM

By DAVE GALLASHAN (Cardifi L.P.)

ent to condemn the methods with-
out condemning the aims, and the
whole system.

Imperialism’s most notable re-
presentatives can offer mankind no
release from this terror. If Imperi-
alism is not removed then, in the
cold sombre words of Robert Mc-
Namara, America’s ‘‘greatest” De-
fence Secretary:

“Man has lived now for more
than 20 years in what we have
come to call the atomic age.
Whar we sometimes overlook is
that every future age of man will
be an atomic age. If, then, man
is to have a future at all, it will
have to be a future overshadow-
ed with the permanent possibility
of thermo-nuclear  holocaust.”
Evening Standard 19/11/69.
Another excuse is the alleged

equally brutal approach of the forc-
es of the N.L.F. Of course there
has also been indiscriminate kil-
lings by some sections of the N.L.F.
Buy this has been caused by the
daily terror to which the mass of
the Vietnamese workers and peas-
ants are subjected. Napalm, anti-
personel bombs, bullets which ex-
plode on impact and blow holes a
foot wide in a man are just some
of the measures employed to defeat
the struggle of the peasants for the
land. 1s it any wonder that some-
times in blind fury the peasant has
reacted with the same methods as
his persecutors? But this should
not obscure who is responsible:
Imperialism and its support for the
suppression of the centuries-long
struggle of the peasants for the
land. At the same time it has to
be recognised that George Brown
and the Labour leaders are them-
selves in no position to condemn
the nationalist limitations of the
Vietnamese  Revolution, which
sometimes expresses itself in indi-
vidual terror. A real movement for
socialism in Britain and the ad-
vanced industrial countries would
link the struggles of the colonial
masses to a democratic socialist
network of states and look forward
to a Socialist Federation. And the
main reason why this has already
not come about is the refusal of
the workers’ political representat-
ives to give this lead in the ad-
vanced countries.

No amount of apologies will
cover up the bloodstained . history
of Imperialism. But we must real-
ise that war is not an incidental
misfortune of the human race; it
is a necessary part of the capitalist
system. No amount of pious phra-
ses should blur the fact that the
best help we can give to the work-
ers and peasants struggling against
Imperialism is to fight for a social-
ist change in Britain. :

DISCUSSION
ARTICLE
FROM A
‘SOCIALIST
CHARITIST’

HUGH ANDERSON

Last year's Labour Party mid-term
Manifesto was, after all the expect-
ations, pathetic. Perhaps that was all
one could expect from an N.E.C. do-
minated by ministers more interested
in vindicating the Government than
analysing the causes of their failures.
The various recent policy documents
are only a marginal - improvement.
With the exception of the timid, in-
adequate, but important proposals on
taxing wealth, the N.E.C. have opted
for platitudes rather than honest ex-
amination. Despite a few new ideas,
the documents are intellectually
bankrupt. They make no contribution
to the fundamental problem facing
the Labour Movement today: until
this central problem is faced and a
soltuion found, no amount of clever
reforms will be of much importance.

This central dilemma—stripped of
its inessentials—is how this country
can pursue a soclalist policy within
the context of an international
monetary system based on capitalism
and capitalist values. Rephrased, in
language more familiar to the Go-
vernment, the dilemma can be put as ,
how we can immediately pursue ex-
pansionist economic policy, and a ge-
nerous social policy, when we are—
to a large degree—in the control of
a capitalist class, who believe in de-
flation and cuts in public expenditure.
The last five years have shown the
impossibility of pursuing even revisi-
onist ideals, when permission for suc-
cessive policy options has had to be
sought from the I.M.F. Even the
most  hardened Gaitskellite must
doubt whether equality and social
justicel.can ever be achieved when the
ultimate control is with those who
don’t believe in them.

But this belated awareness of the
power of international capitalism to
prevent even compromised and timid
measures of social and economic re-
form comes at a difficult moment. In
the West, Tory economic policies—
twice defeated in general elections—
have been imposed on the victors by
the IM.F. At the same time, policies
of liberalisation and reforms, which
had clear mass backing, have been
cynically trampled on by Stalinist
military power in another Eastern
European country. It appears that
neo-imperialism is sufficiently en-
trenched in both West and East that
moves towards human socialism in
any country are to be prevented,
whatever the extent of popular sup-
port. The policies ol the USSR clearly
rule out any simple transfer of trade,
loyalty and alliance from NATO to
the Warsaw Pact. Developments in
Stalinist countries are no more en-
couraging than developments among
capitalist nations. There is no solution
there.

But, faced with this dilemma, the
attitued of the tradinional left seems
to be pitifully inadequate. Horrified
at once by the realisation of the power
of capitalism to make a Labour Go-
vernment betray its cautiously ex-
pansionist and reformist policies, and
by a further indication of the tyran-
ny at the heart of Stalinism, they have
sunk back into a defeatist pose.
Whenever anything happens they
“protest”, but the urgency of the di-
elmma demands something more.
There is some truth in Wilson's
charge that the left are frightened of
power: they would rather protest at
someone else’s use of it. The traditi-
onal recipe both for purity and in-
effectiveness has far too wide sup-
port.

So also does the anarchism into
which many younger socialists have
retreated. Regular protests at succes-
sive, predictable betrayals are no
worse than a general naive rejection
of “the system”. Marcuse’s latest ex-

CONTINUED ON PAGE 3
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ITALY
(CONTINUED FROM P. 1)

split into the hawks, who want to “have a go” at the 20 million, and those, who
are becoming increasingly drawn into the general revolt themselves. The near-riot
among the Milan police brought tear-gas attacks from one section of the force on
to another. One result will at least be a short sharp rise in police pay!

The leaders of the T.U.s have been shocked into activity. It is openly admitted
that none of them was seeking this strike-wave. They have been forced to head
it off for fear of being outflanked by the numerous left groups springing up through-
out industry. Even the car and metal workers are only 15% unionised. Instead
of going all out for a clear alternative programme on ‘socialist lines, they have pre-
ferred to spend the militancy in 24 hour stoppages, strikes in one area, successive
strikes in one industry on different days during the week, hour-long token stoppages.
But all these different upheavals are part of one tremendous movement to change
society, which is beginning to sweep throughout Europe and the World. Even the
massive gains made by the workers will be corroded away so long as capitalism
remains, Already top generals are preparing for a coup at some future date, when
the left wing parties will have demonstrated their inability either to “make capitalism
work”, or to create a planned socialist economy, which could provide the way out
from the present morass. . ;

Big business is furious with the Minister of Labour, Cattin, for appearing more
militant than even the “Communist” Union leaders, and thus goading them further
left. The secretary of the ruling party, the Christian Democrats, has resigned. The
dominant grouping within the party has split asunder. There seems no doubt that
the government will collapse for the second time during a matter of months. The
traditional ruling parties of big-business are unable to govern. As the Times
(24/10/69) puts it, the collapse of Christian Democracy throughout Europe ‘“presents
an awkward case” in Italy, “since there is mo alternative governing party apart from
the Communists.”

What a tremendous opportunity for socialists! Every section of the exploited
is ready to move as never before. Up to 20 millions have been out at a time—
in the biggest general strike in history! The ruling class is unable to govern! All
the bourgeois politicians can do is chase one another round in circles, trying to
find some form of coalition, which will keep the Communist Party out, knowing
as they do, that mew elections would only mean a massive growth of the left, as
they did earlier this year. All the leaders of the biggest Communist Party in the
West can do is half-heartedly beg to be let into a “progressive” “democratic” coalition,
te be led, as always, by the representatives of big business. But the big business
politicians will not be grateful. They will use the time gained for them by a
“popular Front” interjude to prepare for a massive onslaught on the workers and
the left, as happened time and time again in the pre-war period in Europe.

But already'the Marxist alternatives for the future are beginning to arise. Within
the Communist Party itself there is an official left wing opposition with its own
journal “Manifesto”. Left wing groupings are arising within the unions, for example:
“Potere Operario” (“Workers Power”). Out of the great events that are impending
a2 mass Marxist force can emerge, and the way to socialism can be cleared.

The excuse of the C.P. leaders for their lap-dog cringeing is that “nothing should
be done to provoke the extreme right”.

But the capitalists are understandably very loth to take onm the 20 million at
present. The more resolute the workers, the more they draw the rest of the ex-
ploited population behind them, the less able or willing are the bosses to attempt
to go on the offensive. As the “Sunday Times” put it: “The small group of leading
industrialists (in private as well as nationalised industry) who hold the key to power
in Italy are for the most part solid West European democrats. As one industrialist
said... ‘We Italians, after all, know what Fascism is, and we don’t like its”

They should certainly kmow what it is. They used it once before and they
would use it again as a last resort against revolution. But at present there is
absolutely no base for such a movement.

Although reaction attempted to crawl out from under the stones—100 thugs
in Milan beat up several Maoist students (and one plainclothes policeman attempting
to infiltrate them)—nevertheless the “small group of leading industrialists” would
be only too pleased to pass through their nightmare peacefully. They are preparing
to bank on “the new respectability of the Communists” (Sunday Times”, again)
whose leaders also seem to yearn for nothing better than a quiet life.

When the C.P. leaders argue that socialism cannot be won without the support
of the peasants and the lower middle class, they are correct. But an alliance with
the Christian Democrats etc. is an alliance with the worst enemies of these “inter-
mediate” layers. The now higher cost of Iabour will probably force the monopolies—
in their greed for profits—to squeeze out the small capitalists, farmers etc. still
further. The same processes ar taking place in France, and throughout the Capitalist
world. A real alliance with these sections of society could only be forged by sup-
porting their tremendous struggle, and giving it a clear direction. Socialism could
guarantee credit and aid to the small man as part of its national plan of production
for the needs of the population, and not for the profit of a few. An alliance of all
SOCIALIST parties, on a Marxist programme could carry through the massive
industrial upheavals to a clear political conclusion. Otherwise the basis for reaction
in the future is laid.

those of the many. The only possible

hortation to a campaign of “guerrilla
warfare” against bourgeois society
could not be better designed to pro-
voke a backlash. Personal alienation
is no excuse for deliberately alienat-
ing others from one's ideas and
values. Faced with the same dilemma,
anarchist solutions are, objectively,
counter-revolutionary and defeatist.
It was to answer this dilemma, yet
avoid the pitfalls, that the Socialist
Charter was founded. Left M.P.s,
perhaps aware of their own ineffect-
iveness, have sponsored what could
emerge as a mass movement to re-
store the Labour Party to Socialism.
It is based on the simple, yet essential
awareness that although Labour has
been in office for five years, the real
power in the country has remained—
unchecked—in the hands of the same
property owning class .If policies are
to change then power must be trans-
ferred from the hands of the few to

instrument for doing this is the
Labour Movement.

There are, despite the gloom im-
plicit in some earlier remarks, many
hopeful signs. The recent T.U.C.
Cenference demonstrated genuine ra-
dicalism in the place of a half-hearted
consensus view. The Left-wing leader-
ship in the T.&G.W.U., AEF., and
others, offer hope of the effective
control of the Labour Movement by
both Socialist policies and a militant
working class. The role for the
Charter is obvious: to fight for the
success of left-wing ideas and people
i, a Labour Movement in which
much is now possible. The Charter
has the broad backing and correct
analysis which are essential for this.
It now needs the support of anyone
sharing ‘its hopes and analysis.

(This is a discussion article. A reply
will be in the next issue.)

Monarchy: Weapon
of the Boss-Class

By PETER TAAFFE

Hot on the heels of the dustmen, fireman, and the miners, in November
the Monarchy also pitched in with a “wage claim”. Led by “finger out”
Phillip the working people have been treated to a sorry tale of woe as to
the parlous circumstances of the Queen and her family. Aided by the
press and television, it has been hinted that the “Duke” might have to cut
down on polo, which would mean that he would be idle for nine months
in a year instead of six. Worst of all has been the prospect of the Royals
by sheer penury being driven from Buckingham Castle to the modest
palaces of Balmoral or Sandringham. But in the welter of tear jerking
appeals and “reasoned” appeals by the capitalist press on behalf of the
monarchy enough has been revealed to demonstrate the blatant hypocricy
of this latest campaign.

The immediate cause of the latest “wage claim” hag been the Civil List
given by Parliament to the Royal parasites. This comes to £475,000 a year,
In addition £168,000 is yearly doled out to the Queen’s immediate
family. This has to be added to the expenditure borne by the State for
the seven palaces (how many homeless or working class kids denied university
places could be accommodated from this), the yearly £} million for the
Royal Yacht, £} million for the seven “Royal” aircraft etc. Added to this
ar the massive amounts laid out by the Ministty of Building and Public
Works to maintain the Royal estates. :

But what has been conspiciuously ignored by the popular press is the
extent of the Monarchy’s massive income. This arises from investments
made by Queen Victoria, which she was only able to make by means of
the free gifts of the State to her. Today this has resulted in the piling up
of a massive fortune for the “Royals”; it is estimated that the assets of the
Queen amounts to at least £60 million. This has allowed her to amass a
collection of 20,000 paintings, and a stamp collection worth £1 million.
After all everybody should have a hobby! Which brings us to the Duke’s
favourite sport, polo. It has been estimated that he could “save” £1,000
a year by cutting down on his polo! What a terrible mockery of the
miserable lot of the pensioner, and the sick—forced to scrape along on
a pittance! Perhaps this was why the Old Age Pensioners answered the
Duke’s appeal by sending him 70 packets of polo mints!

Many Labour MPs have quite correctly reacted by denouncing this
latest effrontery of the supporters of the Monarchy in the face of the poverty
and deprivation, which scars the lives of millions of pensioners and low
paid workers. But what has been lost in the furore is the whole social role
of the Monarchy in Britain today.

The capitalists have not maintained the trappings of the Monarchy
merely for decoration. Theirs is a comscious political policy. One of the
strategists of the capitalists in the nineteenth century WALTER BAGEHOT,
clearly set out their purpose in maintaining this feudal relic. In his book
on the ENGLISH CONSTITUTION he states... “The use of the Queen,
in a dignified capacity is incaiculable. Without her in England, the present
English Government would fail and pass away” p82. While in present
conditions this might be an exaggeration, nevertheless Bagehot’s attitude to
working class is secretly not very different from that of the capitalists today,
and his fears are also theirs... “We have in a great community like England
crowds of people scarcely more civilised than the majority of two thousand
years ago’. This in turn leads him to assert that one of the means of
keeping this ‘“‘crowd” (that is the working class) in check is the Monarchy.
A defferential attitude towards the monarchy is to be encouraged...
“A family on the throne is an interesting idea also. It brings down the
pride of sovereignity to the level of petty life. No feeling could seem more
childish than the enthusiasm of the English at the marriage of the Prince
of Wales... They treated as a great political event what, looked at as
a matter of pure business, was very small indeed... The women—one half
of the human race at least—care fifty times more for a marriage than a
ministry. A princely marriage is the brilliant edition of a wuniversal fact,
and, as such, it rivets mankind”. It is almost as if Bagehot were speaking
of the recent investiture of the Prince of Wales., which was designed for the
same purpose, and also to counter the growth of Welsh nationalism. But
the real purpose of the monarchy is underlined by Bagehot when he states
“ .. The nation is divided into parties, but the crown is of no party”. In
other words the idea that the Monarchy is above the class struggle is
deliberately encouraged in the minds of sections of politically backward
workers and the middle class. And for what purpose? ...“The king too
possesses a power, according to theory, for extreme use on a critical oc-
casion, but which he can in law use, on any occasion. He can dissolve; he
can say to his Minister, in fact, if not in words, ‘This Parliament sent you
here, but I will see if I cannot get another Parliament to send someone else
here’” (Our emphasis). Bagehot cynically underlines here the role, which
the capitalists have marked out for the Monarchy, and the House of Lords,—
an extra parliamentary weapon, to be used against the Labour Movement, in
the event of a crisis which threatens their power. Although Bagehot wrote
these lines over a 100 years ago, they are as applicable today as they were
then. The Government is still in theory “Her Majesty’s’, the Queen is privy
to Cabinet decisions and discussions, and she still in theory appoints and
dismisses Governments. Although this power is mainly latent, it can be
imagined how it can be used, and “constitutionally justified” by the “ex-
perts” if, for instance, a Labour Government were to propose the national-
isation of a profitable industry as opposed to those ruined sections, which
are normally taken over. As in 1926 they would declare war against the
Labour Movement, and one of their weapons will be the Monarchy and
the House of Lords.

Instead of tinkering with the Monarchy through “select committees™
etc. the Labour Leaders should be explaining its role, and campaigning for
its abolition. The re-inforcing of the Monarchy by the Labour leaders, is
preparing a trap for the Labour Movement in the future. The cries of
poverty by the Duke should be taken as a declaration of bankruptcy, and
the Royalty should be put out of the abject misery once and for all by
reducing them to ordinary citizens; This step combined with the expro-
priation of the capitalists is the way to answer their plans for dealing with
the Labour Movement in the future.

Read the Militant
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Low-paid
CONTINUED FROM PAGE 1

a Generation”). What clearer indict-
ment could there be against the capit-
alist system and against the Labour
leaders’ vain attempts to solve the
problem! Instead, with almost utter
dependenec on the interests of Big
Business, they have joined in the un-
holy chorus of these parasites in the
condemnation of the struggle of the
lower paid.

“PLANNED INCOMES”—OR
WAGE-FREEZE ?

From the victory of the Port Talbot
blast furnacemen to the present strug-
gle being waged by the teachers, the
blatant hypocrisy of the P.I.B. has
rapidly been exposed as no different
than the old Tory wage-freeze. The
319, went by the board (so to speak)
when the judges received the 25%
increase, doctors 309 and M.P.s 75%,
while nationalised industry chiefs are
granted a colossal £144 a week in-
crease. (Aubrey Jones, head of the
P.LB. takes home a cool £300 a week).
Yet the argument used by the Labour
leaders was that the P.LB. was
brought into existence to bring the
lower-paid nearer to the better-paid
sections. Nothing has shown to be
further from the truth.

While on the issue of equal pay,
already the opposition from the bos-
ses grows, despite the Government’s
promise under pressure that it will be
implemented by 1975, the C.B.L. has
already said that it would cost the
aconomy somewhere around £1,200
million, and that we can’t afford it,
etc. But these benevolent parasites
state that if women don’t mind work-
ing night shift and a three-shift syst-
em, or doing the manual labour of a
man, then there could be a case for
equal pay. They are not satisfied with
the tremendous exploitation of women
already. The social hardships and the
break-up of families that would occur
if these measures were introduced,
mean nothing to them in their mad
rush for greater profits. The demand
must be from the whole Labour Mo-
vement: “Equal Pay for work of equai
value, not 1975 but now!”

Barbara Castle, speaking to manag-
ers and T.U. officials on the problems
of the low-paid, said that the policy
had not been successful in persuading
better-paid workers to let the Govern.
ment give priority to the lower-paid”.
This attempt to rob Peter to pay Paul
will not and should not fool the work-
ers. The gains made by the more
organised and militant sections have
not been made at the expence of the
lower-paid, as the capitalist class and
Labour leaders imply, but by the win-
ning back of some of the surplus (pro-
fits) squeezed out of them by the bos-
ses. The actions of the car workers,
dockers, etc., have shown to the lower-
paid that only through action can any
real gains be made. They have learn-
ed well.

CHANGE SYSTEM

“Low wages could not be justified
on the argument that the company
would not survive,” “If it cannot pay
decent wages, it should not survive.”
These words of Jack Jonmes must be
taken up by the Labour Movement
with the demand that a real camp-
aign be waged. The T.&G.W.U. has
already gone on record, as have many
other umions, for a living minimum
wage. The £15 demand is out of date.
The demand should be for a £20 min-
imum, with a cost-of-living clause.
Equal Pay must be demanded now!
Mass pressure must be brought to
bear on the Government through th

T.U.C. and the Labour Movement,

that this is an emergency. If the
system can’t afford these measures,
then the system must be changed, and
a socialist society be put in its place,
where production could be planned
v:lltlh a fair distribution of wealth for

For National Teachers Strike

The revolt of the lower-paid has
now affected the teachers—Ilong a pil-
lar of “respectability”. From Novem-
ber 12th teachers, the length and
breadth of the country have been in-
volved in unparalleled militant action
as the result of the £50 offer from
the. Burnham Committee on the teach-
ers’ interim pay-claim of £135. In
Cornwall half the schools were closed
for a half-day strike; in inner London
10,000 teachers struck for a day. in
Liverpool 9,000 struck, and in Bir-
mingham teachers overwhelmingly
supported the half day stoppage.
20,000 students in training colleges
struck in support of the teachers and
many thousands turned out for the
teachers’ meeting at the Albert Hall
and the march to Speakers’ Corner—
and for many, this was their first
action.

This wave of industrial action has
been brought about by sheer revulsion
and desperation at the paltry £50 offer
while young teachers are taking home
£13 per week. In Lancashire teachers
were so disgusted they walked out
without waiting for the decision of
their local association. On the other
hand, the reaction of the NUT leader.
ship to the offer was a statement that
they would not prevent associations
from taking action if they so desired!
—a policy of no leadership at all!
However, even the pusillanimous de-
cision mot to prevent action was a
step forward for the executive (who,
following the July half day strike of
London teachers, had declared local
association action to be unconstituti-
onal)—a step forward taken in the
knowledge that mass unofficial action
would otherwise be inevitable.

Up and down the country teachers
are impatient for more determined
and conclusive action on the part of
their unions—and many non-union
teachers are turning to the unions at
this first sign of militancy. How will
the unions utilize the pent-up en-

thusiasm of their members? The NUT
executive, representing 240,000 out of
the 350,000 teachers in the country,
having taken the first steps so falter-
ingly, is keeping its plans for a fort-
night strike in selected schools from
1st December strictly to itself. Rank
and file members had to be content
with mere rumours of the impending
atcion. Now, despite the limitations,
giant strides forward have been made
towards the Labour Movement.

Worse still for the fina] success of
the teachers struggle for improved pay
and conditions is the NAS declared
intention of taking teachers out of
primary schools in working class
areas, to prevent mothers from work-
ing. Such a tactic plays into the hands
of the employers, who would warmly
welcome parents’ hostility to the
teachers. County Hall in London has
already attempted to provoke this, by
closing the School Meal Service dur-
ing the teachers’ day strike; although
the service is run completely inde-
pendently of the teachers and during
the holidays, headmasters were in-
structed to inform parents that there
were no meals owing to the teachers’
action!

It is true that teachers, unlike most
workers, can cause no direct econom-
ic harship to employers. And it is
precisely for this reason that the pro-
posed action of the NAS is to be sev-
erely deprecated. Teachers need to
gain the support of the parents and
all sections of the labour movement
in order to win their struggle. Leaf-
leting outside schools, in markets and
at stations has shown that mothers
and workers generally have the
greatest sympathy with the teachers’
cause. Many mothers work as lunch
time helpers or as teachers-aids for a
pittance, and know how difficult the
job is made by adverse conditions.
‘Hope you win’; ‘best of luck’; ‘you
have my full support’—are the most
frequent comments.

By ANDREW LEDER (N.U.T)

Teachers should show that in
their struggle for more pay the
cause of teacher and child are
one—that of a vastly improved
education system (the NUT is already
committed to take strike action in
September 1970 to reduce maximum
class size to 35).

Teachers should join forces with
the parents of the children they teach,
on the trades councils which defended
teachers jobs in the NAS action earli-
er in the year. In London trades
councils have already held public
meetings on behalf of teachers.

Though teachers wield an econom-
ic power, it is the ‘bad’ example to
older school students which the educ-
ation authorities really fear (in a
London girls’ school the sixth form
refused to scab on teachers when the
headmistress asked them to take clas-
ses to keep the school open). In a
social system where the 30 largest
private firms have a greater budget
at their disposal than the exchequer
of the country, the self-interest of the
bosses affects the teachers on low pay
with overcrowded classes as much as
the workers fighting redundancy and
atrocious housing. Teachers, their
students as future young workers, and
the mass of workers themselves, have
everything to gain in joint struggle.

Locally, teachers should press their
associations to send delegates to the
trades councils, and at national level
for affiliation to the TUC. On the
basis of such ties with the labour
movement, a really militant and de-
termined action should be planned at
national level, with “the sustentation
fund” converted into a strike fund.
The fusion of the teachers’ unions and
genuine leadership from the executive
pursuing a realistic increase in the
basic wage would fire the enthusiasm
of teachers and ensure success.

Derry School: |
All-lreland Y.S. grows

On the Saturday and Sunday 15
and 16 November, the Derry LPYS
held a weekend school attended by
70 comrades from all over Ireland.
Eamon McCann, well known member
of the Derry Labour Party and Peter
Taaffe, eidtor of “Militant” spoke on
the subject of Ireland, and Ted Grant,
also of “Militant”, spoke on the world
situation and developments in the
world Labour Movement over the
past 50 or so years,

The first speaker on Saturday after-
noon, Eamon McCann, dealt with Ire-
land as seen from the point of view
of the Irish Labour Movement. He
dealt with the economic reasons for
partition, in that the Northern capital-
ist class didn’t want to be cut off from
their markets on an international
scale by tariff barriers, while the
Southern capitalists wanted tariff
barriers ‘to give them protection in
order to develop their economy. He
then went on to trace the development
of capitalism, both North and South,
to show that partition was no longer
in the interests of either Northern or
Southern capitalists. He pointed out
that neither of the two were interest-
ed on completing what he called “the
Nationa] Revolution”, and that it was
up to the workers to organise them-
selves to fight for a United Irish
Workers Republic.

Peter Taaffe first of all congratul-
ated the Derry Labour Party and
Young Socialists for the non-sectarian
class stand they took during the re-
cent trouble in the city, and then went
on to deal with the role of British
imperialism in Ireland. He showed
how British imperialism had used
Ireland as a testing ground for all the
weapons and methods they had used
in getting and maintaining their enor-
mous empire. He showed that the
Irish movement was primarily a social

By PAUL JONES (Derry L.P.Y.S.)

movement, a movement for land etc.
He dealt with the political reasons for
partition, the fact that British Imperi-
alism considered that the national re-
volt would spill over into a social
revolt—as the tendency of the Civil
War demonstrated, when the small
farmers moved to take the land and
were put off again by Free State
troops—which would have affected
the Protestant workers in the North.
So they derailed it through partition.
He also pointed out that another con-
sideration of British Imperialism at
that time was, that an independent
Ireland would represent a threat to
1ts sea power.

He also took up those who dismis-
sed the Protestant workers as reaction.
ary, and he used the examples of
the 1907 Dockers and Carters Strike
in Belfast, the rise of the Independ-
ent Orange Order, and the Unemploy.
ed Strikes in Belfast during the 1930’s
to show that there was the real kernel
of the Labour Movement in Northern
Ireland, and to demonstrate what
could be done when a class program-
me was advocated and carried out in
action.

During the course of the discussion
the question of the N.LL.P. affiliating
to the British Labour Party was rais-
ed. Severa] speakers from the floor
spoke on the subject of International-
ism, and said that if there were reas-
ons for staying inside the N.L.L.P. now,
then these reasons would remain, and
it would be foolish to split off.

On the Sunday, Ted Grant dealt
with the international Labour Move-
ment—the First, Second, Third Inter-
nationals. He recounted how the
parties of the Second International
had supported their ‘own’ capitalists
during the First World War, instead
of the international proletariat. He
showed how the Russian Revolution

had ushered in a period of revolution
throughout Europe, and had led to
the Third International. And he de-
scribed how in country after country,
time after time, the parties of the
Third International had betrayed the
workers. Dealing with the events of
May 1968 in France, he showed how
they marked the beginning of a new
upsurge of revolution throughout the
world.

Concluding his speech, he said that
the task facing the comrades at the
school was not just one of learning a
few more facts and figures, but of
assimilating all the lessons of the in-
ternational Labour Movement so that
they ‘would be able to play a leading
role in events that would be bound to
shake the world in the next period.
_ In the afternoon there was a meet-
ing to discuss the future of the Young
Socialists in Ireland. In Strabane, a
town of 13,000, 170 young people had
attended the meeting to set up a
L.P.Y.S. There is going to be a con-
ference arranged in February for
Young Socialists and trade union
youth organisations to discuss the
future role of Young Socialists in
Ireland, and to form some sort of

national organisation for the whole
movement.
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