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Arthur Scargill made one good point this
week when he demanded that Wilson and
Healey should be removed from the leader-
ship of the Labour Party. Wilson, supported
by the Murrays and Joneses of the TUC, has
now set the working ciass and the |sbour
movement on the road to disaster.

Under cover of ‘economic catastrophe’
and ‘the danger of coalition’ they are under-
taking the greatest attacks on the working
class since the 1930s. They will reap the
whirlwind in the greatest Labour electoral
disaster since 1931. The most important
question facing the working class is how to
prevent Wilson, his policies, and his support-
ers from dragging down the rest of the lab-
our movement with him.

REAL DEBATE

It is on how to conduct this fight, and
what to replace Wilson with, that the real
debate in the left must take place in the
coming months. While some unions such
as ASTMS are putting resolutions to the
TUC Congress against the incomes policy
measures, they have not taken a position on
the struggle in the Labour Party. A few
Labour MPs will vote against the measures
but refuse to clearly take up the issue of
the Wilson leadership. Some place the
stress on putting up candidates against
Healey and the Wilsonites for the NEC of
the Labour Party — and certainly anyone
should vote for candidates in the Labour
Party who clearly oppose the current meas-
ures.

But it is not through TUC or Labour
Party resolutions that the decisive blows
against the Wilson leadership can be struck.
Wilson and the ruling class cannot be defeated
through bureaucratic manoeuvres,but only by
smashing their policies in the class struggle.
The decisive task is to show in the struggle of
the working class that there is an alternative
to that proposed by policiefsuch as the
Healey measures. The biggest blows against
Wilson and the capitalists have been achieved
not through resolutions but by the AUEW
strike against the NIRC, by the 25,000 who
took to the streets against the anti-abortion
Bill,and by the NUR strike threat.

MASS ACTION

In the coming weeks it will be through
mass action in support of workers in struggle
against the pay norms, through mass solidar-
ity with the Portuguese revolution, through
developing the struggle against the James
White Bill, through stepping up actions for
the withdrawal of troops from lreland, and
through occupations and struggles for the
right to work that the reply to Wilson will
be forged.

For Scargill and others to call for the re-
moval of Wilson is excellent — but a miners’
strike which smashed the pay norms would
weaken Wilson’s position a million times
more than even the finest speech. The deci-
sive task is to build mass struggle and mass
organisation in the rank and file of the labour
movement that can both clear out Wilson
and begin the real struggle for alternative
socialist policies.

As to what should replace Wilson, many
on the left will have different ideas. For
the IMG the only real alternative can be the
construction of a revolutionary party which
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will lead a workers’ revolution in Britain —
but this is itself something that will only be
achieved via a long struggle in the trade un-
ions and Labour Party. For many others it
will be a revitalised Labour Party — or a

Labour/Communist alliance. All these ques-

tions must be thrashed out and debated.
But they must not get in the way of the
absolutely vital united mass action which is
necessary to defeat Wilsons attacks and
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United mass action as on the Shrewsbury issue and in the abortion campaign show the way forward against Wilson's attacks,

to begin to forge a new leadership in the
labour movement. Today the first dividing
line in the construction of that leadership
lies in who is and who is not prepared to

UNITED ACTION

take all the steps necessary to defeat the
Healey measures and the rest of Wilson's
Tory policies. Whatever other differences

exist, united action — at every level from
mass demonstrations and strikes, to votes

in the Labour Party and trade unions — must
be forged between those committed to this
task.

MASS ACTION TO DEFEAT THE GOVERN-
MENT’S MEASURES!

THE LEFT MUST UNITE AGAINST WIL-
ON‘S TORY POLICIES!
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- 2 — incomes policy

There have been many names for
incomes policy since the end of the
Second World War. But the game re-
mains the same: wage-cutting.

Every Labour Government has applied
*wage restraint’. On each occasion it has
been accompanied by the same pious lies:

‘If wages continue to rise, jobs will be lost
and the social services cut back’ — so wages
were duly frozen, while unemployment in-
creased and social expenditure was cut in
any case.

Each time ‘common sacrifice’ has been
called for in the name of the so-called ‘nation-
al interest’. Control of dividends, prices and
profits has been promised in return for wage
restraint, and each time the living standards
of the working class have been the only sacri-

fice.
TRICKERY

In 1948-49 Sir Stafford Cripps sold his
wage freeze to the unions by using the ‘divid-
end-freeze’ trick. The bosses’ own union, the
Federation of British Industries, was asked to
produce a scheme for reducing their own
prices and profits where possible! What
Cripps didn’t point out was that even if the
bosses had complied, re-invested profit would
simply have meant larger capital gains for the
shareholders later on, whereas a frozen wage
rise is lost forever.

Healey is using the same trick today, claim-
ing that a dividend freeze will ‘balance’ the 10
per cent ceiling on workers’ wages. But the
Chairman of the Association of Unit Trust
Managers for one treats such a suggestion with
with contempt. He told the Daily Express
(4/7/75) that ‘the dividend restraint is purely
a cosmetic factor, drawn up to fool the public
and placate certain ignorant members of the
TUucC'.

And what about the more equitable distrib-
ution of wealth, the ‘socially just’ society that
incomes policy is meant to create? ‘Redistrib-
ution of wealth could go no further until new
wealth had been created — and in the mean-
time there must be a ceiling on the social ser-
vices’, déclared Cripps in his Budget speech in
April 1948,

LOW PAID HIT

At the same time the Minister of Labour,
encouraged by the TUC’s acceptance of the
wage freeze the previous month, instructed
wages councils and wages boards — mostly
centred on low paid sweated industries where
unionisation was weak — to accompany all
future awards with a memorandum to him
showing that the conditions laid down in the
White Paper on Wages and Personal Incomes
had been adhered to. So much for incomes
policy helping the low paid.

Living standards were consciously reduced.
The Economic Survey for 1948 stated that
supplies for home consumption would be
three to five per cent less than in 1947; food
supplies would go down; there would be less
meat, fat, fruit, vegeranles and potatoes, with
increases in cereals and (stightly) in eggs.

While retail prices rose by 10 per cent over
the year to September 1948, wage rates rose
by only six per cent. And profits? Cripps
stated in his mid-July report that “profits de-
clared this year have been considerably highér
than in the last twelve months’.

RIGHT-WING

Cripp’s Budget in 1949 was so right-wing
that tue Observer remarked that ‘some people
might even say he had taken over Conservative
policy’. The pegging of food subsidies led to
an immediate rise in the cost of living index of
~f almnact twr ner cent
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A premature attempt to take advantage of splits inside the working class was this cartoon in the Evening Stan-
dard during the power workers’ dispute under the Tories. On that occasion class solidarity by printworkers
stopped the presses. Now Jack Jones's divisive plan opens the way to similar witch-hunts.

Jack Jones - splitting
the workers’ movement

Jack Jones’s version of incomes
policy — a flat rate increase of

£6 for all workers — is a partic-
ularly divisive and vicious scheme.

The claim that it would defend
the low-paid if the higher paid
made sacrifices is a fraud. With
inflation running at an annual rate
of about 25 per cent a year, a £6
increase would only maintain the
living standards of a worker gros-
sing £28 a week, already £2 below
the TUC minimum wage, and £10
below the minimum wage Jack
Jones himself favours.

A worker on £30 a week gross
would require an increase in take
home pay to £33.95 to compen-
sate for 25 per cent inflation; a
£6 pound flate rate increase would
give a take home pay of £30.73
— a 9% per cent wage cut. How-
ever, as the average wage for man-

ual workers is around £45 a week
and for all workers around £55 a
week, Jones's plan means a signif-
icant drop in living standards s
for most sections of the working
class.

And Wilson has already made
it clear that the £6 figure is not
an entitlement but a maximum.
He told the House of Commons
on 11 July: ‘It is not a requirement
on employers who simply cannot
afford to pay it’. Those who ‘sim-
ply cannot afford it * will inevitably
be the low wage employers, not
least those in the public sector.

What makes the Jones plan
even more pernicious — even if it
is rejected by some unions as part
of a *voluntary’ package — is that
it does the bosses’ job for them:

it sets the low paid against the rel
atively better paid by suggesting
that the cause of the present mess
is not the anarchy of the capitalist
system but the small gains achieved
by years of struggle by the better
organised sections of the working
class.

As these latter are likely to be
the first to challenge wage-cuts,
Jones’s plan serves the function of
isolating them from the rest of
the working class, allowing the
employers, the Government and
the press to mount a tremendous
witch-hunt against them.

This will make it more difficult
to mobilise support for such strug-
gles — struggles like those of the
miners, which smashed two sets
of Tory pay laws to the benefit
of every worker.

prices and reduced the real value of wages and
social benefits — an even more savage attack
on wages was launched. The Government’s
policy of ‘no increase in wages unless there
is more production’ was replaced with ‘no in-
crease in wages even if there is an increase in
prices’. The TUC’s abject capitulation to
Government threats bore very hard on many
sections of the working population. The min-
ers, for example, had had no pay rise since
October 1947 while the cost of living had
risen 11 per cent.

It was not till May 1950, when in a single
week six union conferences rejected the wage
freeze policy, that resistance crystallised. BHit
before the TUC annual conference met the
Labour Government had used wartime Order
1305 to break strikes in the docks, at Smith
field meat market, and in the gas industry.

It was still another year before Aneurin
Bevan, followed by Harold Wilson (!) and
John Freeman, resigned from the cabinet.
Like Benn and Foot will do today, they sat

1 o CrAavrarnimant sirthich nrectded Aver a caripc

— the question of charges within the NHS —
after the working class had been thoroughly
confused and demoralised by their failure to
lead any sort of fight against the right wing
policies of the Government

Not surprisingly, Labour staggered to elec-
toral defeat in October 1951 after having won
a larger parliamentary majority in 1945 than
any previous single party government.

‘SEVERE RESTRAINT’

The Labour Government of 1964-70 intro-
duced a battery of incomes policy legislation.
Up to July 1966 the policy was ‘voluntary’ and
had little effect on the wage rates of a working
class which had successfully de‘featcd Tory
attempts in the early Sixties at wage restraint.
But the period from July 1966 to 1967 was
one of savage restraint. The total wage bill
rose by only two per cent between the second
quarter of 1966 and the second quarter of
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Stfford Cripps—post-war architect of wage restraint

After the period of ‘severe restraint’ ended
in June 1967 wage rates rose faster, often as a
result of productivity dealing which increased
work pace and work loads and had spread to
six million workers by 1969. But this did not
siop the Government’s incomes policy from
notching up a number of ‘successes’.

In January 1966 the Prices and Incomes
Board reported on a particularly badly paid
group of workers, the rail workers. Wages per
standard week (excluding overtime) were given
as follows: porter £10.90; leading luggage
room attendant £12.25; second-year guard
£12.95; qualified fireman £14.40; qualified

train driver £16.95. The report refused the
rail workers any increase.

This wasn’t the last that was heard of tne
PIB. In 1967 the Retail Drapcry Wages Coun-
cil intended to increase the minimum wage
paid to male assistants in drapery shops from
£11.15t0 £11.90. The Prices and Incomes
Board decided that that was too generous -
£11.75 was enough!

However, to give the PIB its due, it did use
the low pay exception when dealing with the
1967 claim of agricultural workers, who at
that time were earning £10.50 for a 44 hour
week. It gave them 3 per cent more — another
30p a week.

UNEMPLOYMENT

And what had been the effect on jobs of
these years of wage restraint — which the cap-

* italist politicians and press are again telling us

is essential if unemployment is not to soar?
Between the time Wilson’s freeze came in and
the winter of 1967, unemployment rose from
just under 300,000 to nearly 600,000 and it
has never been below that since.

The effects of incomes policy under this
Government, statutory or not, will be no dif-
ferent. Unemployment.is certain to go well
over the million mark, and the Labour Govern-
ment’s fake concern for the low paid has al-
ready been exposed by the Social Contract.
From the day it took office after the miners
smashed the Tories, it resolutely campaigned
against the extension past November 1974 of
threshold agreements — which had done some-
thing, however inadequate, to defend the liv-
ing standards of the low paid. A Government
acting in the interests of the working class
would have transformed the threshold system
into a genuine sliding scale of wages, giving
automatic 100 per cent protection against in-
flation to all workers’ incomes.

LESSONS

But then, as the.history of Labour Govern-
ments since the war has shown, incomes pol-
icies have never had anything to do with pro-
tecting workers’ incomes.
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The motion carried means all
things to all people. Although moy-
ed by Arthur Scargill, the motion
was seconded by the notorious Not-
tingham right-winger, Len Clarke.
Despite Scargill’s brave words den-
ouncing the capitalist crisis, Len
Clarke pointed out that ‘you don't
remove the word “demand™ and
put in the word “‘seek™ and mean
the same thing. We'll get the £100
when the country can afford it and
not before.’

SETBACK

The agreed paosition is definitely
a setback for the left in the NUM.

It is also a setback for the whole
working class - giving a much-need-
ed boost to the Government’s attem-
pts to get a voluntary incomes policy.

All this, however, did not stop
the Morning Star, the paper of the
Communist Party, from claiming
that the decision was a big victory.
‘Neither 10 per cent nor £6 has any
relevance — Miners vote to seek
£100 a week’ ran the headline the
next day.

The Communist Party, in fact,
played a thoroughly sordid role in
the whole affair. Instead of sponsor-
ing a motion totally rejecting the
Government’s wage-cutting plans,
supporting any group of workers
striking against it, and pledging to
continue the campaign for £100
in the fields, the Communist Party
had already decided to drop the
Yorkshire resolution the Thursday
might (3 July) before the conference
began.

For the next four days the Com-
munist-dominated South Wales, Scot-
land and Kent areas sat quiet while
the right-wing tried to produce a
compromise the CP had already
decided on. Eventually on Tuesday
8 July, at a lunchtime meeting of the
the NUM executive two hours before
the wages debate was due to begin,
CP member and NUM Vice-President
Mick McGahey urged Scargill to ac-

Scargill (second left) with Yorkshire delegation at UM Conference

COMMUNIST
PARTY
SABOTAGES
FIGHT IN NUM

A great opportunity to launch the figh
conference of the National Union of M
to accept a composite motion seeking pay rises to give face worker
and for the claim to be met by | November, and the demands for £85 for other underground
workers and £80 for surface workers, were withdrawn.
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cept the compromise.

‘Get the best compromise you
can. It is better to look responsible
than beaten’, was the message from
McGahey that Scargill read to the
Yorkshire delegation just before the
wages debate. Despite this the York-
shire delegation at first refused, for-
cing the South Wales, Scotland and
Kent delegations to come out into
the open and indicate they would
vote against the Yorkshire resolution
if it went ahead. The Yorkshire del-
egation met again — and Scargill em-
erged to propose the ‘compromise’,

IMPASSE

The Stalinists quite consciously
betrayed Scargill — and Scargill
knows it. But the explanation is
not to be found in the undoubted
personal hostility towards Scargill,
an ex-Party member whose meteoric
rise and popularity in the NUM ob-
viously threatens the CP’s plans to
install McGahey at the top of the
tree. Behind the CP's betrayval lies
the bankruptey of their politics in
the face of the present crisis.

Unable and unwilling to open up
a perspective of mass extra-parliament-
ary action going beyond the token
gestures supported by the Labour
left, the Communist Party is left in
a total political impasse when these
same ‘lefts’ refuse to lead any fight
against Wilson’s Tory policies. When
the CP leaders inside the NUM argued
that they thought there would be

! insufficient support outside the NUM

for a head-on clash with the Govern-
ment over £100, what they were ad-
mitting was that they had no effec-
tive strategy to mobilise class-wide
action against the Government,

This is not surprising. fn the
time since the Healey measures
were announced, the Communist
FParty has not put forward one sing-
le concrete proposal for organising

i)

t-back against Wilson’s wage-cut plans was lost at the annual
ineworkers last week. The conference voted unanimously

s £100 a week. But the dem-

1 ‘measures which the labour move-

ment should see were rushed rhrough

Parliament in place of the wage cuts

White Paper’ (Morning Star, 14 July
our emphasis).

WEAKNESS

If the NUM conference exposed
this bankruptcy, however, it alse
showed up the weak flank of Arthur
Scargill’s brand of militancy. The
burning need of the moment is for
the organisations of the labour move-
ment to develop their own plan to
deal with the cnsis, as a concrete
alternative to the class collaboration-
ist policies of the Labour Govern-
ment.

In the recent past Scargill him-
self argued for one of the aspects of
such a plan — an integrated energy
policy. But he did nothing at the
NUM Conference to spell out how
such a plan bore on other questions

such as wages and the organisation
of the coal and oil fields. In other
words he sees his plan not as a basis
for working class action to impose
a workers’ solution to the crisis,
but as a proposal to be referred to
the relevant ministry to consider. In
the meantime it’s *militant trade un-
ionism’ as before.

By relying on sectoral militancy
to defend miners’ living standards,
rather than setting political goals for
this militancy which benefit the
whole working class, Scargill allowed
the right wing to exploit Wilson’s
claim that the demand for £100
would wreck the Government’s anti-
inflation plan and undermine democ-
racy. Gormley’s slander that sec-
tions of the NUM leadership were
‘drunk with their own power’ could
have been completely smashed by
spelling out precisely how the miners
could use their industrial might fo
the benefit of every section of the
working class.

EXAMPLE

By developing an alternative plan,
by fighting for a series of class-wide
demands to defend the real value of
workers' incomes and the social
services against inflation, by cam-
paigning for industrial action in sup-
port of the low paid and those fight-
ing unemployment, the miners could
have an electrifying effect on the rest
of the workers’ movement — giving
it confidence to struggle against the
Government and their own bureau-
cratic misleaders.

In the months to come it will
be the ability to begin to impose
this sort of workers solution to the
crisis which will not only defeat the
manoeuvres of the right and the
Stalinists in the trade union bureauc-
racy, but will determine the ability of
the workine clace +h +oll hacl +ha

INJEOIGUS

HOW TO SMASH THE
CURRENCY SPECULATORS

In 1931, 1948, 1966 and again today Labour Governments have introduc;ed wage _cuts or freezes
in the name of ‘protecting the pound’ and ‘preserving foreign conf‘ldenc_e + In reality the basic
problems of the British economy do not lie in ‘runs on the pound’, but in the crisis of British
world capitalism as a total economic system. However, from thts_ fact it does not follow =
that socialists do not have to take very specific measures for dealing WEth the monetary crisis.
This is given a particular weight in Britain by the impr:;rtanc_e _oﬂfthe _Clt_y of [_,ondon as the fin-
ance capital centre of the world -- the one field in which British capitalism still operates on a
‘world historic’ scale.

trul‘{{h:;) fa?:ed with ‘the crisis of the pound’ there is no doubt tha,t many ‘in the labour movment
fall into confusion and blame the whole thing on *foreign bankers’. This is not mereh{ a Eenera]
cover up for chauvinist nationalism (we are being stabbed ln‘th(? back by foreign [ngnsh 7] fin-
anciers) but if concretely leads o inactivity and helplessness — if we are totally subject to con-
trol from overseas, then there is little that can be done about it. i

But the reality of the situation, particularly in the latest crisis, is very dlffel‘(ﬂ:lt to the general
picture painted by Wilson and Co. The real reasons for the attacks on the working class andhl.he
‘run on the pound’ have virtually nothing to do with foreign ‘capltallst operations. As even the
City of London’s own mouthpiece the Financial Times adm:ttpd, the pound in the latest crisis
was being sold not by foreign speculators, but ‘by big corporations, including UK corhpanies’.

As the Financial Times also admitted: ‘There are those in Whitehall who argue that alarm
about the pound is a necessary ingredient in negotiabing new wage guidelines.” The TUC an_d
the Labour Government, of course, promptly came up with the goods. They declared that it
was the only possible solution. In fact, far from there being no a_lternatlve to !:he Go_vern—
ment’s plan, the steps to smash the currency speculators and financiers are amazingly simple.
They can be boiled down to four:

I Suspend the foreign exchange markets and the stock exchange: In the face of a plqt of_
the kind that has been carried through recently, the short term way to smash the speculation is
simply to suspend the foreign exchange markets and the stock exchange, a.and to freezg all_ for-
eign money invested or banked in Britain. This step is in fact absolutely mml?le — having in the
past been carried out not only by British Governments but by hardly revolutionary regimes such
as that of General de Gaulle. By this one single move the Labour Government could have
smashed at one blow the ‘run on the pound’.

2 Requisition all British owned overseas assets: While suspension of the qlarkets and freez
ing of funds is an immediate step, it clearly cannot be a leng térm solution. Firstly, no socialist
government could hold some of the funds held — notably those of the ‘Third World’ countries.
Secondly, while there is no particular moral reason why the funds of the imperialist powers
should not be held onto indefinitely, it would in practice be a very stupid thing to do as it would
provoke immediate trade boycotts and other attacks. The task must be to pay off these sums
of money — although, of course, if other imperialist countries did threaten economic boycotts
the seizure of their funds would be a useful way to ‘dissuade’ them.

In paying off foreign debts, any socialist government has a remarkably simple solution. Brit-
ish capitalism has gigantic overseas assets. The so-called ‘portfolio’ investments alone — roughly
speaking, haldings in overseas stocks and shares — were worth £4,400 million at the end of last
year. In addition to that, there is a further £14,470 million pounds worth of direct overseas in-
vestments and £50,000 million of bank holdings. These figures absolutely dwarf figures such as
the £4,900 million official foreign sterling holdings or the £2,500 million private holdings.

Even in the unlikely event that all foreign firms and countries withdrew every single penny
which they had in Britain, the overseas assets of British capitalism could still pay off the lot.
The assets in “Third World’ countries should be returned for nothing to the workers of these
countries; and holdings in imperialist countries should be sold off to make it possible to pay
the foreign debts.

3 Total ban on British investment overseas: A ban on British investment overseas is often
put forward by those — in the Communist Party, for example — who want to denounce capitalists
for ‘lack of patriotism’ to the British imperialist state; or those — as for example with many on
the Labour left — who naively believe that if money is not invested abroad it will be invested in
Britain. Both of these views are nonsense, and this has led to many on the left being wary of rais-
ing the demand for a ban on investment overseas. In fact this would be an integral part of any
socialist policy. Not only is there no place in a Britain moving towards socialism for firms enga-
ging in exploitation of workers in other countries, but British foreign investment is in faet on such
a scale — around £1,200 million — that it is a very considerable element in ruining any hope of
coping with the world economy.

4 Open the finance books — workers’ control of the banks: There is not the slightest doubt

that the financiers of the City of London would attempt to wriggle round any government meas-
ures — just as their counterparts in Chile took hundreds of millions of pounds out of the country.
The only way to stop this js to open all the books of the banks and place the finance system
under workers’ control. It was this measure in Portugal which put a stop to the massive flood
of funds out of the country.

Of course there is no doubt that these measures would hit certain people very hard — to be
precise, it would put a whole series of financial interests completely out of business. The
resistance of these people would doubtless be very violent. But before we shed too many tears,
we should consider that the alternative to dealing with these few thousand people is precisely
the vicious attacks on the standard of living of fifty million which are now being carried out.
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WORKERS’ -
CONTROL
AND THE
PRESENT
(RISIS

in last week'’s Red Weekly, Steve Bodington of the institute for Workers Control stressed the
importance of workers’ control. He emphasised its importance in the fight against the anarchy
of capitalism and pointed out tne role it can play in working towards a socialist society.

But despite its non sectarian approach and its obviously genuine attempt to propound sociai-
ist solutions, his article suffers from an almost eternal timelessness and lack of concrete prop-

osals for action. Most of the arguments ne uses

nave been popular currency in ‘workers’ control’

circles for many years now. Even given that the article was written before the announcement
of the Healey measures, tnere is little suggestion that tne workers’ movement is facing the great-
est onslaugnt launched by the ruling class since the 1930s.

The Healey measures did not come out of
thin air. They were a response by the Labour
Government to the present crisis of British
capitalism. What comrade Bodington fails to
do is to put the struggle for workers’ control
in the context of that crisis and the major new
problems facing working elass militants. And
without doubt, a problem that these militants
have 1o confront is the tact that it 1s the Lab-
our Government that is leading the attack.

TURNING BLIND EYE

No mention is made of the fact that Benn
— who will be summing-up at the Institute
of Workers’ Control Conference this weekend
— was chopped a few weeks ago from the key
post of Minister for Industry, from where he
claimed to be working for the introduction of
comrade Bodington’s ‘people-power’. And
this same Benn now sits in a Government im-
posing the biggest wage cuts since Ramsay Mc-
Donald. We therefore have the spectacle of
this advocate of ‘people-power’ collaborating
in a Government that openly serves ‘capital
power’.

We are all for collaborating with Benn or
any member of the Labour leadership — but
on the simple condition that they are on the
right side of the barricades on the central
guestion of the hour. At the moment Benn is
on the wrong side, acquiescing in a violent
attack on the very militant workers who alone
can really wage the struggle for workers’ con-
trol. It is a disgrace that such a person should
make the final address to the Conference;
what the IWC shouid be demanding is that he
resigns from the Government to wage a struggle
against its policies or else is given no platform
at the Conference.

And incidentally, comrade Bodington is
very wrong if he believes that cuddling up to
Benn, no matter what he does, will enable the
IWC to ‘gain credibility’. On the contrary, by
associating itself with people launching vicious
attacks on the working class, all the IWC will
do is to ensure that sections of militant workers
turn away from it. The IWC should be going
out of its way to give a platform to every trade
union or Labour leader, no matter how con-
fused, who opposes these measures. It should
give no platform at all to anyone who doesn’t.
If and when Benn changes his line on this he
should be given a platform — but not until.

THEORY ONLY

Comrade Bodington is right to stress that
workers’ control is directly relevant.to the
problems and tasks facing the working class
in their fight against the capitalist crisis. But
he only makes the point — he doesn’t actually
demonstrate how this truth actually works out
in practice.

He makes the valid point that the working
class should look beyond its immediate con-
cerns and take up broader questions about
who holds power in society and how that can
be changed. But if you don’t first have clear
cut answers about what the working class
should do to meet the practical material prob-
lems that are hitting it over the head every
day, then all this talk of ‘power’ is meaningless.

Look at the TUC. Almost exactly two
years ago they published a report on ‘Industrial
Democracy’ which made quite sweeping prop-
osals for the whittling down of the authority
of shareholders and company managers in fav-
our of elected workers’ representatives. The

Brian Slocock ‘replies to
Steve Bodington’s arficle in

last week’s RED WEEKLY

¢...could focus the struggle to shift the balance
of power in Britain, and move the country in
the direction of socialist democracy.’

Two years have passed, and what has the
TUC done about this Report? Nothing except
sit on 1it. Aand now this same TUC, far from
moving ‘in the direction of socialist democ-
racy’, has negotiated a deal which will involve
a massive cut in the living standards of the
working class! This is why it is vital tnart the
IWC Conference must place right at the top of
its agenda the organisation of the fight against
Labour’s incomes policy.

Many of the economic demands of the IWC
and even of the Tribune MPs are widely accep-
ted in the working class. Obviously the IMG
has many criticisms of these policies and does
not consider that they are far-reaching enough.
However, it is not primarily at present on the
questions of simple economic policies that the
most central divisions on the left he

For example,the economic proposals put
forward by the Tribune Group do not go near-
ly far enough either in nationalisation or steps
to protect the working class from inflation
and unemployment. Nevertheless these meas-
ures, if put into practice, would mean a real
short term improvement in living standards —
particularly compared to Healey's cuts. Where
however, absolutely massive differences exist
is on how these can be fought for.

The ‘left’ MPs put their economic proposals
forward in a context outside of and separate
from the present struggles of the working class.
They offer their plans as an “answer’ without
seeing that it is only through using the strength

of the working class and thereby advancing the ECONOMIC SA BOTAGE

latter’s struggles that such policies can ever
hope to be implemented.

Whilst there is no doubt that centralised
action through a government is the best way
to call for these measures, they cannot be left
in cold storage until one day there is a ‘left’

T abhanr Caverntent able ta ot them into

IWC should not give Benn a platform while he sits in the Labour

Movement for workers’ control must be rooted in ‘mass organisation and struggle—as in Portugal today

wages, for example, is a demand that can and
should be fought for now. That can be achiev-
ed by mass industrial action — backed by the
Labour ‘left’ — and is not dependent on a
Parliamentary majority.

The winning of such a demand would not
only defend the working class against the rav-
ages of inflation, but it would give an enormous
boost to its confidence, develop an anti-cap-
italist consciousness amongst wide sections of
workers, and strengthen the workers” movement
in relation to the ruling class.

The fight for a sliding scale of wages, a
shorter working week with work-sharing and
no loss of pay; the nationalisation of all firms
threatening redundancies; reversal of the present
Budget cuts; the launching of a massive pro-
gramme of public works, financed by taxing
the rich and abolishing ‘defence’ spending;
and the nationalisation of the banks, insurance
and finance companies under workers’ control
— all this can only be achieved if the movement
is based on the strength and organisation of
the working class. And such organisation can-
not be simply conjured out of thin air. It has
to be built up both by central policies and
by linking these policies at every stage to the
living struggles of working people.

If we zo beyond the present stage of the
class struggle and consider the situation of a

, but

overnm
future © left wing’ government, this shows
equally clearly that any movement for workers’
control not clearly rooted in mass organisation
and struggle will get nowhere. Against a left
wing government attempting to implement
radical measures of economic reform, there

is not the slightest doubt that the ruling class
will employ massive measures of economic
sabotage. Chile and Portugal — as well as

what was done to block the nationalisation of
the Steel Industry in 1950-51 — are salutary
reminders of this. Only massive organisation at
at the base, an organisation developed fer
many years in advance, can break such sabotage

An attempt at political as well as economic
sabotage by the ruling class is also certain. It
would need massive organisation of the work-

has to be'linked to organisation moving in this
direction, and campaigned for-over many
years, otherwise it will end up in the Santiago
stadium and not in a socialist solution. By
leaving out this crucial political dimension,
comrade Bodington leaves the movement for
workers’ control up in the air.

BEGIN DISCUSSION

The issues which face this IWC Conference
are many. Under the best of circumstances,
it will gather only a small fraction of those
forces in the labour movement who are
prepared to fight Government policy. More-
over, the IWC itself has functioning local organ-
isations in only two or three areas, and even
they aré very weak. What the IWC Conference
can do is start the discussion on how to fight
Government policy and , even more important.
start the organisation of those torces prepared

" to lead a fightback.

If the IWC Confer®nce were to issue a clear
call for the organisation of national and local
united conferences and organisation of the
labour movement to discuss how to fight in-
comes policy and resist the attacks, if all the
delegates attending were pledged to build such
conferences, and if the apparatus of the IWC
were committed to campaign in the labour
movement for such conferences, a major step
forward in uniting and organising the left against
the Government would have been taken.

LINKS

There may be some who consider these
steps a “diversion’ from the IWC’s stated goal
of populdrlsmg workers’ control. But quite
the opposite is true. In order successfully
to win the mass of workers against the pol-
icies of the pro-capitalist forces within the
workers' movement, it is necessary not only
to have alternative policies on paper to those
of Wilson but to clearly link these at every
stage to the struggles of the working class.
Without this, all comrade Bodington’s fine
sentiments on workers’ control will simply
remain pipe treams.

ing class — the development of workers’ coun-
cils of the type which began to appear in Chile

and uwticrh are annearine toadav in Portuoal
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‘But much more important than what we do inside the House of Commons

Is the need for us and other people of like mind to mobilise the working

class movement outside. because that 1s where we will be the most eftective.’

°

INTERVIEW WITH JOAN MAYNARD

Over the last few weeks Red Weekly has interviewed a num-
ber of Labour MPs who have on paper declared their oppos-
ition to statutory incomes policies. This week we are pleased
to carry an interview with Joan Maynard, MP for Sheffield
Brightside, a member of the Labour Party national execu-
tive, and Vice-President of the Agriculturai Workers Union.

Joan Maynard makes suggestions on what can be done to
oppose Healey's measures. |f most of her proposals are put
into practice — by herself and the ather ‘left’ MPs — they
could find an echo inside the mass organisations of the
working class. But the key question is whether they will
really be fought for now that the crunch has come.

The first test of this comes with the vote in the House of
of Commons. Opposition to Healey and his proposals is

@ Will you vote against the Healey
proposals?

I shall either vote against or abstain. [ will

certainly not vote for an incomes policy.

® Should Foot and Benn stay in the
Government?

If it comes to a statutory incomes policy Foot
and Benn should resign. No left-winger should
stay in a Government that has a statutory in-

mes |

® Even if the penalties are not directed
at the workers, would you still oppose
it?

I would still oppose it. The end product would
be the same. Also I feel that doing it that way
is giving encouragement to the employers to

be strike-breakers. Also | see this as a move
towards a corporate state.

® What should be done to organise op-
position to the proposals outside Parl-
iament?

Two things. Firstly to try and get the organised
trade union and labour movement mobilised.
This involves getting as many public meetings
on joint trade union and Tribune platforms as
possible — not only to argue against the prop-
osals and build support against them, but also
to put forward alternative socialist policies.

In order to encourage the movement out-
side the House of Commons, MPs also have to
use their positions by opposing the proposals
and going into the dividion lobbies.

® What should the workers do?

They should make clear through their trade
unions that they are not prepared to accept
these proposals. They must make clear that
they are not prepared to have the crisis of the
capitalist system put on their backs.

I think we are reaching rock bottom when
Wilson makes an appeal to the miners to put
loyalty to the nation first. It makes me want
to vomit.

® How do you think the labour move-
ment should tackle the economic
crisis?

We should do a number of things. 1 think we

should immediately put a stop to capital leav-
ing the country, and put on selected import

companies, the rest of the land and some of
the profitable manufacturing industries.

®What do you think of threats to cut
social spending?

meaningless unless it is translated into action. |f Joan May-
nard goes into the Division Lobby against the Government
measures she will have put the stamp of reality on her op-
position. That action, and the action of other MPs from the
the Parliamentary ‘left’ who vote against these measures,
could act as a catalyst inside the organisations of the work-
ing class. We can therafore only judge her words on her
practice.

But that is only the heginning. Every group of workers
who go into struggle against the new ‘pay laws” will be sub-
jected to a barrage of hostile propaganda. They will find
ranged against them not only the media and the right-wing
Labour leaders, but also arguments from people like Michael

I think there are a number of us in the House
of Commons who will vote against the cuts if
we get the opportunity. We are particularly

® What actions would you like to see
to stop them?

Foot who will say ‘by your unconstitutional action you are
forcing a statutory incomes policy’. So it will not just be

a case of voting against the measures. It will also mean
actively solidarising with all workers defying the Govern-
ment and trying to smash the £6 maximum.

The vote in the House of Commons is the starting point.
It is on the picket lines that the issues will be decided. The
‘left” MPs must decide which side of the picket line they
stand —either with the employers and ‘the Labour Govern-
ment or with the working class. It is their actions and not
their words which will determine the credibility of the
Governments’s opponents in the eyes of the labour move-
ment.

chopped azound — it certainly wasn’t as good
as it was in the Labour Party election program-
me — but now it has been completely emas-
culated. In this situation we need to be mob-
ilising not only to stop the Government travel-
ling its present path — which I consider to be
an absolute disaster for the working people of
this country, because we’ve never had a Labour
Government that would stand up to the City
and this one has just capitulated — but to re-
verse its direction and get it back on the path
of the manifesto with which we fought the

last two elections.

® What is your attitude to Wilson re-
maining as leader of the Labour Party?

He is not the leader I would vote for. He has
never been a socialist. I would like to see the
leader of the Labour Party elected by the whole
movement.

I hope there is a flood of resolutions on this
matter at the next Conference of the Labour
Party. I believe the leaders of the Party must
be accountable to the Labour Party.

We also need to make MPs much more
accountable to the people they go there to
represent. I would like to see a situation where
every Labour MP had to face a selection con-
ference at every general election, along with
other prospective candidates. In other words
they would have to give an account of their
stewardship. In my experience of public life
I have found that if you can’t make represen-
tatives accountable you’re in a hopeless posi-
tion. They just do as they like and that is
what really goes on in that place in London —
they feel they are safe, established.

@ In that case, would you support the
moves against Prentice in his constit-
uency party, and the move by the
Yorkshire miners over the NUM-
sponsored MPs who voted for the

- Common Market?

I think that with the Prentice case it’s really.

a matter for the local Labour Party. If they
feel their MP is not satisfactory then they are
entitled to say that they will not sponsor him
or nominate him next time. I think thatisa
healthy sign in the labour movement.

I thmink the same thing applies to me. I'm a

sponsored MP, sponsored by my own union,
and I know I would not be an MP today if it

controls — if the EEC regulations allow these,
which is probably a bit doubtful. These mea-
sures are needed to protect our industry until
we are able to put in the necessary investment,
which has not been there for at least thirty
years.

In my opinion that means the Government
investing, because 1 don’t think private indus-
try is going to do it. They haven't done it for
thirty years, and I can’t see why we should

~

I'm very much opposed to cutting social spend-
ing. For one thing it will only make unemploy-
ment ‘worse. One of the ways you can control
investment at the moment is through social
spending, because local authorities are part of
the public sector. To cut back on it now
would be bad for employment and bad for
our social services, which need to be expanded.
We need to spend a lot of money on our

determined to vote against rent increases. But
much more important than what we do inside
the House of Commons is the need for us and
other people of like mind-to mobilise the work-
ing class movement outside, because that is
where we will be the most effective.

For example, on the Industry Bill the Gov-
ernment have now capitulated tompletely by
making it voluntary for companies to declare
their policies, programme, profits and what have
have vou. This makes the Bill absolutelv use-

were not for the support of my union over
many years. It is important for me to remem-
ber that all the time, because that place in Lon-
don is very insidious. It’s not our place, it’s
the other people’s place, and it would be easy
to forget the people you go there to represent.

It strikes me as extraordinary that sponsored
MPs don’t feel they have a duty to the people
who sponsor them — not only a duty to repre-
sent them in Parliament, but a duty to report
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15 per cent this year.

As for the one area where the Healey meas-
ures are supposed to have their effect — an in-
crease in exports — a policy based on an increase
in trade is a ridiculous strategy in a situation of
world depression, where every capitalist coun-
try is under the absurd delusion that it can ex-
port itself out of its depression. Healey’s meas-
ures in fact have the same dynamic as the wage
cuts of the 1930s — they will cut back demand
and add to the tendencies to slump and mass
unemployment. Healey’s plan must be reject-
ed along with every other form of wage restraint
under capitalism.

Instead of acceptance of wage cuts — and in
addition to the measures on currency discussed
on page three — what is required is a
clear econonic strategy which links the most
immediate economic measures to the socialist
goal of full nationalisation and planning of the

economy. There are at least seven vital steps
for this:

|. Wage increases

An immediate increase in wages pensions
and unemployment pay: Far from imposing
wage cuts, what is needed at present is to in-
crease the demand for goods through pumping
money into the pockets of the working class.
This can be done through tax cuts — or much
better through wage rises. imposition of equal
pay, and a national minimum income level for
wages, pensions and unemployment pay. This
will step up the demand for goods throughout
the economy and be a first step in pulling out
of the slump.

2. Public works

An emergency programme of public
works: While wage increases are one step in

! incraacing damand thev are nat 1in themeelvec

The world and the British economy are at present in their worst economic slump
since the 1930s. While this is rooted in a crisis of capitalist profits and exploitation
nevertheless its most direct expression, flowing directly from the crisis of profitab-
ility, is as a collapse of markets and a crisis of investment. The Healey measures
will actually make the situation on these fronts worse. By cutting wages Healey
decreases the market for consumer goods, through cutting public expenditure he
decreases markets in the social sector, and he will produce no significant increase

in demand for investment goods in a situation where investment is likely to fall by

investment — and will not produce all the social-
ly desired results. The next step is to reverse all
the social expenditure cuts and begin a massive
programme of public works in health, education
housing, etc. The resolution passed by this
year’s ASTMS conference demanding a £1,000
million injection of state funds into the health
service can be the first step in this.

3. Sliding scale

Sliding scale of wages and social expen-
diture: A substantial increase in wages and in
public expenditure will bring about an immedi-
ate rise in working class living standards. This
is not only desirable in itself, but is absolutely
necessary to create the working class enthus-
iasm and drive needed to break through all the
obstacles the capitalists will put in the way of
socialist measures.

This increased living standard will be easily
maintained and improved as the increase in in-
vestment described below works itself through
the economy. Furthermore, while getting con-
trol of this investment should ensure that in-
flation is kept down — and indeed a planned
economy is the vital step to smashing inflation
— nevertheless there is some short term possib-
ility of price rises until the basic economic
measures begin to have their full effect. It is
vital, both economically and politically, that
the working class and its allies have their living

-standards protected against any inflation

generated in this period.

Economically this is crucial so that inflation
does not erode the purchasing power of work-
ing people, and therefore wipe out the ‘refla-
tionary’ effect of the wage increases. Politic-
ally it is vital so that the workers do not see
their living standards falling, and thus lose
their enthusiasm for these policies. A failure
to protect wages against inflation was one of
the fatal weaknesses which beset the Allende
Cavarnment in Chila

protect living standaras is a shding scale ot
wages and public expenditure, i.e. automatic
increases to offset any increase in prices. This
demand is absolutely central for any socialist
economic plan.

4. Price reductions

Reduction of prices of essential commod-
ities and releuse of resources for investments
through radical taxation of the rich and cuts in
defence expenditure: While the protection of
working class incomes against inflation is a vit-
al part of any economic strategy for the present
crisis, it is also clear that every attempt must
be made to keep prices down — particularly
on essential commodities. A combination of
price freezes and subsidies is the way to achieve
this. In order to prevent the subsidies from hav-
ing inflationary effects in other sectors of the
economy, they must be financed through rad-
ical taxation of the rich and slashing of defence
eapenditure.

The resources which could be released through
these twn measures are gigantic. For example,
the Cambridge Political Economy Group has
calculated that without any extra taxation on
incomes below £75 a week, and with actual
increases in pensions and pay for workers doing
onerous or dangerous jobs, around £1,400 mil-
lion could be generated. More radical measures
on fewer people could also have great effect —
for example, eliminating the income merely
of the richest 9,000 would release more resour-
ces than are at present spent by all local auth-
orities on personal social services such as old
people’s, child and handicapped persons’ wel-
fare. We would propose as the best means the
adoption of the TUC target of penal taxation
on all incomes over £10.000.

DEFENCE CUTS

Equally as vital as taxation on the rich are
the cuts in defence expenditure. This is polit-
ically necessary — a first aim of any socialist
government must be to create the conditions
to weaken and disband the counter-revolution-
ary standing army — while economically it
would release huge resources. A real socialist
plan would have no trouble in doubling or treb-
ling the £1,000 million cuts in defence proposed
by the Tribune group.

The resources released through defence cuts

and taxation of the rich would also provide part
~F tha racalirese FOT 9 maccive increase in invest-
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5. Work-sharing

Work-sharing with no loss of pay —
nationalisation of all firms creating redun-
dancy: While higher wages and a programme
of public works will increase demand and beg
to cut back the slump, they will take some
time to work through the economy. Until thi
occurs, employment must be protected. This
means a shortening of the working week —
work-sharing - and the taking into public ov
ership of any firm which declares bankruptcy
or redundancies.

This will require immediate nationalisatior

of a number of industries already severely hit
— for example construction and cars. The fin
ance to run these industries will be generated
through the taxation increases, through the ex
pansion of the economy, and by the cuts in
defence expenditure.

Work-sharing must obviously be with no Ic
of pay, both because lhe working class shoulc
not pay the price of the capitalist crisis, and
so that no cuts in demand are made in the ec:
onomy.

6. State monopoly

Dkado svrmmianlar- et T oris ottt



the labour movement for selective import con-
trols. These are both economically wrong —
they would not achieve the desired results

and in many cases they are politically reaction-
ary — suggesting that we support the sacking
of German or Pakistani workers if it will save
British jobs.

But there is no doubt that an integral part
of any programme for meeting the slump must
mclude control of foreign trade. This is both
because in the early period of economic revival
inflation could be produced — which would
suck goods into the economy and lead to a
rapid deterioration in the payments situation
— and because radical working class measures
to deal with the crisis could lead to huge man-

oeuvres by British and foreign companies on
trade and finance.

The answer to the problem of trade and
payments is a state monopoly of foreign trade.
This is both easily enforceable — not merely
are the docks and airports easily dealt with,
but a mere 100 firms account for 50 per cent
of all exports - and it would also ensure the
control necessary to carry through domestic
economic policies.

7. Workers’ control

Workers contirol of industry, and work-
ers control of state direction of investment:

]8 by Alan Jnes

creases and a massive programme of public
works — protected by a sliding scale, a state
monopoly of foreign tride to prevent domestic
policies from being destroyed by a payments
crisis, and work-sharing, and nationalisation of
firms creating redundancy — can both protect the
working class and provide an immediate stim-
ulus to the economy. But it is quite clear that
these can only be short term measures. Indeéd
if they are not followed by radical measures
to solve the crisis of lack of investment — and it
it is only by overcoming this that a long term
expansion in production can take place — they
will create gigantic and uncontrollable inflation
which will be followed by mass unemployment.
The measure most widely supported within
the labour movement for overcoming the in-
vestment crisis — proposed for example both
in the original plans for the National Enter-
prise Board and in the Tribune group statement
on the economy — is that of planning agree-
ments. The basic aim of this strategy, to en-
sure that investment begins to be controlled
not by profit but by social and productive
priorities, is perfectly sound. The targets
put forward, a doubling of investment in man-
ufacturing industry, are perfectly realisable
in terms of resources. However the present
proposals put forward in the labour movement
suffer from three fatal weaknesses.

NATIONALISATION

Firstly, they do not spell out clearly that
real control can only finally be achieved through
the nationalisation of the decisive sectors of
industry - of the 250-300 firms which domin-
ate the British economy.

Secondly, the plans are not drawn up under
the control of workers’ representatives but by
bureaucratic machines in Whitehall. Workers’
control of individual factories is excellent, but
it comes to nothing if it is not linked to work-
ers’ control of the central economic decisions.

Thirdly, the present plans are simply not
enforceable by the means which are proposed,
and will simply be flouted by the capitalists.

In order to overcome these fatal weaknesses,
and move towards read economic planning,
at least the following steps are vital:

fa) Establishment of a central planing organ-
isation of the trade unions and labour move-
ment: One of the best demands of the recent
Tribune statement on the economy was that
calling for labour movement representation
in planning. But this must be extended to
full control of the planning process by represen-

(b) Nationalisation of the banks and finance
system: The banks are a vital linchpin of any
economy, In the present state of economic
crisis in Britatin their role becomes even more
important. Taking their direct role in company
finance alone, in 19771 out of total funds for in-
dustry of £6.41 billion only £732 million were
drawn from bank borrowing. By 1973, how-
ever, bank borrowing represented £4.5 billion
out of total funds of £13.98 billion, i.e. be-
tween 1971 and 1973 bank borrowing as a per-
centage of funds went up from 12 per cent to
32 per cent. With Britain rapidly moving to-
wards the European model of company fin-
ance — where the banks provide up to 70 per
cent of funds — the nationalisation of the bank-
ing system is even more vital in any move to
take over control of industry.

FINANCE SYSTEM

As for the rest of the finance system, again
even its direct role in industry is immense. For
ecample, nearly one half of shares in Britain
are held by insurance companies, pension funds
and other financial institutions. Securing con-
trol of the finance system through its nation-
alisation is a number one priority for any econ-
omic plan.

{c) Open the books and place industry un-
der workers’ control: Within the labour move-
ment workers’ control is far too often treated
as some sort of ‘optional extra’ which can be
added on as a ‘luxury’ after nationalisation
and fhe establishment of a planned econ-
omy. The reality, however, is that there is no
possibility of extensive nationalisation or plan-
ning without first securing workers’ control.

SABOTAGE

The reason for this is very simply: every
historical example of a left-wing government
— whether Chile under Allende or Portugal
today — shows that radical socialist measures
in the economy met with economic sabotage
by the capitalists. Even sucl a compalauvely
small measure as nationalisation of the steel
industry in 1950-51 was met with capitalist
sabotage in Britain. Certainly any attempt
today to carry out any form economic plan-
ning or radical measures of nationalisation will
be met with formidable resistance. The decis-
ive steps to smash this are the opening of the
books and workers” control of industry, No
attempt at planning without this wil! have even
the remotest chance of success.

ic industry: The public ownership of a mere
250-300 companies would provide effective
control of the economy.

STRUGGLE DECIDES

The proposals which we have put forward
are, of course, in themselves only a means to an
end — a step towards the full nationalisation
and planning of the economy. The resources
which would be created by this would com-
pletely dwarf even anything pul f orwar_d here.
But the proposals we have made are indispen-
sable steps towards this goal.

One final point must be made however —
and it is really the most important question of
all. No economic policy is worth anything at
all unless it is completely linked to and based
on a mass movement of struggle by the work-
ing class. Only such a link can drive forward the
relation of class forces which makes possible the
implementation of a socialist economic policy,
only mass struggle and organisation by the
working class can smash the economic sabotage
the capitalists will carry out against such a pol-
icy, and only the might of the working class
can smash the state resistence with which, as in
Chile, the ruling class will threaten the labour
movement.

NO SUBSTITUTE

Many of the proposals we have put forward
— for example the sliding scale of wages,
smashing of the Healey wage cuts, nationalisa-
tion of firms creating redundancy — can and must
must be fought for as aims in the present trade
union struggles; while others require the con-
stitution of a government acting in the inter-
ests of the working class. But all must be fought
for in the understanding that to put forward a
generalised economic policy is not a substitute
for the struggle here and now, but is an indis-
pensable means of strengthening and giving
direction to the day-to-day struggles.

It will be the ability to connect the general
line of advance to the massive struggles of the
working class which will take place against the
capitalist crisis and the Healey measures that
will be the vital test for socialists in the com-
ing months. A struggle withqut a general pol-
icy will soon exhaust itself, but equally a plan
not rooted at every stage in the struggle of the
working class, and not put forward while part-
icipating in and supporting every struggle of that
that class; is not worth the paper it is written
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'CHILE:

The parties
of Popular

Unity

Economic crisis, the misery of a people
paying a larger price than ever for the coup
of 11 September 1973, repression, the man-
weuvres of a bourgeois opposition which is
coming together in the Christian Democrats

. . . . Ine left doesn’t seem to figure much in
the outline of the Chilean situation we have
described in the previous two articles (see Red
Weekly, 3 and 10 July).

In fact, despite the numerous declarations
made abroad by ‘leaders’ or ‘representatives’
of the parties which made up Popular Unity,
there is unfortunately little doubt that with
the exception of the Communist Party these
parties are too weak'and are too divided to
play any role in the present context.

The Christian Left (IC), the Radical Party
{FR), and the two sections of the MAPU all find
ihemselves in more or less the same situation,
with isolated militants who still describe them-
selves as members in individual discussions or
ciandestine meetings. Though plans to re-
Organise are sketched out through fleeting con-
facts, often lost through the repression, they
Bave yet to produce any very concrete results.

The situation is somewhat different with
the Socialist Party, although not qualitatively
s0. Firstly, those who regard themselves as
members are clearly more numerous than in
the IC, MAPU or PR. That of course only
seflects the situation in Popular Unity before
ihe coup, where the Socialist Party was a mass
party able to mobilise infinitely greater forces
than these other groups.

Sectarian

Today, however, its situation also reflects
0 a sharper and even sectarian form the incred-
ible variety of political positions which found
# home in the SP before the coup. The most
advanced form of centralisation adopted by a
section of SP militants inside the country is
# ‘co-ordinating committee’ of several regional
seaderships — but a co-ordinating committee
which lacks any common political perspective.

Things are very different in the Communist
Party, although it is very much weakened -and
i forces are much reduced in comparison
wilh two years ago. Despite the death or dis-

Workers’ vic

w Peron with her personal adviser Lopez Reqa

Part Three of an eye-witness
account of the situation in Chile
by JEAN-PIERRE BEAUVAIS

appearance of many of its middle cadre, 1t has
been able to re-establish a functioning hational
structure — as seen in its monthly*publication,
which although duplicated and not very \n{idely
iistributed is the best source of information
on the concrete situation of the working class
in a whole number of factories throughout the
country. Furthermore, despite its weaknesses,
its influence and its audience remain large
thanks to the daily broadcasts of Radio Mos-
cow — the station with the most listeners in
Chile, and the means by which the exiled lead-
ers of the CP are regularly heard.

What lessons have these organisations drawn
from the historic events in which they have
been both the protagonists and the victims?
None, basically.

Opportunist

Apart from their respective organisational
situations, this is their real weakness. While
the task of the hour for the Chilean workers’
organisations can only be the recomposition
and restructuring of the workers’ movement
on the basis of the three years of experience
gained under Popular Unity, together with a
radical balance-sheet of the defeat which re-
sulted from it, the remnants of the SP are
simply tearing themselves further apart with
confused debates which often degenerate into
conflicts of personality or authority.

The representatives of the ‘co-ordinating
committee’ of the SP inside the country are
adherents of the ‘left’ faction. They are crit-
ical of the General Secretary, Altamirano, con-
sidering that his actions in exile have been
opportunist. But that’s nothing very much.
They still see concessions and tactical alliances
as necessary to maintain the unity of the party,
and they do not question its global strategy
over the last years in the framework of Pop-
ular Unity.

According to these comrades. it was neces-
sary 1n 1973 to go turther and make fewer
concessions. The self-organisation of the work-
ers, their massive arming . . . . they agree, but
without any conviction. ‘The problem was
elsewhere’, according to them. ‘It was in the
reformisf orientation of the CP and the weight
of this party in the working class.’

The success of last week’s general
strike in Argentina is a great victory
for the working class movement.
The upsurge began with a spate
of wild-cat strikes at the beginning
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The Communist Party, for its part. applies
its line with perfect consistency — almost as if
nothing at all had happened. Its approach is
to regroup all anti-fascists regardless of the
price. Hence its hardly concealed support for
the Christian Democrats, and the instructions
given to its militants in various places to give
concrete support to the Christian Democrats’
®fforts to reorganise in the workers’ movement.

More than ever, the leadership of the Com-
munist Party blames the overthrow of Popular
Unity on ultra-left actions both outside Pop-
ular Unity (the MIR) and inside it (a large sec-
tion of the Socialist Party).

In shifting the blame onto others in this way,
the Communist Party and the ‘left’ sections of
the Socialist Party continue to play an old
game which has its uses for both of them. To
say that the one was too reformist, while the
other was too ‘impatient’, avoids the basic
question of the strategy of Popular Unity, of
the peaceful and gradual transition to socialism.

Blind alley

To hear the representatives of these parties
speak is like being in another world. The
defeat, the tears and the blood shed since 11
September 1973 by the Chilean workers, the
repression which they must daily face — all
this hasn’t opéned their eyes. More concerned
to justify themselves to those who follow them,

establishing itself in control with the
blessing of Lorenzo Miguel and other
leaders of the Peronist CGT union
bureaucracy. Then it would carry
out its own version of what it cynic-

and to satisfy their own consciences, rather
than to draw the lessons of a reality which
they have helped to shape and whose victims
they have now become, they continue along
the same roaa, down the same blind alley.

In such a situation the responsibilities and
tasks facing revolutionary militants are even
greater. Not because they can in the short or
medium term become an alternative to the
power of the junta, but because on their role
will depend — in the longterm. unfortunately
— the possibility of victorious struggles by the
Chilean workers.

Repression

This is well understood by the leaders of
the junta. It is against the revolutionaries, and
above:all against the MIR, that the repression
has been concentrated, not without serious
consequences. The losses of militants and
political cadres, including many of the best,
have been considerable; to a large extent the
organisation works to ensure its own contin-
uation and survival, which thus reduces its
ability to intervene.

All these factors mean that in present con-
ditions it is particularly difficult to work out
the precise orientation necessary for an effective
political intervention to recompose the work-
ers’ movement.,

Next week: The MIR

ory in Argentina

of the aims of the general strike.
President Peron also suffered a
severe setback in the parliamentary
arena, when her own party went
against her and elected Italo Luder

most important upsurge since the
urban insurrectibns in Cordoba in
1969-71.

Villa Constitucion, like La Plata and
and several other provincial centres,

of this nionth, when President Peron
refused to ratify the national wage
settlements and set herself firmly
against any rises over 50 per cent.

4 The CGT (equivalent of the TUC)
| was forced to call a general strike for

7-8 July,

They promptly called this off ten
hours before it was due to end when
tie President promised to allow in-
creases of 100-150 per cent to cover
the effects of the roaring inflation.
However, when the President seemed
to have second thoughts about her
surrender, a new movement of wild-
cat strikes spread out over the coun-
try on the 9-10 July. These forced
‘La Presidente’ to ratify the wage
agreements immediately, and disnuss
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as the new Senate leader — who would
succeed her if she resigned — rather
than Raul Lastiri, son-in-law of Lopez
Rega, who previously was next in line.
Deputies from:her own party were
also going ahead to impeach Lopez
Rega for ‘common crimes’ — namely
the fostering of the Argentine Anti-
Communist Alliance (AAA), the
notorious police death squad respon-
sible for hundreds of murders of work-
ers and intellectuals.

The armed forces have quite sig-
nificantly been one of the forces pres-
sing Isabel Peron to surrender because,
they say, the austerity programme
which she was trying to unload on
the working class was *playing into
the hands of the guerrillas’. What the
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ally calls ‘an acceptable emergency
economic programme’. At the same
time it will institutionalise the present
more freelance repression of the work-
ers’ movement so as to more effective-
ly ‘neutralise’ it.

The background to this serious
social crisis is an economic situation
which is worsening as the international
recession gets a grip on the Argentine
economy. The working class is being
hit hard, with the austerity programme
that sparked off the present crisis
having doubled (or tripled) the prices
of basic commodities, food and trans-
port. Now, after the important strike
by the steel workers of Villa Constit-
ucion lasc August, and their courageous
response to repression earlier this year,

again saw severe confrontations with
the police, and the second wave of
wild-cat strikes saw important guer-
rilla actions — especially in Cordoba,
traditional centre of working class
militancy.

The crisis of the Peronist move-
ment, and the slipping grip of the
trade union bureaucracy over the
workers’ movement (especially out-
side the capital of Buenos Aires) opens
up a huge potential for revolutionary
politics. -In the context of more and
more serious confrontations we must
also prepare to launch a solidarity
campaign for the thousands of politic-
al prisoners rotting in Senora Peron’s
jails.

i ;
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B Could you describe the background
to your visit to Belfast?

Gerry McMorrow: This was a supposedly fact-
finding tour organised by the Greater London
Association of Trades Councils. We were elec-
ted by our particular Trades Councils to take
part in this tour.

Beforehand there was a meeting at which
the schedule was described by the delegation’s
secretary, Jack Dromey. It was suggested then
that it was a very narrow one, and we proposed
that the delegation should meet a wider cross-
section of the community. But we were told
that the schedule had all been prepared in Bel-
fast and couldn’t be diverged from.

Yet two days after that meeting we received
letters from Jack Dromey saying that the trip
had been postponed for almost a month because
no arrangements had been made in Belfast.
Rosemary Sales: When we finally arrived in
Belfast itself on the Thursday night (3 July),
we found that four things that hadn’t been
mentioned in the original report on 7 June
were actually included: these were a visit to
Harland & Wolff, a visit to a Government Train-
ing Centre, and visits to two Official Republic-
an Clubs.

Two of these — Harland & Wolff, and the
Government Training Centre — were completely
irrelevant, tourist type trips.

B Could you explain why you were for-
ced to leave the main delegation body?

Mike Knowles: On the Thursday night we met
with some members of the Executive of Bel-
fast Trades Council, and had a short discussion
with them. On the Friday the whole morning
was taken up with the visit to Harland & Wolff.
The afternoon was similarly taken up with the
completely irrelevant visit to a Government
Training Centre.

Then at 5 o’clock on the Friday we met
Brendan Harkin, who's General Secretary of
the Public Services Alliance - an amalgamation

of the Civil Service unions in Northern Ireland.

Delegation secretary Jack [‘.frc;n:lev—tried to prevent
discussion on troops

RS: Gerry asked a question on the troops,

and then Jack Dromey tried to steer the dis-
cussion away from this on to the economy,
unemployment etc. We didn’t think this was
what we’d really come for - people were

busy asking questions on the Social Contract
and so on. We felt it was necessary to bring
the discussion back onto the question of troops
-because we wanted to have more information
about what they really felt on this.

But when [ tried to reintroduce the question,
Jack Dromey actually prevented me from speak-
ing. That was where the trouble started.

MK: The next meeting was almost immediately
afterwards, at 7 o’clock on the Friday evening,
with NICRA — the Northern lreland Civil

B Dishte Acenctatimn

B L e o
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Two of the delegates who were excluded: Mike Knowles and Rosemary Sales

€The main thing in
ple’s minds was the

presence of British
troops on the streets?

As we have often explained in Red Weekly, the need for the British labour movement to take
up the question of Ireland is vital. Any steps in this direction are obviously welcome; thus
the IMG has always supported the idea of trade union delegations visiting the North of Ireland
on fact-finding tours.

Unfortunately many of these ‘fact-finding’ trips have been stage-managed to convince dele-
gates of the correctness of specific policies (e.g. a Bill of Rights to be passed at Westminster].
This was the case with a delegation from the Greater London Association of Trades Councils
which visited Belfast on 3-6 July.

Three of its members, however — Rosemary Sales (ATTI) of the Barnet Trades Council Exec-
utive, Gerry McMorrow (ASTMS) of the Hackney Trades Council Executive, and Mike Knowles
(NUT), Secretary of Hackney Trades Council — attempted to change the visit into a genuine

Two people went down to Andersonstown
Barracks to collect the signs on the Friday night
(4 July) and they were immediately told that
they were being held for questioning. One of
them was actually badly beaten up.

RS: People were extremely worried about the
situation with the Loyalist assassinations, but
they had no faith in the Army to protect them
from this.

GMec: I think the general attitude could be
‘summed up in one quote: ‘We haven’t fought
them for six years to keep them here.’

B What did they think of any Westmin-
ster sclution — for instance, the Bill
of Rights type approach that you found
at the staged meetings you went to?

MK: Well, we found that the Bill of Rights
simply wasn’t an issue in people’s minds -
people didn’t believe that it was possible for
Westminster to legislate a Bill of Rights, they
saw that sectarianism was built into the whole ¢
way the British presence operated, and this was
the main thing they were concerned about.

B Why in your view was the leadership
of tie delegation so inhibited about
meeting a wide cross-section of opin-
ion?

|
GMc: The delegation was supposedly sent as ‘
a fact-finding tour, but the overwhelming im- |
pression we got was that the line had been pre- ‘
pared, and the only organisations that we were

to meet were organisations which suoported

the Bill of Rights as the way forward.

As we see it, the whole purpose of this ael-
egation was to confirm to the London trade
union niovement that this line, the Com-
munist Party line, had mass support in North-
ern Ireland. Without these incidents, they
could have come back and said that everybody
we met supports this line.

fact-finding tour and were excluded from the delegation for their pains. We asked them about

their experiences.

hear.
H So by this stage you still felt that

you were meeting a very narrow sec-
tion of opinion?

bottling plant in a Protestant area. Its work-
force is predominantly Catholic, and recently
there was an attempt to assassinate five people,
who escaped by locking themselves in a fridge.
The shop stewards there immediately asked
the Army for protection, but the shop steward
we talked to was told by the Army that they
just hadn’t the manpower to offer any pro-
tection. He made the point that when he went
home, to his own area — Turf Lodge, a Repub-

GMc: Well, we hadn’t met any people who
weren't either in the Communist Party or sup-
ported the Communist Party’s line — except

in Harland & Wolff’s, where some of them
seemed to be pretty sectarian in their opinions.
RS: So we decided that while we didn’t want
to miss any of the important sessions, we would
go to meet the Editor ot Anadersonstown News,
who introduced us to a number of people from
the Andersonstown area, which is the largest
Catholic ghetto in Belfast.

We were so interested that we thought that
the other delegates should hear what these
people had to say.

When they arrived, the chairman refused to
allow them to meet the delegation, and so we
felt that having invited these people along we
had no alternative but to walk out of that par-
ticular session.

doing nothing during this period of truce but
harassing the people: there.

GMc: Another intident of harassment that we
came across happened after a cominunity oig-
anisation from Andersonstown had put up
signs of their own accord on a section of the
Andersonstown Road saying ‘Accident Black
Spot’. The Army first removed these signs and
then later apologised and said would the people
go down to Andersonstown Barracks and cellec
their signs.

o g

MK: At about 7 o’clock that night we met up
again with the delegation, but when we approach-
ed them we were told by the chairman of the
Greater London Association of Trades Councils,
lom Pilfold, that we were on our own now and
they didn’t want anything to do with us.

B Could you say something about the
views expressed to you during the
latter part of your visit?

RS: The main thing we found in people’s
minds was the question of the presence of the
British troeps on the streets. We saw a great
deal of evidence of Army harassment even
during the truce.

When we asked them what did they think
about the presence of British troops the vast
majority of the people we met in the Catholic
ghetto areas said that they didn’t want the
troops on the streets. We asked them — did
they think the soldiers were there to protect
them? They said no, that they were there to
harass them. We asked them — did they think
the Army could ever become a peace-keeping
force? Generally, the reaction was fairly un-
printable — people didn’t believe the Army
could ever be a peace-keeping force.

ME: The maet recrant evamnle of why thev

lican area — the place was crawling with soldiers.

M Ahat do you think London trade union-
ists should be doing about all this?

MK: The delegation’s main function in London
was set up as to have a report-back conference
which would be bpen to all trade unionists and
would be held in the autumn. We think that
London trade unionists should insist (a) that
this conference be held, because there are strong
suspicions that it will be cancelled or be a clos-
ed meeung, (b) that trade umonists should in-

vite speakers from amongst the three expelled
members to their branches and trades coun-

cils, particularly if speakers from the rest of the
delegation are making a report at their meetings.
RS: Yes, we want to make sure that when the
report-backs are taken both sides are heard —
that we’re not condemned and censured un-
heard, but that the whole discussion, the whole
‘way that the delegation was rigged, comes up

— and that the facts are available to the whole

t s
trade union movement.
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Dear Mrs Hesmondhalgh

The Prime Minister aas asked me

to thank you for your letter of 20

June which you brought to No. 10, about Mr James White’s Abortion

{ Amendment) Bill.
Like its predecessors, this Govern

ment believes that the issues in the

sensitive area of human responsibility like abortion must be decided by in-
dividual Members of Parliament on a free vote exercising their own inde-

pendent judgments.
However, the Government shares

the concern of Mr White and his sup-

porters about the need to prevent abuses in the private sector — which is

one of the purposes of his Bill. The
Owen, has already made it clear that

Minister of State (Health), Dr. David
on this point the Government agrees

with the sponsors of the Bill and are ready to cbnsider legislation; he has,

indeed, already taken action to stren
the private sector.

gtnen the controls to prevent abuse in

The Prime Minister nevertheless agrees with the Ministers responsible
for health services that some of the other provisions of the Bill require
close examination, among them the proposal to amend the grounds for

abortion set out in the present Act.

Officials of the Department of Health

and Social Security recently gave evidence to the Select Committee which
s considering the Bill, and the Department’s Memorandum of Evidence
makes the following points on this provision:

~ that it is likely to create considerable uncertainty in the minds of doc-

tors who are familiar with the pre
— that it would increase for the indi

sent law;
vidual doctor the possibility of his

judgement being challenged in the courts, and it is likely to increase
the number of doctors in the NHS who are reluctant to recommend or
carry out termination, thus making it more difficult for women who
meet the criteria of the Act to have their pregnancy terminated within

the NHS;

that the willingness of doctors to recommend and carry out terminations

privately is likely to continue with the result that there could be incres-

ed recourse to the private sector;
that there will be a risk that some

of the less well off, less sophisticated

women refused terminations within the NHS would seek what the Lane
Committee described as, ‘the squalid and dangerous help of the back-

street abortionist’.

The Prime Minister accepts the force of these criticisms, though he does
not agree with those who argue that a woman should be able to demand
abortion as a right. Under the present Act the decision on whether an
abortion should be performed is taken by two registered medical practi-
tioners, and Mr White’s Bill would not change this situation. The Govern-
ment believes that doctors are the right people to make the decision, and

that a doctor should not be required

to perform or even recommend an

abortion against his own clinical judgement as to what is in tlie best inter-

ests of the patient.

As you point out, a number of people have recently argued that abor-
tion should be restricted to the National Health Service. While recognis-
ing the attractiveness of this suggestion, the Ministers responsible for the
National Health Service believe that it could work to the detriment of
women seeking abortions. Doctors exercising their independent judge-
ment in the cases which are presented to them interpret the requirements

of the Abortion Act in different way

s. The existence of the private sector

ensures that a woman has an alternative source of help and guidance avail-

able. It is desirable that the National

iform level of abortion services in all parts of the country, and the Ministers

responsible are working to bring this
that the private sector is at present a
Health Service in this field.

Health Service should provide a un-

about. Nevertheless, they consider
valuable adjunct to the National

The Prime Minister recognises opposition to Mr White’s Bill among

some members of the public appears

to be growing. No doubt the Select

Committee which is receiving evidence from professional bodies, interested

organisations and members of the pu

of feeling. The Prime Minister, and the Government as a whole, awaits the

blic will also be aware of the strength

Committee’s report with great interest.

{Printed with permission of the recipient.)

WHAT

SUPPORT AFRICAN FREEDOM FIGHTERS:
public meeting on Zimbabwe (Rhodesia) with
somber N, Sithole (ZANU President). Thurs 17
July, 7.30pm, at Friends House, Euston Road.
Agmession 20p.

CUTBACKS IN THE NHS and how to fight them—
mweting to discuss the situation in the Westminster
soms and thrash out campaign to defend NHS and
Sght private practice. Thurs 24 July, 7pm, St
Seorge’s Hospital (large lecture theatre, medical
sehooll, Hyde Park Corner, Speakers include Jamie
Morris (Westminster Hospital NUPE), Steve John-
son INALGO health services officer) and Berry
Besumont (MCAPP/NAC).

SPANISH COMMUNIST PARTY. Public meeting,
2% July at 7.30pm, Central Hall, Westminster {tube
Westminster] Speakers: Carrillo, general-secretary
Sganish CP; a member of the EC of the British CP.

REVOLUTIONARY COMMUNIST GROUP Day-
sehool on ‘Chauvinism, Economism and the Curr-
#o Crisis’. Saturday 2 Aug, 10am—6pm, The Enter
prae Pub (Chalk Farm tube). Sessions on Fascism,
Women and Ireland. For infprmation on speakers
#d suggested reading write to David Yaffe, 78
Parkhill Road, NW3 2YT.

NEW WORKERS FIGHT PAMPHLET — For A
Rank And File Movement — articles include ‘W‘hv
# Rank and File Movement’, ‘A Programme for the
Rank and File’, and 'Lessons we have to learn’.
Awsilable from C. Whytehead, 2 Saville Place,
Bristol B. Price 10p + 5p p&p.

NEWHAM IMG public meeting: 'No to coalition
policies, clear out Labour's coalitionists!’ Thurs
17 July, 7.30pm at the Boleyn Tavern, 1 Barking
Road, E.6. Nearest tube: Upton Park.

NORTH LONDON TOM public meeting: "Why the
troops should be withdrawn from Northern Ireland’.
Thurs 17 July, 8pm, in Co-op Hall, 129 Seven Sis-
ters Rd. Chair: Coun. Val Veness. Speakers include
Mike Knowles (Sec, Hackney Trades Councill.

FOR CHEAP reliable IBM typesetting with fast
turn-around phone Carl or Martin on 01-837 8987,

BENGALI FRIENDS in Europe and elsewhere, for
Bengali books and ‘Srani-Dal-Biplab’ {Fourth Inter-
national paper) contact: Bengali, c/o International-
en, Box 3274, 10366 Stockholm, Sweden.

FREE DESMOND TROTTER Campaign: Picket
every Friday, 4.30—6pm outside East Caribbean
High Commission, Haymarket, SW1.

BIRMINGHAM Troops Out Movement public
meeting, Sunday 20 July, 7.30pm in Digbeth Civic
Hall, Speakers include Jeff Rooker MP and national
TOM speakers.,

DEFEND AND EXTEND the right ta NHS abor-
tion: picket and street theatre outside University
College Hospital Outpatients Building, Grafton Way
(Warren St tube). Tues 22 July, 4—7pm. Organised
by Camden and UCH NAC.

SOCIALIST FORUM: ‘Spain—The Growing Crisis’.
Speaker: Sue Fox (sec, Spanish Solidarity Cttee).
Tues 22 July, 7.30pm, at Friends International
House Torrinaoton Place WC1

ILSON SAYS 'NO GHOIGE
FOR WOMEN

RED WEEKLY takes a look at Harold Wilson’s letter to
Sally Hesmondhalgh who had written to the Prime Minister

on behalf of the 21st June NAC demonstration

Opposition to the James White Abortion (Amendment) Bill has grown at a rapid and impressive
pace in recent weeks. As the oppesition has swelled some people in the pro-abertion movement
have begun to talk confidently about the Bill being ditched. Harold Wilson’s letter should dispel
any premature illusions in that direction. Apart form some amendments — mainly as a result

of protests from doctors — the Government is quite clearly sympathetic to the White Bill.

What Wilson’s letter shows is that
he is violently opposed to the right
of women to choose.

‘The line is clear. The MPs —
where males are in absolute majority

will decide. When a woman needs
an abortion she will not have the
choice. Instead two doctors will
take the decision on her behalf. Of
course a woman is entitled to get
the doctor’s medical opinions, but
it is only she who should aecide
whether she wants a child or not.

Wilson's reactionary position takes
on particularly dangerous overtones
given the present situation. Poverty
and unemployment are growing inside
the working class. The Healey prop-
osals mean further attacks on work-
ing class living standards.

MISERY

For millions of people this will
mean increasing misery. Squalid
conditions, deprivation, and absol-
ute shortages of money to make ends
meet have devastating effects on the
relationships between men and wo-
men. Wife-beating and cruelty to
children will increase. The haunting
fear of another unwanted child in
these conditions will plague women.

The same cynics who talk about
the need for a ‘sensitive’ approach
on abortion callously impose meas-
ures which will have the most catas-
trophic social effects on working
women’s lives.

Of course Mr Wilson is not com-
pletely against abortion. He defends
the private sector, saying ‘that a
woman has an-alternative source of
help and guidance available.” That

is true — providing that she has mon-

ey. But the people who most need
abortion on social grounds are the
very people who cannot afford to
go to Harley Street or pay some fat
fee to a consultant.

POTENTIAL

The 21 June demonstration with
its 25,000 participants showed the
enormous potential and support’
that exists inside the women’s move-
ment and the working class to defeat
the White Bill. Now the campaign
has to be extended. But the way to
extend the campaign is not by reliance
on the MPs. It is by winning trade
union branches, trades councils and
all organisations of the labour move-
ment to support ‘Free Abortion on
Demand on the NHS’

That means tnat organisations
like the National Abortion Campaign
must send speakers into the unions.
It means organising action commit-
tees as the pro-abortionists have
done in the Hammersmith Hospital

John Ryman, Labour MP tor Blyth, addressed a heckling audience of 60 at a meeting
held in Cramlington, near Newcastle upon Tyne, last Sunday. The hecklers were not
protesting the views that Ryman is best known for — his commitment to defen.! the
NHS and vote against any public spending cuts, his support for the withdrawal of
troops from lIreland, or even his oppasition to the Healey measures. Rather, the pro-
testers — from the women's movement and left groups — were challenging his decision
to appear on the platform at a meeting called by Life (the anti-abortion group with
strong ties to the Catholic Church). Ryman's view, like that of Life, is that abortion

is ‘murder’,

Although the organisers of the meeting came armed with their usual distorted filth
—slide shows with photographs of bins filled with foetuses, glossy literature, etc. —
they failed to use the meeting to instill the audience with this rubbish. Instead the
debate centred on the concern of the protesters — how could anyone supposedly
committed to fighting for a socialist society, one in which women will be able, along
with other members of the society, to play a full and creative role, publicly speak
against abortion? Women will never be in a position to fight for their rights — let alone
plan their lives in a way which leaves all opportunities open to them — if they are not
free to determine when and if they wish to have children.

in London. They have arranged
departmental meetings and are try-
ing to get each department to elect
a delegate to the Campaign Commit-
tee.

In consultation with the local
NAC they have organised a picket of
the hospital and demanded that con-,
sultants who are anti-abortionists
should be removed from taking any
decisions about abortion. Such a
campaign can be effectively followed
up in other areas.

CLASS ACTION

The pro-abortion campaign aan
defeat the White Amendments but
the way forward lies in its ability to
organise action inside the working
class. Without that the Bill will pass
and the misery of the back-street
abortion will once more be joined
to the misery of unemployment
and poverty.

Jane Groves

T

o

of reply to a highly emotive and inaccurate anti-abortion article published in the magazine's June issue. The article talked of ‘babies
quietly disposed of by means of that legalised murder called therapeutic abortion’, with ‘facts’ lifted from SPUC and Life propaganda.
The picket, called by the National Abortion Campaign, was backed by two NUJ branches.
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‘Somebody has to begin the
fight against these measures;
it may as well be us.’
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+MThe Government’s economic proposals do not

Alder & Alford workers at the mass meeting on 10 July which voted overwhelmingly to continue the strike

WORKERS
CHALLENGE
WILSON

Workers at Alford and Alder in Hemel Hempstead are first in the firing line of Labour’s incomes
policy. Last Thursday, after being out over four weeks for a £10 claim, the 750 strikers voted
massively to continue their struggle in the teeth of Healey’s wage-cutting measures. Convenor
Ted Mitchell announced: ‘Somebody has to begin the fight against these measures; it may as
well be us.’

All the signs are that the Alford workers — who supply components to British Leyland — are
digging in for a bitter fight. For four weeks, knowing that incomes policy was around the cor-
ner and hoping the workers would cave in once the good news fell from Healey’s lips, manage-
ment bent over backwards not to rough things up. But now things may change.

The Alford workers also have other problems. Although they have the support of the AUEW
District Committee, the recommendation to the union national executive that the strike be made
official has so far met with an ominous silence. No doubt the AUEW leadership considers it
more important not to promote any struggles anywhere in the motor industry while the ‘delic-
ate’ negotiations over the implementation of the Ryder‘Report are going through.

After all, when vou're pleading how responsible your members are in order to wheedle some
sops of workers’ participation from the BL management, you don’t want to blow the gaff by
making a strike within the group official, do you? The strike has already led to the lay-off of
11,000 workers at Cowley, Longbridge and other BL plants, and this could rise to 35,000 after
the summer break.

A clear call should come from all militants to make this strike official, particularly from
within the motor industry and in the Engineers Union. Now is the time to test the resolve of
the AUEW leadership in voting against the new version of tiie Social Contract now in operation.
Money and all messages of support should be sent to: Secretary of the Strike Fund,

417 Barnacres Road, Hemel Hempstead, Herts.

Teachers prepare
to fight cuts

Over 150 socialist teachers met in London on
Saturday tq discuss the present crisis facing
the left in the National Union of Teachers.
The fact that all who attended are in some way
way disillusioned with the ‘established’ organ-
isation of the left in the NUT — Rank and
File, dominated by the International Socil-
ists — is itself a symptom of that crisis.

ling sales of the paper, falling membership and
political impotence in the union itself.

Increasingly left with their own members
and immediate supporters in Rank and File
due to their sectarian antics, the 1S were moved
to issue a leaflet to the Socialist Teachers Con-
ference appealing against ‘a split’! Interesting-
ly, the IS thought such a tragic possibility so
important they instructed their own teacher-
members not to attend the conference to warn
against any such way ward instincts.

WARNING LIGHTS

It was at the annual conference of the NUT
at Blackpool this year that the warning lights
began to flash for the left. It became clear

D N s e T e

The IS have desperatzly clung to the myth
that Rank and File is the organisation for tea-
chers on the left. Their demagogic insistence
that a powerful organisation on the left in the
NUT can only be built around a diet of hyster-
ical paper attacks on the union leadership com-
bined with a refusal to extend the scope of
Rank and File beyond the so-called ‘immed-
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simply constitute an attack on the wages front.
The so-called battle against inflation involves

Msavage attacks on all fronts and the beleaguered

National Health Service is no exception.

Last week Barbara Castle admitted: The
prospects for financing the NHS in the next
few years would be bleak...” She added: ‘I
think we shall be very lucky if in the next few
years we see any real growth whatever in the

INADEQUATE

Originally the NHS was supposed to be get-
ting around £100 million a year on top of its
present budget. This in itself was & miserably
inadequate figure. Now the Chancellor has
lopped this to £25 millions.

Mrs Castle’s ‘solution’ to these vicious cuts
is to look desperately for a pressure group. She
whined: ‘Both education and social services
have in recent years repeatedly shown higher
rates of real growth than planned by the Gov-
ernment: health.on the other hand has always
shown exactly the growth planned by the Gov-
ernment.....To me it is a near tragedy that the
health service has lacked the kind of effective
pressure groups that education has had.’

This faded old ‘left’ clearly has no solution
to the attacks by the ruling class on the NHS.
All she can suggest is some Washington-type
lobby to filch some of the money from the
other social services.

As the squeeze gets tougher, the need for
a working class solution becomes more im-
perative. The 11 October Conference called
by the Medical Committee Against Private
Practice can help to lay the basis for organ-

Bernard Regan, a IG teacher militant, ddresses last Saturday’s conference

hensive alternative to the Socidl Contract and
incomes policy; and secondly, that  defend-
ing the present education system from financial
starvation means putting forward an alternative
based on the needs of the working class against
the Black Paper reactionaries and the so-called
‘professional educationists’.

Finally, Blackpool emphasised that unity
of the left in the NUT can orly be around
agreement on the most important issues and
practical campaigns to take them up inside

and outside the union. At Blackpool, Rank and

File stood by with mouths gaping as the most
electric fight of the whole conference took
place over the question of women’s rights,

As a small beginning to resolve these prob-
lems, against which Rank and File has always
turned its face, Saturday’s conference was a
qualified success. But only faltering steps
were taken to hammer these insights and in-
tentions into united action.

LABOUR PARTY

When the issue of affiliation of the NUT
to the Labour Party was discussed, those who
opposed such a notion could mouth only time-
less truths about the ‘crimes of social democ-
racy’. But the conference voted that a fight
for affiliation to the Labour Party would not
only be a means of achieving united action with
other workers - without meaning necessarily
one iota of support for Labour policies -- but
would also raise the issue of workers’ democ-
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Welfare cuts =
the other edge
of the axe
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ising the forces for such a solution. Unlike
Mrs Castle it does not see a way out for the
NHS at the expense of the uther social services.
On the contrary it believes in a united front of
thie working class movement to defend and
extend al/l the social services.

Mrs Castle is simply trying to operate a
health service that is subordinated to the needs
of capitalism, whereas MCAPP argues that the
NHS can only be defended and extended to
work in the interests of the working class on
an anti-capitalist basis.

Sponsorship for the Conference is growing
at a steady rate. The organisers do ask us to
point out, however, that whilst support in the
London area is impressive, out-of-London
sponsorship is coming in much more slowly.
As they explain:‘This is a national conference.
To be successful it must get support on a
national basis.’

NEW SPONSORS

No doubt Red Weekly readers will take
note and make sure that their organisations
are approached as soon as possible to sponsor
and support this very important conference.

Latest sponsors include: St Georges Hos-
pital NUPE branch, presently engaged in a
private practice ban; Westminster Hospital
NUPE branch, scene of a private practice ban
some weeks ago; United Manchester Hospitals
NUPE branth; North London District Council
of the National Union of Railway men; South-
wark Trades Council.

For details of the MCAPP Conference write to: Dr
Paul Stern, 55 Bridge Lane, London N.W.11. (tel.
01-455-4920).

The conference went on to support the
principle of automatic protection of salaries
against inflation through a sliding scale of
wages and agreed a motion opposing cuts in
educatios spending. A speaker from the
Troops Out Movement was also welcomed.

UNITED ACTION

Finally, the attitude which should be taken
to Rank and File arose on several occasions.
Workers’ Fight argued for continuing work in
Rank and File to change its policies. For them,
the only thing wrong with Rank and File is
its ‘wrong’ demands, The IMG argued that to
‘concentraie exclusively on the tight to reform
Rank and File (although we will do that) was
dangerous at a time when the most effective
action at present in the NUT will be gained
with militants who have never been inside
Rank and File and don’t intend to be.

|
The conference agreed to meei again in the ‘
autumn to agree on practical lines for action. |
Teachers from Scotland particularly stressed

the importance of this, pointing to the glaring
gaps inpolicy and precision in the conference.

a new organisation. But if all teacher militants
work to build the autumn conference, better
steps will be taken to mount an effective
opposition to the policies of the NUT leader-

itiene amd ta talra thattecties AfF the adncation

|
|
No-one argued for the premature creation of
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The Socialists pulled out of the
Government last Thursday — osten-
sibly because of the refusal of the
Government o keep a promise,
made several weeks ago, to take the
newspaper Republica out of the
hands of its workers and give it
back to its Socialist Party editors.
But what was really getting up Mar-
10 Soares’s nose was the recent deci-
sion of the Armed Forces Movement
(AFM) to set up ‘popular assemblies’
based on elected factory and resid-
ents’ committees, coordinated even-
tually at the national level through a
National Popular Assembly. This
would clearly challenge the author-
ity of the Constituent Assembly elec-
ted earlier this year, which the SP

and the Popular Democrats control,
and which they hoped to use to
back-up their pro-imperialist pol-
icies.

*AFM PLAN

The AFM plan was first intro-
duced two weeks ago as part of a
compromise between the left wing
and the right wing inside the AFM.
As such it has two contradictory
sides.

On the one hand it banned pol-
itical activity inside the army, ruled
out the creation of any form of
popular militia not under strict mil-
itary control, and proclaimed its

BENN’'S BOGEY

When Benn was shifted out of the Department of Industry their subscription was
cancelled. Now we've got a new one — from the Department of Energy. But this

time it is for six months rather than a year. It might be hoped that Benn thinks he will
be out of the Government and leading a fight against Wilson's policies within that
time. Unfortunately, however, we don’t think Red Week/y has much influence on
Benn — otherwise he'd have been out of this anti-working class Government long

But if Red Weekly doesn’t influence Wedgie too much, it can teach you to under-
stand his policies. Red Weekly is the only paper which right from the beginning has
spelt out an analysis of Benn and the new type of reformism he represents. The
reason we hope Benn has to read our paper is not because it influences him but be-
cause he comes under a hammering from the arguments we give to militants on his
policies. This is one of the things which gives Red Weekly its special character and
makes it an indispensable weapon in the class struggle.

Which-brings us to the question of money. In July we need a minimum of £500
for our fund drive. The way to make sure you continue to get your analysis of Benn

and every other issue in the class struggle — is to send your donations immediately
to 182 Pentonville Road, London N.1.

Subscribe to Reg
Weekly !

SUBSCRIPTION RATES
DOMESTIC: £6 per year
£3.00 for 6 months

£9 per year surface mail
£12 per year airmail

NAME

ADDRESS.

FOREIGN:

Write to RED WEEKLY (distribution),
97 Caledonian Road,
LONDON N 1, England.

determination to restore ‘order and
discipline’, gnaranteeing the role

of the political parties in the polit-
ical life of the country. On the
other hand, it advocated the ‘popul-
ar assemblies’ and promised exten-
sive workers’ control of production
as part of the reorganisation of the
economy.

Soares and the SP leadership
clearly hoped that the repressive
moves would be implemented
rapidly, wiile the talk of workers’
control and popular participation
would be put off until doomsday.
For a while it looked as if things
were going their way. No sooner
had the AFM drawn up its plan than
troops from the COPCON security
force moved in to evict striking tel-
ephone workers from the Lisbon
telephone exchanges.

*RESISTANCE*

But the working class didn’t see
eye-to-eye with either the AFM lead-
ers or Soares. Despite this crack-
down the telephonists refused to go
back to work, and telephone engin-
eers in the northern city of Porto
threatened to strike in solidarity.
Meanwhile workers at Republica
made it clear that they would neither
dccept a move to turn the paper back
to its editors, nor sit around indef-
initely while the AFM played for
time. At the Catholic Church-owned
Radio Renascenca the occupying
workers rejected an AFM decision
to turn the station back to the auth-
orities, and thousands of workers
demonstrated their solidarity with
this stand.

*RETREAT?®

It was clear that the AFM either
had to throw its plans into reverse
gear or face a major confrontation
with the Portuguese working class,

CIVIL WAR THREAT
IN PORTUGAL -

An economic boycott? Plans for a coup? Send in NATO troops? These must be the sort of
schemes that are being discussed in imperialist circles now that the Socialist Party has left the
Portuguese Government for good. For the Socialist Party — along with tneir capitalist allies, the
Popular Democrats, who are also threatening to walk out — are the main defenders of imperialist
interests against the struggles of the Portuguese working class.

not paralyse anything, because he
hasn’t the power to do so, but we,
the transport workers, do...

Whatithe SP can do however is
to provide a cover for the mobilisa-
tion and reorganisation of reaction-
ary forces and sow the sort of chaos
that can strengthen the right wing
in the army and eventually lay the
basis for a “Chile’ style coup.

*THREAT. :

The Confederation of Portuguese
Industry has already issued an om-

® inous threat that it will wash its

at a time when the ranks of the
army were in close contact with
militant workers and being swept
by a sense of class solidarity.

The repressive plans were thus
abandoned, the Government revers-
ed its decisions on both Radio Ren-
ascenca and Republica, and an AFM
General Assembly decided to imple-
ment immediately the plans for the
popular assemblies.

e BLUFFe

A few weeks ago Soares threat-
ened that the Socialist Party could
paralyse the country if they didn’t
get their way. But so far all that
has resulted is a march of several
thousand Catholic fanatics in a
small northern town. The fact is
that the SP, despite its considerable
electoral support, doesn’t have the
sort of base in the organised work-
ing class to carry out Soares’ threat.
As a group of railroad workers put
it in a statement denouncing the SP’s
manoeuvres: ‘This gentleman will

PORTUGUESE WORKERS CO-ORDINATING COMMITTEE

meetings with Marcelino Abrantes, shop steward and vice-chairman of
Portuguese Textile Workers Union, p/us woman member of the Plessey

(Portugal) workers commission

Sunday 20 July, 8pm
Labour Party Rooms
ROCHDALE St

-

Mon 21 July, 7.30pm
Lass O'Gowrie, Charles
MANCHESTER

Tues 22 July, 7.30pm
Trades Council Hall, Saville
Place LEEDS

hands of any responsibility for the
economy if Government policies
aren’t changed. At the same time
the Confeaeration is behind the call
for an assembiy of small and medium
businessmen, which the left-wing
Executive Conmittee of Small and

Medium Traders has denounced as
W ‘music which reminds us of the baying

of the Chilean wolves...’
The European social-democratic

parties are, as in the past, providing

a cover for the bloody plans of im-
perialism. But this time they have
been joined by the Italian and Span-
ish Communist Parties, who see their
own home-grown class collaboration-
ist schemes threatened by the develop-
ment of the Portuguese revolution.

*SOLIDARITY*

The fact that the Labour Party
has joined this motley crew with a
statement affirming its solidarity
with the Portuguese Socialists un-
derlines the need to step up the
solidarity campaign in this country.
It is necessary to educate labour
movement militants on what is tak-
ing place in Portugal and the reac-
tionary role played by the Socialist
Party; to organise a campaign to
prevent the Labour Party from
boosting the social democratic
smokescreen for reaction; and to
prepare a mass solidarity movement
in the event that imperialism tries
to put into operation its plans for
economic boycott and political or
military intervention.

PICKET SPANISH
NATIONAL DANCE cO.
39th anniversary of Civil War

Friday 18 July, 6.30pm

at the Coliseum, St Martin’s Lane

Organised by Spanish Solidarity Cttee
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Rui Domingues, a worker from Republica was in London last week to put the record straight on the dispute and expose the
Socialist Party’s distortion of the . struggle to serve its own political ends.  Among the meetings he addressed was this one on
Fleet Street ({photo shows Domingues speaking, with left to right: Carmen Miranda of the Portuguese Workers Co-ordinating
Committee, Bill Freeman of the Observer NATSOPA chapel, and translator Eduardo Guedes].
Domingues explained during his stay that ‘it was the Socialist Party that chose to blow this thing up’. When the increasing
bias of the paper became clear it was the workers who suggested that it be turned into an open SP organ and the management

who refused.. It was after the managem

it's i

wce that Republica was an ‘independent’ paper that the workers — including

many members of the SP — insisted that the paper should give equal coverage to all working class struggles.
Said Domingues: ‘We believe that Republica should be open to all currents of opinion within the working class, that it should
be a paper of the workers and for the workers.’ It was their decision to bring out the paper again last week on this basis which



