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" TO THE
BUTCHER OF AMMAN:

Your friends, the imperialists,

may support you to
the last drop of Arab oil,

but your enemies,

e
the Palestinian Arab masses,

WILL NEVER SURRENDER

SOLIDARITY
WITH

THE FEDAYEEN




The following statement was issued by
the United Secretariat of the Fourth
International on 20th September.

SOLIDARITY WITH THE FEDAYEEN!
At the present moment, a battle is raging
in Jordan between the armed forces of the
Hashemite monarchy and the Palestinian
guerrillas. The guerrillas are fighting alone.
Not one of the demagogic Arab regimes,
so prodigal in verbal assurances of
solidarity, has offered material aid. The
outcome of this struggle, still hanging in
the balance, will prove decisive for the
next stage of the Arab revolution.

A victory for the fedayeen would
touch off a revolutionary rise of unprece-
dented proportions in the Middle East,
changing the balance of social forces
there in an even more spectacular way
than did the nationalisation of the Suez
Canal or the revolution in Iraq in 1958.

A defeat would certainly signal the
physical liquidation of the Palestinian
fighters in Lebanon. It would considerably
strengthen the imperialist grip in the area,
increase the weight of the Zionist state,
and gravely injure the whole revolutionary
national Arab movement, particularly
the vanguard in Dhofar and South Yemen.

The bloody confrontation of Septem-
ber 1970 is the logical and calculated
outcome of the Rogers plan, which is in
reality a Nixon-Kosygin plan. All the

participants in these transactions were
fully aware that the major obstacle to
their aim of liquidating the Palestinian
problem was the Palestinian people
themselves. The famous United Nations
resolution of November 22, 1967, which
shamelessly brushed aside the national
rights of this martyred people, constitutes
the keystone. And the delayed outcome
in 1970 of the 1967 resolution is
explained in good part by the frantic
search by all those involved to strangle
the Palestinian revolutionary process in
the most expedient way, whether by
piecemeal methods of by armed violence.
Thus the fedayeen today face a united
front of world imperialism, the Soviet

bureaucracy, and Arab reaction (including

the radical petty bourgeoisie, whether
through affinity with the current regimes
or through congenital cowardice). Not
least of the paradoxes is that the dyed-in-
the-wool enemies of Arab emancipation—
the Zionist authorities and American
imperialism—are trying to use the Arabs
themselves to carry out their dirty work.
The Nasser regime, playing along with
this game, will never be able to live down
its infamous treachery. In the wings
stand the White House and the Pentagon,
readying U.S. troops to intervene should
Hussein and his generals prove incapable
of drowing the fedayeen in blood.

In the general context of the Middle
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East and even the Arab world as a whole,
the fedayeen unquestionably constitute
a redoubtable enemy. Not for Israel on
the military level, since, despite what has
been said, the Palestinian guerrilla forces
remain very weak (except in Gaza)—but
politically; and not only for Israel but
for the Arab regimes, for world imperia-
lism and for the Soviet bureaucracy.

The Palestinian resistance is under-
mining the very foundations of the
bourgeois state in Jordan, rallying to its
side the best elements of the Arab youth.
This threatens in the long run to upset
the precarious and unstable equilibrium
of the region, opening the dikes to the
rising tide of the Arab revolution. This is
the peril which the enemies of the revo-
lution seek at all costs to eliminate.
Hence the determination of the Arab
reaction to liquidate the fedayeen.

It is significant in this respect that the
head-on assault was preceded by police
measures in the United Arab Republic,
particularly against the most advanced
wing of the Palestinian resistance.

This same process explains the com-
mon interest which all the forces hostile
to the broadening revolutionary perspec-
tives in the Levant have in supporting
Operation Liquidation. Hence the silent
complicity of the whole ensemble of
Arab states and bureaucratised states.
Aware of the dialectical interdependence

L

of the various sectors of the world revo-
lution, the leaders of the Kremlin are *
acting with a sure instinct to preserve
their privileged caste interests.
Unquestionably, the only hope the*
Palestinians have for victory in the final
analysis lies along the road of mobilising
the Arab masses and gaining broad inter-
national support, whatever the
immediate consequences of the current _
fighting. ;
The life-and-death struggle developing
today constitutes the most glaring proof
of the failure of the policy of “neutral-
ity”’ in Arab “domestic affairs”. The
Arab regimes have flagrantly disregarded
the most elementary principles of
solidarity in order to silence the Palestin-
ians. Today it can be seen what it has
cost the liberation movement hecause
the most outstanding leaders sought to
avoid combatting the hold of Nasserism
on the Arab population and for having
given up organising the popular masses
of the region. The lesson will not be lost, -
just as the June 1967 defeat buried

‘Shukairy and his racist ideology.

At the present time the primary task
of all the revolutionists in the Middle
East and throughout the world is to
unconditionally defend the Palestinian =
resistance, the vanguard of the Arab
revolution, against all its enemies, above
all the main enemy, U.S. imperialism. =

THE DEATH OF NASSER

Gamal Abdul Nasser, the undisputed
Seader and most articulate spokesman of
the Arab petty bourgeoisie, could not
have died at a more inopportune moment
#s far as imperialism and the Soviet
Bbureaucracy are concerned. Only a few
hours before his death he had been
photographed supervising the handshake
between Arafat and Hussein, which
symbolised the ““cease-fire’”’ in Jordan.
Without doubt the imperialists had hoped
that this was only a trailer for the more
smportant handshakes which lay ahead.

Nasser was the only remaining leader
in the Arab world with a genuinely anti-
imperialist past and it was precisely this
that made him a key figure as far as the
Rogers-Nixon-Kosygin Plan was
concerned: he was the only man who
could be relied on to appease the resis-
tance of the Arab masses. In the months
to come his presence would have been
vitally necessary.

Nasser’s heyday was the nationalisation
of the Suez Canal (“Let the imperialists
choke in their rage,” he had declared)
and its aftermath. For resisting British
and French imperialism, he had become
2 hero in the eyes of millions of people
in the Middle East and in the Triconti-
nent. Not only had he struggled against
imperialism, but he had z2lso played an
important role in ridding Egypt of
Farouk’s despotism. However, he was
first and foremost a spokesman of the
upper layers of the Egyptian petty
bourgeoisie and the regime established
after the overthrow of Farouk had a
elear right-Bonapariist flavour. From the
very beginning the young army officers
who had assumed power had no time for
the workers. Even a pro-Nasser writer
admitted that: “On 12 August 1952, the
workers in one of Egypt’s largest spinning
mills at Kafr el-Dawar near Alexandria
rioted and seized control of the factory.
Fearing that this action might lead to
workers’ uprisings throughout the

-

country, the junta promptly sent in
troops to take back control of the mill,
arrested some 200 workers and, after a
brief court martial, hanged two of the
leading agitators...”” (Nasser’s Egypt,
Penguin, p. 45).

Owing to the complete and abject
capitulation of the Stalinist parties in
the Middle East, ‘““‘Nasserism’’ was able to
retain its grip on the Arab masses and
Nasser his popularity. This popularity
was damaged but not irreparably after
the 1967 war. With the death of Nasser,
we have the last of the heroes of
“neutralism” departing from the stage of
history. No matter what the result of the
faction fight in Egypt between ‘“‘right”
(Zakaria Moyhedin) and ““left” (Saadat,
Ali Sabry) turns out to be, of one thing
we can be sure. The death of Nasser came
at a critical conjuncture. At a time when
“Nasserism’’ as an ideology had been
immeasurably damaged by the impact of
June 1967 and its consequences and
when Arab commandos were, for the
first time, publicly denouncing Nasser.
The political complexion of the Middle
East today reveals clearly that it is the
beginning of the end for the petty
bourgeois regimes and the mystifying role
which they have played. The death of
Nasser will heighten this process and will
make it much more difficult for the Arab
governments to force a settlement
dictated by imperialism down the throats
of the Arab masses.

A new road is opening up in the Middle
East. It is both long and dustv, but there
are no short cuts and it leads to only one
destination: a Socialist Middle East. What
is more important is that there exist
elements today who have already started
on the long journey ahead. The man who
could have delayed this journey by
conjuring up mirages and sometimes even
transplanted oases, no longer exists. There
is no one to fill his place.
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“The state of the British economy

»F"The crisis of British capitalism” is a well-worn
concept—but let us examine it again in the light
of the present economic situation. The basis of
the concept is that British imperialism has been
increasingly subject to competition from rival
imperia'isms and has not been able to fully hold
its own. The normal response of the individual
capitalist to competition is to try to step up his

~ individual rate of capital accumulation—to grow
faster and produce cheaper than his rivals. To do
this he must attempt to maximise his profits
and ths in turn entails attempting to jack up
the rate of exploitation. The same logic that
can be applied to the individual capitalist can
be applied to a capitalist nation as a whole. Its

_ability to compete in world markets will

- depend to a very great extent (though not

* solely) dn the rate of growth of the country

concerned and this in turn depends on the rate
of capital accumulation. The next step in the
logical chain is also the same—this entails a high
of exploitation. The bourgeois economists
say that in Britain too high a proportion of the
“National Income’’ is consumed; that there is
'f- “too little saving” and consequently inadequate

¢ investment. This amounts to the same thing.

" Reasons for the Crisis

. To a very great extent the reasons for Britain
falling behind in the world capitalist economy

| are beyond any possible control. It is not
~ possible to shift large supplies of labour power
" out of peasant agriculture into the much

higher productivity sector in industry because,
- of course, Britain does not have a peasant
agricultural sector to run down. Thus from

_ 1958 to 1968 British agriculture was run down

from 5% to 4% of the labour force—Italian
agriculture, by contrast, was run down from

. 35% to 24% and French agriculture from 24%
2 10™16%. This reflects the law of uneven develop-
# ment. “To a considerable extent conditions

beyond the control of the United Kingdom

!_we responsible for higher growth rates in

other countries.” (E. F. Denison, “Economic

* Growth” in Britain’s Economic Prospects—-

- R. Caves, ed.). Then it clearly becomes more

. important for the bourgeoisie to do all they
~ gan about things that they can control—or that
' they think they might be able to control. One
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such variable has already been mentioned: the
rate of exploitation and wne rate of investment
{of constant capital).
dew statisticians have been claiming for a
Jong time that tie o weaaithe national
income between wages and proiits is fairly
constant (i.e. there is a constant rate of exploita-

(=50 over time). In order to step up the rate of
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investment it would be necessary to increase the
share of profits in the National Income. It is
clearly important then, when exactly the
reverse process appears to be occurring— namely
that a very high degree of militancy on the part

of the working class is pushing in precisely the

~ LOST WAGE PACKETS

After five years of resistance, in the shape of
two major strikes, countless token strikes, over-

time bans and refusals to operate new berths, the
_ port employers have achieved their cherished

"~ aim: complete rationalisation of the Docks

Industry.
On Monday 21st Sept. Phase Il of the

—_“‘Devlin Scheme" went into operation with the

rapturous blessings of both the dockers’ unions,
T&GWU and NASD.
The scheme provides that 70% of the work-
_ force receive £36 a week, 30% receive £28-10s
together with an extra week’s annual holiday,
improved sick pay and pensions and a 5-hour
reduction in the working week.
The employers ix.ceive a two-shift 14-hour
day with the probability of an extension to
_ three-shift round-the-clock working, complete
mobility of labour, vast reductions in gang-
manning scales and the abolition of the need
for enhanced overtime payments.
= The national dock labour force has been

opposite direction towards a reduction in the
rate of exploitation and consequently a reduc-
tion in the rate of profit—this, moreover, at
what is anyway an extremely unfavourable time
for the British bourgeoisie: in a recession that
was designed precisely to slow down the rate of
increase of wages.

Record Unemployment

The reason for the record unemployment level
at present in the economy is basically two-fold:
(1)  First of all, unemployed people—and
those with less income generally—buy less of
everything, including less imports, and thus high
unemployment is supposed to cure a Balance of
Payments deficit. In 1969 this policy seemed to
have worked. But there was a particularly
buoyant level of world trade. In 1970, although
the Dock Strike makes it difficult to say for
certain, it seems that the Balance of Payments
is back at its 1964 level; with this difference:
that in 1964 there was a boom and people and
firms would be expected to buy imports. In
1970 there are over 600,000 unemployed.

{2) The second rationale of high unemploy-
ment is to keep down the rate of increase of
wages. The reason why unemployment might be
expected to do this is two-fold. Unemployment
weakens the power of the unions: clearly there

is not enough unemployment for this. Unemploy-

ment also occurs when firms are laying off
workers—obviously—and contracting output.

- Wages rise rapidly when employers try to get

hold of more labour at low unemployment
levels in order to expand output, i.e. they bid
up wages themselves.

Thus the policy of inducing a high level of
unemployment to save British capitalism's
economic ills has apparently failed. It has failed
in the face of a rising militancy on the part of
the workers. This militancy seems, from a study
of the strike statistics, to be almost solely on an
economistic level.

As has been pointed out many times in the
Financial Press, this militancy is at the shop-
floor level and is pushing along the trade union
bureaucracy in front of it. It is showing a
contempt for established negotiating procedures
which led the Times Business News to comment:
“Repeatedly in the past couple of years manage-
ments have discovered—more managements than

ever before and some without previous experi-
ence of industrial action—that to insist on
correct procedures when the fat is in the fire
generally makes the fire worse.” (Thursday
July 9). It is also a fairly general militancy that
seems to be spreading—not long ago the press
was agog at Lord Robens’ triumph in the mines
and at the falling number of strikes in that
industry; thus it was full of praise for his book
Human Engineering. Now Lord Robens is faced

with a strike in the mines and a claim for 331/3%.

He himself appears to want to give in to the
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wasting away over the years: in 1948 the
National Register was 81,000 strong, by 1966

miners to a certain extent.

What is the reascn for this so-called ""Wage
Inflation”? A number of theories have been
advanced and they bear importantly on what
will happen in the future. The most important
are that this militancy represents the “pent-up”
aspirations of the working class after several
years of Incomes Policy and that this militancy
reflects the disappearance of the so-called
“money illusion”. (That is, feeling better off
with greater money-wages and failing to see that
prices have risen to offset this). The first theory—
that this militancy reflects the dammed-up
aspirations of the working class would seem to
be backed up by the fact that the only other
successful post-war freeze—that of Cripps under
Attlee’s government—was also followed by
booming wage rates. This may tend to suggest
that the present situation will eventually abate—
something which the forecasters of the London
Business School have suggested, although they
admit that they are only guessing. At any event,
the Incomes Policy which has just broken down
was far longer lasting and therefore one might
expect a bigger ""backlog”’ of demands coming
through than was the case after 1951. But the
fact remains that this phenomenon might die a
natural death; no one really knows. The other
theory is that people have got wise to the fact
that it is no use accepting a 3% rise per annum
if prices rise at 3%. They therefore put in for
more than 3%. Current demands, which have
often been fairly well met, are in the order of
20-30%. This theory allows for no natural
death to the phenomenon; it really boils down
to the fact that the working class are asking for
what British capitalism cannot afford to give,
and will continue to do so.

Given this situation, whatever its cause, why
has the crisis not manifested itseif more drama-
tically? The reason is that “inflation”, as the
bourgeois economists call it, is at present a
world-wide phenomenon. In fact British wage
rates are not increasing as rapidly as in many
other countries. Nevertheless a number of
circumstances combine to make the problem
particularly telling for Britain. In particular,
output and productivity are not expanding so
rapidly in Britain as abroad. Rising productivity,
by cheapening the value of labour power, tends
to bring about an increase in the rate of profit.
Consequently it offsets rising wage costs to a
certain extent. Furthermore, in countries like
Germany one would expect rapidly rising wage
rates because of the tightness of the labour
market; in boom conditions the number of
vacancies greatly exceeds the number of
unemployed and consequently employers them-
selves are bidding up wages. Now, it may be
that the countries in the world that are in boom
at the present, like Germany and Japan, will
eventually go into recession and wage rates will
cease to climb. This might leave Britain isolated
and the crunch would then have to come. To

£4.4.7 a week, 52 weeks of the year credited to

each male worker’s Social Security.
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repeat: the fact that other countries have rising
wage rates has let Britain off the hook to a
certain extent, but not completely. In some way
or other, both in the short and long run, the
British bourgeoisie have to raise the rate of
investment,

How might they achieve such an objective?
There are a number of ways, in fact. One would
be to avoid a direct confrontation with the
workers by cutting government expenditure (on
the social services for instance) and using the
savings thus gained to cut taxes on profits and
other property incomes, thus improving the
rate of profit after tax. Thiswould be an attack
on the workers’ standard of living designed to
give the bourgeoisie the wherewithal to spend
on investment. But this on its own might not be
enough because such attacks on the workers’
living standards might well be countered by
putting in for higher wage claims, thus putting
the problem back to Square 1. The other solu-
tion implies a direct attack on the workers
themselves. The more aggressive sectors of the
Financial Press (who, of course, are not in office
and are thus in the manner of backseat drivers)
have no doubt what they want: they want wages
to be frozen, the workers’ militancy smashed
and also a round of large price increases. To
this end Michael Shanks called in the Times
Business News before the Election for A
Swing from Wages to Profits" and the Economist
advocated financing the port employers to help
them smash the dockers. What of devaluation?
Certainly this might heip the trade position to a
certain extent, but the last devaluation seemed
to make little long-run impact. It isalso a
measure that will not affect the underlying
trends. It is not a cure—more of a temporary
pain reliever. Moreover, once Britain enters the
Common Market (if it does, that is) it will lose
that option. Devaluation of the franc and revalu-
ation of the mark played havoc with much of
the carefully-laid plans of the Treaty of Rome
and the European bourgeoisie will not want to
allow Britain the right to continually take this
option. It is interesting that Nicholas Kaldar, an

economic adviser of the former Labour Govern-
ment should be so alarmed at the prospect of
Britain not being allowed to manipulate its
exchange rate.

To try to work out what is going to happen
is thus very complex and not a little in the
manner of tea-leaf gazing. This article has
attempted to bring out the main features of the
present situation and it has been pointed out
that all might not be black for the British
bourgeoisie. But big class conflicts are certainly
a very real possibility and this is all the more
alarming when one considers that the present
militancy does appear to have very little
perspective other than an economistic one. At
the present, the level of combativity of the
working class is very high, but if its economism
is not transcended, there may be some big
defeats in store.

Brian Davey

the Ministry of Health's recommended food
intake level, and a further 57% are unsatisfac-

it had dropped to 62,100; at present it is
approx. 40,000!

Last year the P.O. made an extra £1,000,000,
increasing their profit from £8,000,000 to
£9,000,000. Hays Wharf made a modest £300,000
gain while sacking 300 of their dockers! Well
done Port Employers—Well done Unions!

SWEET CHARITY

Trade-Union-basher Heath and his fellow cesspool
skin-diving team continue to bleat about the need
to discipline the unions. The oft-repeated threat
is to suspend strikers’ families from their right-
ful Social Security benefits.

The facts should be made clear, for too many
workers regard what i$ theirs by right as sweet
chatity bestowed on them by their loving Govt.

For each week a man works he contributes
17/8 in Social Security payments, the employer
contributes £3.6.11. from the profits the worker
has produced for the same purpose. That is

In a year the worker contributes directly and
indirectly £219.18.4 to the Government's
Social Security fund. A worker in dispute
receives no social security benefits. A worker's
wife and children receive a meagre pittance! A
wife and three kids are allowed approx. £11 a
week which includes payment of rent. Should
the worker be on strike 6 weeks, his family
receive about £66. Some workers, like the
Pilkington men and the teachers, had contribu-
ted over 20 years without striking. It would be
more to the point if workers received their full
rightful benefits in a strike.

FEED THE HUNGRY
Seven in ten school-children are on the verge of
malnutrition, not in Africa or Latin America,
but in the technological ““Land of Dope and.
Tory”, 20th Century Britain.

A recent survey conducted by Dr. Ben Lynch,
nutrition expert into children’s health, discov-
ered 32% of all school children are well below

tory. This in the “Welfare State”!

School meals recently increased from 1/6 to
1/9 and pretty soon they will be 2/-, all in the
interest of the national well-being.

Eight million women, a large proportion
married with children, are forced to work to
supplement their husband’s starvation wages.
They cannot afford the time to attend to the
children’s day-time needs. The schools are over-
crowded and under-staffed. In some cases a
family with three school children has to pay
over £1 a week in fares to school; this cost
added to uniforms, sports gear, outings, etc. is
slightly bending the principal of free education.

Denis Healey, Labour’s ex-bellicose Minister of
Defence, is now opposed to selling arms to
“Nazi”’ South Africa.

During the 1967 devaluation crisis he pro-
posed that the sale of arms to South Africa
would be a valuable help to the economy.

NJACWER LIVES!?
The Equal Pay movement has lost momentum

- since the May Rally of last year and the intro-
duction of the Equal Pay Bill, which many
women still believe will bring them equal pay
and treatment, albeit not until 1976. (Any
careful reading of the Bill will show a multitude
of escape-routes for employers from even the

-, very limited field which it covers.)

The only national trade-union-based organisa-
tion working in this field went into a decline at
the same time as did the movement. This
organisation, the National Joint Action Com-
mittee for Women’s Equal Rights (NJACWER),
was set up in late 1968 following the Ford
eaunng marhiniete’ etrilke with the aim of

ganda, and some support of women involved in
local wage and union recognition disputes.
Increasing tendencies by the “leadership™ to
clamp down on signs of life from the active
membership culminated in the farce of Chris
Norwood’s instatement as Secretary in October
1969: a tour de force in bureaucratic
manoeuvring, followed by almost total rigor
mortis. The downswing in the movement was
thus reinforced by inactivity from the only
organisation that had been able to reach working
women on a national level,

The NJACWER General Meeting held on
20th September hopefully marked a fresh start
for the organisation, following the resignations
of the former Secretary and Chairman. Delegates

should now be left behind, and a working party
more representative of the membership was
elected. The meeting voled to concentrate the
organisation’s at present limited forces on matters
particularly affecting working-class women: the
fight for the early implementation of Equal Pay
for work of equal value (which the Act does not
give) and the campaign for equal opportunities
—including training—for women, together with

a campaign for child-care facilities. Despite
suggestions from the former bureaucracy that

the best means of doing this was to “pressurise
people who matter,” Tory M.P.s to be exact, the
mood of the meeting was for action among
women on the shop-floor, through the movement’s
activists. The meeting also voted general support
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year. An attempt to begin a link-up of the two
wings of the Women's movement was made in an
agreement to send an observer to WNCC meetings
(Women’s Lib. movement) and to invite similar
observers.

Many women in the Liberation movement
are beginning to recognise the need to move into
solidarity with the working-class struggle if the
social revolution for which they are fighting is
to become a reality. As much support as possible
is need for women workers struggling for
economic and social equality, particularly at a
time when the majority of women are still not
unionised and most of the union bureaucrats
seem to have lost interest in the question.
NJACWER, for all its deficiencies, may be a
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ON GRAPES

To the Editor.
I have been working with the United Farm
Workers Organising Committee for four years
(on the California Grape Strike)—for the past
Vvear acting as their representative in the UK.—
and, having received a great deal of help from
the TGWU. I was very surprised to read your
attack on them in Cade’s Column of your
September 15th issue. I feel that you must have
received some very misleading information and
would like to set the record straight.
You say of the T&G that “they were not
prepared to back any militant action by dockers
or market workers™ when, in fact, the Union
went out of its way to make it clear that any
dispute arising from such action would get full
backing.
Subsequently, official negotiations took
place between T&G officers and employers in
Covent Garden and Birmingham markets and
also shipping lines, getting them to agree to
stop the importation of scab grapes, for which
the UK. had been an important market. This
really hurt the growers.
As you rightly point out, many rank-and-file
members also did a great deal to help us, and |
know of no disciplinary action taken by the
G against any of them.
Cesar Chavez has written to the T&G
thanking the Union for its assistance which was
a vital factor in bringing the S-year strike to
is victorious conclusion.
My personal opinion is that the TGWU, in
this situation, took the right action, both for us
and for their own members. Had the leadership
msued official instructions to black the grapes
L @ the first place, the importers could have taken

legal action and obtained substantial damages
& from the Union. I'm sure you'll agree that this
would hardly have benefited the working class.
Also, [ feel that it is better for a union to
support shop floor action rather than issue
Bureaucratic directives to the membership from
#bove, which might only have modest support.

I would agree that there is a lot to criticise in

tade unions today, but I also think that positive
tors should be pointed out, supported and
ouraged whenever possible and, in this
matext, I feel that credit should be given to the
WU for the help which it has given us.
ternally,
#onna Haber, UK. Representative, United
"wem Workers Organising Committee.
@7 Fife Terrace, London N.].

CADE REPLIES:

Elinson, official of the Farm Workers Organising
ittee, can béar out all facts regarding the grape
in the last Cade’s Column. At no time during the
de did the T&G advise its members to “black "
scxb grapes. It is true that during the dispute indiv-
W members in their rank-and-file capacit 'y afforded
Elinson all possible assistance, the most active

& these being Brian Nicholson, Frank Shilling, Terry
¥, and Alan Sutton. It is an undoubted fact that
the men at Tilbury employed on the Johnson
refused to handle scab grapes, the two District
SiScers in the area, Bros. H. Freeman and Bert Saun-

¢ issued instructions for them to work the cargo.
Haber is certainly misinformed when she implies -
the port employers would have taken legal

WSion against dockers in dispute. Fortunately, Cde.

. we do not have the Taft-Hartley Act or the
Wowmdary Boycott Laws on statute in this country.

WERe you success in all your future militant actions
ot the United State fruit interests.

ON ZIONISM

the April 15th issue of The Red Mole we
blished N. Weinstock s theses on Zionism. An
eli reader from Kibbutz Sasa, Avraham C.
-Yosef, has replied at length. As his rebuttal
swers six pages of closely printed foolscap, not
& mention an additional letter on hired labour

the kibbutz, we cannot publish the Sull text
W his comments. Comr. Weinstock has tried to
a fair summary of the main points made b y
reader in his answer but we are publishing
concluding paragraphs of his letter in order
wonvey the essence of his argumentation.

¥ conclude, then, that by and large, your and

New Left, etc. and pro-Palestinian theses in

. al make an atrocious muddle of what coul

B & good job of striking clarity in condemning
Israeli government of making a dreadful

srderous mess of a fine Middle Eastern

onal Zionist movement even more applicable

b the uniquely sadly placed landless Jews than

it certainly is to the Palestinians themselves, In
common fairness—and I do always strive for
that—I must admit that the lamentably mistaken
Israeli Jews as a whole have indeed had two
saving points in their favour: they originally
meant to settle in peacefully in their oldtime
homeland with the Arab latecomers who had
nothing to fear logically, for they could always
outnumber them in-the end, but the selfish
Arab leaders used force first and started the
whole violent dispute; and the minority Jews in
the area have very naturally in consequence
been frightened and have lost their heads, short-
sightedly training themselves to rely entirely on
force (thus learning the worst side of the Arab
example), and feeling themselves too driven to
the wall—either of the desert or the sea—to
behave decently and prevent their own rapa-
cious elements coming to the fore. So first the
Arabs spoilt matters, by opposing the rational
and always restricted Jewish return, instead of
humanely welcoming back their persecuted
wandering brothers (and discreetly making sure,
as they could well have done, that the latter
would never dominate more than a small,
certainly permissible area of their own). And
afterwards, apart from praiseworthy but always
completely overweighted minority efforts, the
Jews, instead of persistently using their more
developed Western political potentialities, grew
more and more recalcitrant and forcingly
unyielding. The two sides interacted more and
more fatally. The psychology of the matter is
basically simple in the extreme, each people
offending the other’s national pride more and
more until the clash has now become totally
fatal and absolutely irreparable by their own
nullified efforts. Up to now, the Great Powers,
for their own interests, have merely stirred up
the strife more and more too. But at last, world
peace being obviously finally threatened, I
think they will have to impose a Middle Eastern
peace, and by depriving the Israelis of their 1967
vainglorious conquests, save a sufficiently
independent small Israel and at the same time
necessarily also restore the Palestinians to their
reasonable birthright thereby. If the Israelis are
saved—and, in spite of their terrible misdeeds,
brought about, after all, largely by fear, I do not
think sane humans need say they must be
delivered up to probably unrestrained Arab
revenge—the Palestinians must avoidably be
saved too; the saving of the misguided Israelis
can, in fact, only be done by the saving of the
unfortunate Palestinians, and in no other way.
At the same time, as Nasser nowadays says, the
whole general quarrel with the Arabs can
gradually be settled under international auspices;
he, of course, quite rightly insists that no
progress can be made at all without settling the
refugee problem first, and at any rate partially
in Israel. How to do it without destroying
[srael, he does not seem to have worried about
sufficiently. But others must bring him that
worry. Dr. Goldmann might have done. Mr.
Weinstock, I am afraid not. He surely means
well, but I do hope that at least he will sort out
his theses better yet. With Russian-sanctioned
U.N. armies, there is still a way through. Other-
wise, | admit that Israel will disappear from the
map after further unlimited bloodshed, a fate
brought on inevitably by crass fear involving
crass folly. I reiterate finally that no charge can
reasonably be brought against Jewish Zionism
as such. Its founder always intended it to be
gentle; he was ready to accept even historically
unattractive Uganda if political difficulties were
too great. No: the charge of all of us must be
against an Israeli government, consistently mis-
guiding its people in an admittedly frightened
but childish lack of psychological understanding,
and inept incompetence.”

NATHAN WEINSTOCK REPLIES:

The main points made by Ben-Yosef are the
following: (1) I could secure a much better case
by attacking the Isracli government instead of
Zionism; (2) In view of Arab terrorist inability
to prevent intensive bloodshed among Arabs
themselves in Jordan, an Arab takeover of Israel
could imply a second holocaust for the Jewish
people; (3) Zionism never meant displacing a
single Arab from Palestine. Nowhere does mili-
tary force appear in original Zionist writings;
(4) The root of the present situation can be
traced back to 1947-1948 when the Arabs
rejected the U.N. partition plan and invaded
Israel while the victorious Israeli government
made the fatal mistakes of refusing to let the
original refugees back and allying itself with
modern American dollar-imperialism; (5) The
only way to stop the bloodshed is the installa-
tion of a huge international army in the occu-
pied territories and on both sides of the pre-
1967-war frontiers; (6) In spite of managerial
distortion, the Hisdadrut still constitutes a very
serious check on capitalist development; (7) The
overall average of hired labour in the kibbutzim
does not exceed 20%; true, hired labour amounts
to 50% of the kibbutz industry (more than 1/3
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Kibbutzniks are operating pure socialism devoid
of exploitation.

(1) The first argument is obvio usly the main
one: our reader agrees that Israeli policies are
wrong but in his opinion this has nothing to do
with the social and political structure of the
Zionist State as such. We hold, on the other
hand, that the Palestinian problem is essentially
the problem of the colonial-type relationship
between Jews and Arabs as embodied in the
legal (Laws of Return and on Nationality),
economical, social (discrimination), and political
(no self-determination for Palestinians) frame-
work of the Zionist state. Therefore, we think
that even in the event of some sort of permanent
ceasefire between Israelis and Palestinians or
Arabs, nothing could actually be settled if
things were to remain as they are. In this
connection, Israel can be compared to Northern
Ireland: the colonial essence of the State must
be uprooted-in order to solve the problem. And
by Zionism we mean just these elements of the
social and political make-up of the country and
its ideology and not the mere matter of some
more thousands of Jews immigrating to the
Holy Land. Furthermore, the Zionist structure
of the State implied from the very outset its
dependence on Imperialism, So, Zionism, as we
see it, is the essence of the problem. Therefore
we advocate the de-Zionisation of Israel, which
means the destruction of the quasi-colonial
framework.

(2)  This brings us to the second point: the
danger of a mass pogrom on the Israelis. There
isa very simple way of averting this danger: the
mass participation of class-conscious Israelis in
the anti-Zionist struggle, which is in fact
necessary anyhow in order to de-Zionise Istael
since the destruction of the capitalist structure
and the forceful removal of the bourgeoisie and
the labour bureaucracy cannot be effectuated
without moving a large sector of the Israeli
proletariat on the scene (you can't liberate
people in spite of themselves). The workers’
struggle during the past years and recently in
Ashkelon which took the radical form of
spontaneous workers’ committees has proved
that it is possible.

(3) Herel cannot but express wonder at our
reader’s assumption! From the outset, Arab
fellaheen in Palestine struggled against Jewish
colonists who were occupying the land which
formerly belonged to them. The left-wing
Zionist policy of not exploiting the natives
actually aggravated the situation because it
implied that the tenants had to leave the land
purchased by the Jewish National Fund. The
resistance of the fellaheen to Jewish colonisa-
tion (in contradistinction to the effendis who
fed on land speculation) was the main motive
for the successive Jewish military units in
Palestine from Bar-Giora and Hashomer before
1914 to the post-World War I Hagana and the
present Tsahal (army). This was Zionism i#
practice. As for the ideologists, not all grasped
the implications of Zionism, but they all under-
stood that their programme could only be
accomplished with foreign military support (be
it the Kaiser, the Sultan of the British Mandate).
After all, settling Jews in Palestine in the teeth
of the natives’ resistance is what Zionism is
about, isn’t it? :

(4) The 1948 war was a distorted expression
of the basic antagohism between Zionist coloni-
sation and the Arab masses. But Arab opposition
never ceased from the beginning of the century
and actually culminated in the Palestinian revolt
of 1936-39 crushed by British imperialism helped
by the Zionist militias. The plight of the
refugees was a large-scale and violent version of
the piecemeal evacuation of Arab tenants
inherent in Zionist land policy.

(5) Great-power intervention in the Middle
East is motivated by the fear of revolutionary
developments in the area. This underscores the
fact that the importance of the Palestinian
resistance is mainly political (radicalisation of
the masses) and not military (they are but a
minor threat to Israeli security). Therefore,
revolutionaries must opposing the stationing

of foreign troops in the area just as they under-
stand that British soldiers in Ulster are there to
bolster the colonial set-up and not to “protect”
the population. .
(6)  The Hisdadrut is not a trade union at all:
it is a gigantic apparatus that serves to integrate
the Israeli working class in the capitalist
economy. A/l important Israeli strikes have
been called in spite of vigorous Hisdadrut
opposition. It is not merely a matter of the
labour bureaucracy being conservative: the
leadership of the Hisdadrut has been part of the
industrial-State apparatus from the very
inception of the Zionist state, i.e. long before
1948. The establishment of a real trade union
would therefore be a great step forward for the
Israeli proletariat. The violence of the strikers’
assaults against the Hisdadrut offices during
street demonstrations indicates that they are
slowly becoming aware of this.

(7)  I'have no quarrel with the reader’s figure
regarding kibbutz industry. The fact that half of
the kibbutz industrial labour is hired labour
suffices to make my point that in view of the

- growing role of manufacture in the kibbutzim,

the capitalist system is slowly swallowing up the
kibbutz economy.

] 3 ve 1 1l
remarkable for the absence of any reference t
a solution through mass mobilisation: our
reader sees peace as the result of Mrs. Meir’s
exertions or Mr. Nasser’s efforts, perhaps even
as a consequence of Mr. Brezhnev’s policy.
Surely for socialists labour action is the main
road towards solving any problem, or what is
Socialism about anyway? So the first step =
forward consists in setting up a united Arab-
Israeli front against Zionism, imperialism and
Arab reaction.
Nathan Weinstock
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Manual of tne Urban Guerrilla—detailed description of
urban guerrilla tactics by Carlos Marighella, one of the
greatest urban guerrillas. 4/- inc. postage from The Red
Mole, Box 8/1.

Socialist Woman—now out in new printed format—is
produced by a group of sociaist women of the Not-
tingham Socialist Women’s Committee, A subscription
costs only 5/- for 6 issues (bi-monthly). Send to
16 Ella Road, West Bridgford, Nottingham,
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London. For details of
Lloyd, 574 7407.

Che Guevara’s Bolivian Diaries. 5/- post free from The
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GROUP has been set up in

next meeting, ring Leonora

TARGET-The Busman’s Newsletter. A monthly maga- —

zine produced by a group of rank-and-file busawen to
help organise the stmggle for Letier pay and conditions
and ezpinst any productivity deals, to fight the deterio-
ration in public transport as a service, and struggle for
workers’ control.

If you are interested —or want a sample copy—write to =
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Trotsky on the Fourth International; British Stesl
Industry; book reviews ete. 3/- each, £1 per year,
Write International, ¢/o Red Books,
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GERM’S LYE VIEW (LONDON): the rank and file
paper from the Royal Free Hospital for all hospital
workers. Current issue includes articles on the NUPE
pay claim, domestic labour in hospital, private medi-
cine and the doctors® pay settlement. Available from
50 Colebrooke Row, N.1, at 3d 2 copy plus 4d postage
or on sale or return,

Middle Fast for Revolutionary Socialism. Latest issue

182 Pentoivifle

(No. 3) obtainable from Peter Gowan, ¢/o 182 Penton- ~

ville Road, London N.1, 1/5 p.p. Subscription £1 per
year from M.E.R.S., 3 Beachwood Ave., London N.3.

SURK'H SAVERA (RED DAWN): New Urdu journal ~
of - the Pakistani Marxist Group which presents the
ideas of the Fourth International and has re lar
coverage of Pakistani polities. Price 1 6. Available from

Red Books, 182 Pentonville Road, Lm,?n N:t:
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Journal of the Spartacus League, NOW OUT.
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1/3 each. Subs. I5/- for 12, 8/- for 6.
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WOMEN'S LIBERATION AND
_REVOLUTIONARY SOCIALISM

Jo OBrien, who is an editor of Socialist Woman,
has just returned from a lecture tour in the U.S.A.

On Wednesday August 26th thousands of
women demonstrated throughout America.
They demonstrated around specific issues, but
there is no doubt that their demands—equal
opportunity for jobs and education; free abor-
tion on demand; and free 24-hour child-care
facilities, community controlled—were demands
put forward with the concept of Women's
Liberation in mind, not women’s rights. The
chant, the slogan, the roar on that day was
“Women's Liberation”.

To develop liberation it is necessary to have
rights and equality first, but the dynamic of the
Women's Movement is the understanding that
women will find no satisfactien in sharing the
position of men under Capitalism. Women are
struggling for equality only because it is the
first step to liberation. The Liberation Move-
ment contains the assumption that women need
to transcend their present condition under
Capitalism. What is now developing is the
understanding that to do this they have to
transcend Capitalism.

Capitalism and the Family

There isan absolutely logical relationship

between Women's Liberation and Revolutionary

Sogialism. To understand this relationship we
_first have 10 recognise that the Women's Move-

ment is basically a reaction against the Capita-
#list social structure which is based on socially

" enforced sexual exclusiveness and monogamy.

"Women are challenging their social role under
Capitalism because safe female contraception
has'introduced anew contradiction. Contra

= ception would appear to release women from
the néad to be sexually faithful, sexually

abstemious before marriage, and to release
them from the automatic acceptance of

monogamy. Women in large numbers are
attempting to live for the first time by values
other than those which have been perpetuated
by the Capitalist State and Church to justify
monogamy and sexual exclusiveness. But'
siQmen are not in fact released by contracep-
tion seness and monogamy were
instituted to perpetuate a specitic mode of
production and this mode of production is still

snabsolutely intact in most parts of the world.
Whilst ever this mode of production is
unchanged, the present role of the Family will
exist and the oppression of women will
continue

The important point is that women are led

_ 1o an understanding of this by their definition
of what they want. Women exn rienee-tHer
OEPPesSIOM 1 4 Targe exte:‘nr‘fr?r{e;algeh the Family.
They want to be free of the restrictions imposed
upon them by their role in the Family. This
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WOMEN'S LIBERATION

leads them to a study of its nature and the
reason for its existence. They find that their
oppression is directly related to Capitalist
economic organisation. They discover that the
sexual faithfulness of women was instituted by
Capitalists to ensure that they could pass on
their property to their children. They realise
that the Family was instituted to end communal
responsibility for the individual, and as the
means of the division of labour between male
and female through which the Capitalist produc-
tion operates. Women are therefore moving to
an understanding of the need for social change,
because they are seeking not only equality but
Freedom—and their definition of what they
want poses the question, “Freedom from what?"’

Social Revolution

The Women's Liberation Movement lays bare
the distortion of human relations by Capitalism,
particularly the most fundamental kind of
human relations—male/female ones. It moves
logically against Capitalist economics because it
challenges the validity of the socially enforced
Family unit, which exists as the only form of
social organisation in our society and exists
because of Capiialism. The Women's Movement
strikes right at the heart of our social organisa
tion. Because its concern is Liberation, its
demands have revolutionary implications. Free
abortion on demand and free community-
controlled child-care centres are typical exampl
examples. They imply State pravision for
personal needs; social responsibility for personal

‘welfare; the control of a person’s life by that

person rather than values imposed by Church

or State; and the destruction of the role of the
Family in relation to production. These
demands were not put forward by the American
Women's Liberation Movement because the
majority of the women in the Movement are
conscious Socialists. They were adopted because
they express the needs of all women today.
They show that women are conscious of what
they need to radically alter their social condi-
tion, and that the thing they need is a sociallstic

*philosophy as opposed to a Capitalistic one.

Their demands are not for social revolution—
but they imply social revolution. Free abortion
and free child care are realisable demands. But
they will only be realised with a significant
change in the structure of Capitalist society,
and when they are realised they will bring
about a significant alteration in our social
organisation. Thousands of women fighting for
these demands means thousands of women
consciously fighting for social reorganisation
and liberation from their present condition.
And the more that women unconsciously fight
for socialism, they more conscious they will
become of its relevance to them.

Alienation

Central to the Liberation Movement is a
coqs¢:ious disgust at the quality of life in our
society. Women in America are learning Karate,

not as a symbol of self-protection against the
male oppressor but as a means of coping with
the violent abuse and degradation of the female
sex by the male sex which is only one aspect of
the absolute sense of alienation felt by the
majority of people in that country. The men
who approached me in the streets of New York,
as they approach all women in the streets of
New York, with words that were unbelievably
loathsome and cruel, were expressing the
savageness of an alienation that a Londoner,
for example, could not comprehend. Women,
who are so easily reviled, beaten, raped and
murdered, have had the stink of alienation in
their nostrils for long enough. It is very
significant that a search for Liberation has
been motivated not only by economic need,
but also by disgust at the quality of human life
and relations under Capitalism. The mass of
women inside the Moverment may not think in
terms of “‘alienation”, but they are the victims
of it and they are arming against it.

If revolutionary socialist parties ignore this
massive rejection of Capitalism by women, and
fail to point out to them in a relevant way that
it is Capitalism they are rejecting, then there
will be important and tragic consequences.

The Role of Revolutionaries

Women have defined themselves what they
want and have defined the road that they will
take. They are at the beginning of the road

that ultimately leads to revolutionary socialism,
but their movement along this road could be
greatly helped by revolutionary parties
recognising female oppression and'indicating
their support for the Women's Liberation
Movement. Women will reach a conscious
revolutionary position that much quicker if
conscious revolutionaries salute their struggle
and point out what both groups have in com-
mon. If revolutionary socialist parties turn their
backs on women, the point of the overthrow of
Capitalism will never be reached. A revolutionary
socialist movement which does not identify
with the oppression of any and every social
group is neither revolutionary nor socialist. |
the revolutionary socialist movement lags much
longer in identifying with the Liberation move-
ment, the two will move forward but not in
concert. Women will not identify with a
political movement that does not acknowledge
their oppression. It will not deserve their
support and it will not get it. There will not,
therefore, occur that mutual identification that
must occur between numerous social groups
and classes, and a revolutionary party, for the
successful overthrow of Capitalism. Revolu-
tionaries will have failed.

If revolutionaries are failing to understand
the importance of the Women's Liberation
movement, it is largely because they do not
understand the relationship between Capitalism
and the people who live under it. They will
have failed to see that nearly all classes, groups
and strata of our society, at some time or

another, will find Capitalism unbearable, and
that thg rejection of the quality of life under
Capitahgm can be as huge a motivating force as
economic stress. Women students, women from
the professions, women from the middle and
working classes are rejecting Capitalism inde-
pendent of any class movement because they
are sick to the guts of the female role, the
female stereotype, socially enforced marriage
and numerous other distortions of human life
projected by our society. It is simplistic to
consider that only the working class will .
disaffect from Capitalism, and therefore that
only workers have revolutionary potential,
Racial and religious groupings, age groups, and
now a sex, are in the process of disaffecting,
And why should we be surprised? We know
that every aspect of our life is crippled by this
kind of social organisation and it is therefore
only logical that more and more sections of the
community will seek for an alternative, We are
witnessing the growth of human Consciousness
and upderstanr;ing. and the translation of this
consciousness into action.

Consciousness-Raising

“Consciousness” is the fundamental link
between Women's Liberation and Revolutionary
Socialism. It is very significant that the basis of
the Liberation Movement everywhere has been
the consciousness-raising group. Women began
with a recognition that they had to re-think
everything they were, and that was a brilliant
beginning. They had to penetrate deep into
what they had been made, and if they did not
like what they had been made then they had to
make themselves, They decided that they could
alter their own consciousness and with a
re-altered consciousness they could change
their lives because they could affect the orga-
nisation of their society,

When at least 25,000 women demonstrated
in the centre of New York, it was a triumph for
the concept of consciousness-raising. Women
organised the mareh, led it and addressed it. It
was militant but controlled, without dema-
gogues but organised. The women bore with
endless patience the abuse of male onlookers
and the deliberate disruption by the Press. Their
call to the thousands of onlookers was “Women
—join us.” When | gave them a message of
solidarity from the Nottingham Socialist
Women's Cornmittee, a roar of triumph came
from this mass of wornen—triumph because
they were now sure that their movement was
international and strong. On the 26th of
August American sisters gave great evidence of
their contribution to their own future and to
that of others.

A male, French revolutionary, who had
previously protested that the Women's
Liberation Movement was self-indulgent and
a-political, went to watch the demonstration.

‘As thousands of women passed him and showed

the meaning of the new female consciousness, he
added, “Now | understand.”
Jo O'Brien
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SPARTACUS

. ZIONISTS ATTACK ARAB REVOLUTION
"SOLIDARITY MARCH :
As a result of the recent attack on the Fedayeen
in Jordan by the Jordanian military regime, the
Spartacus League, together with IMG comrades,
decided to hold a demonstration in solidarity
with the Fedayeen. The march was planned to
start at Speakers Corner. However, the com-
rades had not long erected their flags and
banners (including a Palestinian national flag)

*when a large group of Zionists, who had been
holding a meeting of their own, began to

- approach. The Zionists, including highly trained

. paramilitary thugs, immediately began to attack
our comrades, who were in a minority. Placards
and banners were ripped up and leaflets burnt.
Already before the S.L. contingent arrived, a
Maoist had been beaten up. The demonstration
started out and was extremely militant—it had

~to be since the Zionists followed us all the way

from Speakers Corner to Kensington High Street.

They were waiting to have another go at us

once the demonstration had dispersed. However,
prior plans taking this possibility into account
had been laid en route and the demonstration
succeeded in dispersing into the Underground
very rapidly.

This was the first time that a demonstration
by the Left had encountered organised resistance
on the part of the Zionists, although this has
happened before on the Continent. The lessons
of the demonstration were that we must be
prepared for this type of eventuality in future.
This means that we must make plans in advance

for efficient stewarding and means of dispersal.

S.L. AT BRIGHTON LOBBY
Spartacus League comrades from Glasgow and

London went down to Brighton during the TUC

Conference to attend the Youth Lobby.
Spartacus League Broadsheets were sold and a
leaflet distributed. While not being opposed to
the Lobby as such, the leaflet pointed out that
the problems of organising young people into
the T.U.s had to be tackled politically and not
organisationally. It was incorrect to say that
young people had somehow a lower conscious-
ness. Their political consciousness was generally
higher—involvement in anti-imperialist cam-
paigns, etc.--and this higher consciousness was
one of the factors in their being repelled by the
bureaucratised nature of the Unions.

RED EUROPE MOBILISATION

During the course of the following month,
Spartacus League meetings will take place
throughout the country on Red Europe. A list
of dates is included here, and exact times and
dates will be in the mid-October Mole.

Bristol 12 Oct.
B’ham Aston 13 Oct.
Leicester/Nott'm 14 Oct.
Coventry (2) 15 Oct.
Keele, Stafford 16 Oct.
York, Hull 21 Oct.
Sheffield 22 Oct.
Leeds 23 Oct.

Manchester, i
Lancaster 2 Nov. .

Glasgow 3 Nov.

Edinburgh, :
Stirling 4 Nov.

For exact details, write to the Spartacus
League, 182 Pentonville Road, London N.1,
or phone 01-837 6954 and ask for the S.L.
. On the weekend of October 30/31/1st Nov.
the S.L. will have a national mobilisation in
London as a preliminary to Red Europe. During
the weekend S.L. members will go to the Cliff/
Mandel debate, a Vietnam demonstration and
possibly an anti-racist demonstration. Write to
the Centre if you would like to participate.

SPARTACUS LEAGUE SCHOOL ON
WORKERS WORK :

On 18th/19th September, the Spartacus League
held its first cadre school for young militants on
the problems Marxists face in relation to the
working class and the trade unions. Special
emphasis was given to how young Marxists
could intervene in the day-to-day struggles of
the class. Papers were presented on various
subjects including Marxism and the Trade
Unions, Workers Control, Trade Unions under
Neo-Capitalism, and the present conjuncture of

- the working class movement. The discussion

centred around the experiences of militants in
various fields. Comrades from Scotland gave us
an analysis confronting young militants in
relation to apprentices whilst other comrades
gave reports on various aspects of the Spartacus

I eaoue intarventinn in tha ranant dnnl otetl-a

Various conclusions can be drawn out of the
school. The school helped to clarify the prob-
lems involved in intervening in the struggle of
the working class and helped to clarify the
various confusions many comrades have in this
field. As the Spartacus League develops, its work
in trade unions and in relation to young workers
will become increasingly more important. In
the coming months we can expect new attacks
by the Tory government on militant trade
unionists by use of incomes policy, anti-union
legislation and productivity deals. At the same
time the role of the bureaucratised unions will
be especially important. The role of the GMWU
at Pilkingtons was exposed in the last issue of
Red Mole. Now there is news of a fresh struggle
about to take place in the ETU against its -
undemocratic and burcaucratised structure. All
these events make it especially important that
militants have a clear understanding of these
problems. At the same time militants must con-
struct an alternative strategy for fighting the
offensive of the government, employers and
their lackeys the labour aristocracy (the union
hosses and bureaucrats). It is also important to

expose those, like Hugh Scanlon and Jack Jones,

who put on a left face and so confuse the rank
and file. '

For this reason militants must be able to .
intervene in the struggles of the class and pose
transitional demands, and must be able to
counter the fake offers of “workers’ participa-
tion” with a clearly worked-out and developed
programme to be ablé to pose the question of
e ’ PR B L1
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