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‘&dAL-L and uneconom.‘lc”
hosmtals are to be closed,

according to Health Minister |
‘Barbara Castle.

The whole barbaric logic

" of capitalism is summed up
~ in that word ““uneconomic’’
Is the next step for hospitals

to refuse treatment to. “un-

economic’’ patients?
As well as hospitals being

closed; staff vacancies are
"being left unfilled, services

are being cut back, and out-
dated buildings are not -
replaced. |

REFUSED

At Queen Elizabeth’s chil-

.. .,dren’s hospital (part of the -
“oreGreat Ormond Street. group),

the management have in-
sisted £70,000 must be cut
‘‘even if by so doing the

level and quality of the serv-

ice to patients is affected”’.
The ancillary workers’ tnion
NUPE found a copy of this
directive — and called a 24
hour protest strike.

In Portsmouth, too, unions
have taken action — over the
case of 60 student nurses
who .were sacked straight.

~after finishing their training.

Junior hospital doctors
have refused to sign new
contracts which would re-
duce their basic working
hours from 90 to 44, but
which would do that by re -

Barbara Castle. Her idea
B of “economic hospitals’’
§ means people travelling
‘miles out of their way to

the nearest ‘battery

| and ancillaries who bear the
brunt of the work weren’t
having their jabs chopped.

$] Asitis, it sounds more
' like tbe cdes of a rich and

govemment
The rich pressure graups |
make their voice heard. Our

| millionaires and Harley St.
| clinics; and yet it can’t
it | ‘afford’ to employ sixty
a8 | trained nurses.

=] Take £600. Do you put it
towards a company director’s
salary for a week —or to-
wards the difference between
wages and dole for those 60
nurses for a week? No-one
would decide rationally in
favour of the company direct-
or. Yet that is what ‘our’

present-day society does.

distributing payments within
-~ a fixed total wage bill, thus
resulting in a straight wage
cut for one third of the
doctors.
Everywhere it has been the
lower-paid health workers,

es more concern over 106
consultants (out of 10,000)
who have left the country in
the last 12 months.

The moaning about the
consultants leaving Britain
would be more convincing if
especially the ancillaries, it was accompanied by equ-
who have fought against the ally vocal rejoicing about
decline of the health service. the numbers of skilled doct-

Yet the gove'nment express- ors who come to Britain as capltahsm

"SMASH THE NAZI FRONT!

Sprucing them-
selves up for a
souvenir snapshot
in an English
codptry lane, 1962.
The gent with the
flagpole is John
Tyndall, who now ¥¥
leads the National |
Front; pn the right,
Dennis Pirie, now
NF Organiser,
Brighton. This
Saturday they’re
meeting at Chelsea
Town Hall with :
other Nazis and a
collection of racist
bigots to plan next

of thuggery. if we §
don‘t stop them, welf— =~
shouldn’t be too e
surprised if the
Front’s violence
against immigrants
and socialists
grows apace.
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| immigrants, Or if the nurses

society continues to ‘afford’

That is the barbanc logic of ,

Import controls

10 Solution to
nemploymen

*“T he TUC acknowledges, however,
that the import controls it is propos-

1 ing will have a major impact on un-

employment this winter’’

‘But import controls was neverthe-
less the main policy proposal to come
out of the TUC economic committee

| meetings on Wednesday October 8th.

The proposal will now go to the TUC
General Council and from there to the
govemment. -

The reactionary nature of the im-
port controls policy comes out very

clearly in one¢ of the industries recom-

mended by the TUC Economic Cttee.
for rapid introduction of controls by

f quota: textiles.’ A leader of the Port-

uguese textile workers’’ union recent-
ly toured Britain explaining that

such controls hit his members paruc- |

ularly hard.

Even for British wo;kcrs 1mport
controls are no solution. Their imm-
ediate effect is higher prices and a
smaller variety of goods available.

If the controls give a bigger share

of the British market to British busi-

nesses, that still doesn’t necessarily
mean reduced unemployment. The

| overall level of demand may decline;

employers may try to get increased
production with fewer workers; and,

whatever the short term effect of im-

port controls, the stern hand of capit-
alist competition will always, in the

J end, strike down mefﬁc:cnt busin-
fl esses which ay to shelter in protect-
ed home markcts

The insanity of the import cont-

f rols policy really becomes clear,

however, when we look at it-on an

;mtematxonal level. If the’ British- go(r-‘

ces» impm e‘imt:olsl

ol.her capxtahst governments will -

reply in kind. The end result is a

general decline in international trade,

economic recession — and, of course,
increased unemployment in every
country !

RESTRAIN

The polic/y. of British workers
banding together with British capital-
ists to keep out Portuguese, or
French, or Japanese, or American
goods, can only choke any attempts
to build international working class

unity. In that way, it not only blocks™

the possibility of working class -
action to build socialism (which
needs intermational unity), it also
hindens the immediate fxght against
redundancies.

Ford workers in Britain, for ex- -
ample, have to combine with Ford
workers in Belgium against the Ford
bosses’ threats to move production

from one country to another. But how

can they do that if at the same time
they are combining with the British
Ford bosses to try to get import ¢ en-
trols against cars produced by the
Belgian Ford workers! Or if the Belg-

ian workers are trying to stop British-
produced Fords being sold in Belgium!

Worse again, being tied with the
bosses in a common campaign can’
only tend to restrain unions :from the
working class action AGAINST the
bosses necessary to protect jobs. -

But the TUC doesn’t even claim
that import controls will do much to
save jobs! Their only argument
seems to be that import controls
would shore up some sections of -

British mdustxy From this xncrcasedf;
capitalist prospcn ty some crumbs

might fall to unprove thc workers’
lot. |
Never once do they consider any

_option other than various ways of
patching up capitalism. But then the -
"FUC leaders are not threatened with -

redundancy themselves. They can

happily propose a remedy to unemp~

loyment which will have “no ma]or

“impact this winter’*,

A working class fight-back
against unemployment rdeeds more -

then such complacency. It needs vig-
orous struggle aga.inst any cmploycrsi-,
&rying to cut jobs; no covering for =
natural wastage or voluntary rcdund-
ancies; occupations to seize factor-
ies threatened with closure, put them:
under workers’ control, and force :
:natxonahsauon wlthout compensation.
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AFTER a gap of several years, the trade‘union block vote has
gone back to supporting the right wing of the Labour Party.

" For some years the block vote had switched to the left. The
press went into paroxysms of anti-union hate; editors attacked
Jack Jones and Hugh Scanlon as autocrats. -

Now Jones, Basnett, Chapple and most of their colleagues

" raise their cards, the million pound notes of Labour’s electoral

system, to unanimous press approval. .

The heat instead is on the constituencies. Now it is not Jack
Jones but Tony Kelly from Newham North East who s ‘anti-
democratic’. The villains are no longer the unions, but the ward
and constituency Labour Parties. It’s not the way union leaders
are chosen that’s pilioried, but the way MPs are unchosen.

The chief actor in this switch is Jack Jones. But Jones hasn’t
simply become a right winger. His general political aims are
much the same as those of the leading ‘lefts’, Benn, or Scanlon,
or Clive Jenkins — or even lan Mikardo.

But ‘Jones’ course is determined by one fundamental axiom:
the Labour Government must be maintained in office.

Never again does he want to see a repeat of 1966-780 when the
unions came out in clear opposition to the Government over ‘In
Place of Strife’, and as a result the Labour Goxgrmment lost
votes. / : |

Four years of Tory government followed. But if the unions
had had Jones’ present policy back in 1966-70, ‘In Place of
Strife’ would have hecome law. Instead of the unions forcing the
repeal of the Tory Industrial Relations Act, they would be

bound by a Labour Industrial Relations Act.

South Africa — mass rst

under Terrorism Act

A YEAR ago, a rally in South Africa called to celebrate

 the victory of Frelimo in Mozambique was declared
illegal. It went ahead in defiance of the ban, and sbout

40 people were arrested. ~ .
Some of thase arrested are still awaiting trial.
South Africa has made a speciality of

without trial, what with the 60-, 90- and then 180-day

orders which could be renewed indefinitely, and the

Terrorism Act. |
Under that Act a senior police officer can order the

arrest and detention of any person and keep them in

prison without trial for the rest of their lives. o
Neither the detainee’s lawyer, his minister of rehgion

nor his family has the right to see him. No-one but an

officer of the state is entitled to information about him.

In other words, he can simply vanish, disappear without

trace. .- -

At least 22 people are known to have died while being
detained under the Terrorism Act and other detention

without trial laws, and there have been numerous alleg-

 ations of torture and assault. No doubt the deaths 1n

some cascs at least are not unconnected with the torture
and assault.

The Terrorism Act is very much a catch-all law. When
five people connected with Capetown and Witwatersrand
universities (one lecturer, and students’ union officers)
were picked up in August,” campus meetings expressed
shock and horror. The legislation allowed no oppor-
tunity even to find out why thé 5 had been arrested. In
reason: taking karate
lessons, asking for assistance for a dci)ressed communit
or organising a price boycott of the local grocer could,
the students were told, land someone in jail under the
Ast. | |

An 81-page charge sheet thrown at 9 African student
leaders last year included such criminal items as
“denigrating whites” and '
inhuman oppressors of blacks.”

Some 77
ism Act.

white students’ union (Karel Tip), members of the Black
People’s Convention, and black youth leaders. Some will
never be tried. 9 are on trial in Pretoria, others in
Johannesburg. But a great deal of secrecy surrounds
these trials. |

Students in Britain will be holding a number of local

rotests on and around October 22nd in support of those
gel.d in South Africa.

of imprisonment -

“representing Whites as

ople are now being held under the Terror-
ey include leaders of SASO, the black
students’ . organisation, the _?resident of NUSAS, the’

THE ONLY real victory inflation”,
for the left at this years yes.
Labour Party Conference
was the eclection to the
National Executive Com-
mittee of Eric Heffer. But wa
those voting for him to
replace Chancelior Denis

they

question in

. and you get
different answer. And

Hesley on the NEC also egates what they think of
voted in favour of Deni$ Healey, he gets
He;ky’s political measures. thrown off the NEC!
he main pro-Healey
B resolutionn passed by con- RIDICULOUS
@ ference ran as follows: RHE_TORlC |
“This Conference calls The right wing at Black-

upon the whole of the pool

resolution has won
support even in many left
wing local Labour party

only theme.

question, you get a silly
answer.” If you ask people
“do you want to help the
Government stop

back in harness

The turn to the right in the trade union block vote ma
least have one small beneficial side effect, in clearing out
muddied notions in the heads of certain revolutionary socialists.

movement,

Struck by the left turn of union bureaucrats over recent years,

the International Marxist Group concluded that these -
and their parliamentary allies, like Benn — represented the
proletarian, working class principle within the Labour Party, in

- opposition to the bourgeois element represented by people like

Jenkins or Prentice.

Based on that analysis, they forward the demands
“Workers Government based on the Trade Unions”, and
“Labour Government based on the organisations of the working
class”. Both of these are diametrically opposed to the revoiut-
ionary principle of the organisations of the working class
keeping their independence from governments that are running
capitalism. Their more recent slogan, “Unite the Left against

" Wilson” has also drawn on the same analysis.

But now it is the right wing who can boast most loudly that
they are “based on the trade unions”! When Jones leapt up to
inteyrupt JMikardo’s attack on the £6 incomes policy at the
Tribune meeting, he was able to shout “I detest these aftacks on
the trade union movement”,

Perhaps now at last the IMG will realise that the .

capitalist policies of the Labour Party do not come from
wing intellectuals, or even businessmen like Lever, ‘infilirating’
the Party, byt from the basic nature of trade wnionist reform-
ism, tchbargaining within the system, on which Labourism has
been built. :
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answer
But take the same
different
terms, and ask “do ‘you
want a 159 cut in real

you ask constituency del-

argued consistently

ditions and erodes its own

Labour movement to on the basis of saving the
support the Government Government — and saving
in its fight against the alliance between the
inflation.” ! Government and the

it was, quite clearly, unions. Decked out with
THE right wing resolution ridiculous purple rhetonc
on economic policy. Yet and chapel-shouting
the conference  vote learned second hand from
reflected the fact that this Nye Bevan, that was

‘Michael Foot’s one and

“I am asking this move-
ment to exert itself as it

organisations.
Why? Because ‘if you has never done before, to
ask an ideological show the - qualities we

have; the Socialist imagin-
‘ation that exists in our
the readiness

to reforge the alliance,

through the

- can demand,

stronger than  ever,
between the government

and the trade unions;
and,” he went on,
launching into absurd

flights of fancy on behalf
of British capitalism
“above all to show the
supreme quality in paolitics
— the red flame of Social-
fst courage. That is what
we have
country...”

The important thing,
then, is to keep a Labour
government. If  that

Labour, government fails

to bring in social reforms,
or if indeed 1t directly
attacks working class con-

previous reforms like the
NHS, well, that is all

secondary. First and fore-

most, the Government
must be supported.
The strength of this

right

many left wingers:

to save the:

_wing argument is |
that it makes sense for E
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~ Workers Fight would
insist that socilalism can |
come  only through
massive rank and filefp
mobilisation of the k&
working class, in bitter §
opposition to people like B

Wilson and Healey. Social- Fle

ism cannot be introduced
good offices
of Westminster and White-

~hall, but only through a

new system based on
democratic, self regulating
workers’ councils (like the
ones that are being formed
in Portugal), arising out of

class struggle. :

THE TOP

PRIORITY

For us, therefore, the
Labour - government and
the Labour Party must be
judged by how they relate
to the living struggles and
interests of the working
class. If the rank and file
self defence and self mobil-
isation of the working
class hurts the Labour
Government -— then that’s
just too bad. It is still our

to% prionty. -
ut for many of
Labour’s lefts, socialist

advance is _.unthinkable

without a Labour Govern-
ment. When you have a
Labour Government, you
cajole,
implore it to act; you can
try to get more left
wingers in place of the
right wing; but you must
always support the
Government.

The economic crisis that
should - have sharpened the

anti-capitalist instincts of

many delegates has in fact
terrified them. The Tribun-
ites have got nowhere in
developing an 'anti-capital-

ist programme  and

ractice. Their chief
eaders, Jack Jones and
Michael Foot, stand
firmly with the govern-
ment. There remains only
one set of ideas and one
set of solutions visible
those of Wilson.

SUGARY

WORDS

No doubt most
delegates knew  that
Harold Wilson's speech on

the Labour Government’s
record was the most out-
rageous humbug. Yet they
a‘lﬁ)wed his sugary words
to soothe them into think-

ing that perhaps the
Government wasn't so bad
after all.

After his boast of a
*“proud record™ and
Labour’s “legislative
achievement” the Con-

ference calmly approved
huge social service cuts;
the wage-cutting £6 ceiling
incomes  policy was  so
massively supported that

Hugh Scanlon, moving an
opposition ‘motion, didnt
even bother to press for a

Portugal

-

card vote. And is the
jailing of Des Warren part
::eo'd“:"blom;; “prond
? Is the repressive
Act part of Labour's ~legi
ct part of Labour’s “legis-
lative achievemenmt™ And
why hasn't the viciously
racialist 1971 Immigration
Act been cleared - off the
statute’ books ' together
with the Industrial Rel-
ations Act? Such vital and
urgent questions were lost
amid the standin
ovations and the appea
for unity.

-~ RIGHTER

THAN RIGHT

The ‘left’ beat the
government on the quest-
ion of import controls,
and thereby managed its
only policy victory by
going further to the q’%ﬂ
than Denis Healey. This
was doubly grotesque in
that the chief candidate
for import controls is
textiles, and only recently
a leader of the Portuguese
textile workers’ union
toured Britain emphasising
how hard his members are
hit by such bans. |

On the issue of Portugal
itself, not only did SP
leader Soarcs speak to the
Conference, but those
resohutions. (fram ° York
and Richmond) which
supported the revolution-
ary developments in
, weren't  even
allowed to be discussed.

The resolutions calling
for the repeal of the Prev-
ention of Terrorism Act
also never reached the con-
ference floor. |

Overall, the right win
rode roughshod over a left
wing that had an unclear
policy, and no idea how to
put that pelicy into
practice except by askin
a right-wing dominat
government to carry it out.

But the nght wing
cannot rejoice too loudly.
Labour  left wingers who
voted reluctantly for the
£6 limit will still know
which side they should be
on when workers rise in
struggle against having to
foot the bill for capit-
alism’s crisis.







