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'Unions': Extender Base, essential
for adhering the vensexr to the
base, with long-lasting effect and
deep stability. Imexplicably
assumed to be for wse with 'lLabour'
only, but can be, and is, used with
all veneers,

IT MAKES

'CP': Incorporated since

for 30 years, Faster I19I7. 3 finishes: 'Moscohax',

acting tham 'Tory', but 'Buro' and 'B(M-L)', Quickly
builds up a new top crust,

with quick-drying and
matt-finish, Several -and solidifies downwards,

layers can be built up
quickly.

'Iabour': A best-sellexr

“From the makers of “Raw deal” Serf !

"Trot's More abrasive '"Tory': A consistent best
vexsion of 'CP', for ~-geller for 200 years,
radical treatment, Same Builds slowly, layer upon
action, several finishes, layer, to produce a deep
from 'hard' to 'soft'. gloss, Highly absorbent,

Most successful on soft,
malleable surfaces,




TECHNICIANS

STRIKE

Birmingham University technitlans have gone back
to work after a gruelling 29 weeks out on strike and
agreed to 'mediation' over the interpretation of a
holiday agreement signed in 1974 by the University but
not honoured. Even the one day's extra holiday on the
pre-1974 situation as a back-to-work agreement had to
be dragged out of them.

The University management, and in particular the
personnel officer McCracken, has demonstrated a really
19th century attitude in the course of this dispute.
Before th= strike, many workers were complaining about
the serf-like way in which they were treated. Any
method possible has been used to break the strike,
including bringing in electric fires through the
picket line in academic's private cars (fuses in
University buildings have been known to blow........
through overloading the circuit, of course! ), and
using a furniture mover, Wheatley, to bring in coal
and other supplies in his van at night (the stokers
refused to stoke this coal; their action was later
made official). A picket was threatened with an iron
bar, which resulted in the occupation of an administ-
ration building, unfortunately only for a few hours.
On another occasion a picket was injured when a strike
breaking lorry crossed the line., Heartfelt pleas were
made by the University for 'peaceful picketing', which
for them meant standing there watching the coal roll
in while a scab beats you over the head.

The student attitude was at best half-hearted, at
worst abyssmal; at a massive union meeting 477 voted
to condemn the strike, though this was later replaced
by a more 'liberal' motion 'supporting neither side’.
This was the line peddled by some aceademic staff -
some of whom make their living out of writing books
about the working class - who circulated petitions
condemning the strike. An Iranian student, interviewed
in the Evening Mail as a research student's hard luck
story, said that back home by now the strikers would
have been strung up - which is more than likely true !
Some academic staff at the computer centre started
operating a limited computer service themselves. "It
is not intended as a direct participation in the
dispute”, they said. However, on the first morning of
the resumed service the only print-out they could get
was "YOU ARE A MANAGEMENT SCAB". Fancy that ! ILater
some sympathetic computer users started operating
'systems breaks' which put the computer out of action
for half an hour at a time.

Although demoralised as the weeks wore on, the
strike remained solid. Boredom set in, paradoxically,
because after a while lorries driven by T&G and other
unionised workers no longer turned up Jjust to be
turned away again, and pickets were left to deal with
scab lorries which came at night when fewest were
there. National financial support from ASTMS was good,
(although Clive Jenkinsg was busy suing Socialist
Worker), but there is dissatisfaction with the way in
which the union -handled the strike, in particular only
drawing out a part of its members and cthers in rota-
tion. The vital time was in the winter cold spell

How dare tkej

violate this
Sa’\Ct\Aﬁfj g(

\‘:\ -

which the University managed to sit out - a concerted
effort then might have done the trick. Also at an ‘
earlier stage the Union conceded a day's holiday with-

out consulting the strikers, though they later
accepted this.

The crunch came when the University put it about
that it was going to replace the computer centre with
computer terminals, putting the operators out of work,
a bludgeoning tactic typical of its handling of the
dispute. By now people had had enough, and voted by a
substantial majority to go back to work. This decision
was not manipulated, they were just fed up.

But the strike had its positive aspects. Despite
the demoralisation many have had a good time, building
braziers to warm up against, burning wood from nearby
fences, and there has been a considerable change in
some people's lifestyles with the leisure time gained
as a result of the release from work, meaning that
people could get on with things they'd always wanted
to do and many new things besides, This also meant
that many had better things to do than come and
picket! Some didn't want to go back to work at Bl
many have already left or will leave now that the .
strike 1s over,

What are the lessons of this dispute? Certainly
it puts a big question mark over the use.of the strike
in this situation, especially a partial strike like
this one - many of the workers were very unhappy at
the Union for not drawing everyone out. A long hard
look needs to be taken at the strike as a tactic,
with an eye to considering alternative forms of
struggle, some of which in small ways have been used
here. Whatever the tactics chosen, however, they must
be firmly in the hands of the workers concerned, and

directly managed by them.

It is amazing that the University has stuck to
its 19th century attitude in an age when the name of
tha game is collaboration with the unions to disci-
pline and control the workers (seen most graphically
with the Leyland toolmakers, at the Times and at
Heathrow recently), and to solicit thelr cooperation.Ge
knows what they teach on the University's Industrial
Relations course ! One thing is for sure, despite
this short-term victory, and whether or not they push
the technicians around from one department to another
as a cat and mouse 'punishment', the University will
be facing a militant, uncooperative workforce from

now On,




MONEY MONEY MONEY.

One of the commonest charges levelled against all
socialists is that they are dreamers. The listener
responds to the socialists' grand plan for the future

society by saying "This is all very well and very nice,

but it bears no relation at all to reality, you're
just dreaming".

This charge has more than a certaln amount of
truth in it - too many socialists are given to
dreaming. For instance one of the earliest socialists,
Charles Fourier, had everything in the socialist
society planned down to the smallest detail. Under
soclalist society he feared that we would still be
faced with the problem of how to dispose of the
refuse and that this might involve unpleasant work.
How could this problem be solved? Easy, said Fourier,
children love dirt therefore all children will become
refuse cllectors. °

Fourier also came up with other faniful ideas
about the nature of the future socialist society.
He believed that when socialism was established the
sea would turn to lemonade and the lions would all
become gentle vegetarian beasts.

Such ideas are obviously highly imaginative but
quite worthless and yet certain of the dreams of the
earliest socialists are still retained in socialist
theory. For instance the majority of the early
soclalists had an obsession with money, which they saw
as the root of all evil. They dreamed that ‘'when the
revolution came' (read 'when our ship comes in') money
would no longer serve any useful function. Miners from
South Wales would send out coal to whoever needed it,
fishermen from Grimsby would send out fish to whoever
needed it, and writers from Kew would send out
newspapers to whoever wanted them. The miner having
given away her coal could simply take all the books
and fish she needed from the community store.

It is my contention that if this is our picture
of society immediately after any revolution then we
are dreamers. There will not be an instantaneous
surplus of every product available the day after the
revolution., Some products and services could easily
be provided without charge, like transport. After all
a large proportion of the costs of running the bus
and train services goes in collecting the fares (a
system which is as irrational as anything dreamed
up by Fourier), But there will not necessarily be
instantaneous supply of clothes, books, records,
grapefruits and pictures. We could decide at a central
level how much of each of these products to produce
and risk creating a powerful planning bureaucracy.

We could on the other hand say that everyone would

be provided with so many 'labour notes' and could
choose what to spend their surplus money on. There is
nothing fundamentally anti-socialist about such an
arrangement,

There is no good reason why socialists should: be
afraid of solutions to economic problems which involve

the retention of money. Money in itself is nothing
more than a piece of paper. You can't eat it, listen
to it or build with it. Equally it can't in itself
enslave us, Noone was ever made the slave of a piece
of paper. However, when society had recognised the
importance of particular pieces of paper, and when
these pieces of paper were concentrated in the hands
of a few wealthy men, then the pileces of paper were
used to enslave millions of poor people. It was not
the pieces of paper which were important in this
processi it was the social arrangements which
decreed that some should have large quantities of

money whilst others have none. It other words it is
not the distribution of money which creates
oppression, it is the distribution of wealth and

power.

Those socialists who still talk at length about

abolishing money and who coin such phrases as 'Smash
Cash' are in danger of launching their major attack
on the pieces qf paper and not upon the social system
which enables these pieces of paper to dominate their
lives. Furthermore those soclialists who talk about
doing away with money on the day after the revolution
are still in the age of Fourier, They see the
revolution as some apocalypse which will do away with
all evil and immediately create new human beings.
Personally I see any revolution as one short period
in the whole process of our struggle for socilalism,
Such a struggle does not begin with the revolution
and 1t does not end with the abolition of money.

A.B.
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