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THE GOVERNMENT's advertis-

Ing campaign to put over its
Housing Finance Bill has run nto
slight difficulties on ITV. This is
not because, as you might think,
the description of the Bill as a ‘Fair
Rents’ Bill i1s a gross fraud under
the Trade Descriptions Act, but that
it is felt to carry a taint of party
political propaganda, which would
never do for I'TV. The usual shoddy
hypocritical British compromise has
been arrived at, which one under-
stands describes the Bill as the Fair
Rents Housing Finance Bill. It is
as if a food manufacturer advertised
his product as Nourishing Poison
Food Starvation Product.

What is a Fair Rent? Conservatives,
who have devoted their political
philosophy to the capitalist system
understandably believe that a fair
rent is as much as the market
will bear. The Labour Party, with
vague pretensions to Socialism and
an actual loyalty to the capitalist
system, believe it should be what
the tenant can pay—and what 1is
economically sound. Post-war os-
cillations between both types of
Government have exposed the tenant
to insecurity, to rising rents and the
non-tenant to homelessness.

At the back of the Conservative
mind is the concept of fairness to
the landlord, who is always en-
visaged as a frail old lady living on
the few pence she gets from con-
trolled rents—why is it one always
lives under the other kind? There
1S also the magic formula that the
Conservatives have dreamed up that
they are going to subsidize ‘people
not houses’, hence the new Housing
Finance Bill which will arrive at
a mystic figure (by stages) of a
fair rent. This will be imposed both
upon private tenants and upon
council tenants. (Upon the latter
even if their housing authority has
a financial surplus.)

For a party opposed to bureauc-
racy and welfare the Conservatives
have gone to the extraordinary
length of setting up a complex
bureaucracy which will determine
a fair rent and a second apparat,
which will make rebates to tenants.
So that they can pay the increased
rents! In this way they will sub-

sidize the landlords!
The idealistic dream of the Con-

NO RENT IS FAIR RENT

servatives is for a property-owning
democracy and they have never con-
cealed their dislike for municipal
housing, this Bill is aimed at wiping
out the stain of subsidized housing
by discouraging Councils from fur-
ther expansion and by raising muni-
cipal housing to economic levels.

The textbook concept of an un-
subsidized society is set at nought
by the Conservative concessions to
a property-owning democracy, by
their furtherance of tax allowances
for mortgages and their continuance
of generous subsidies (initiated by a
Labour Government) for improve-
ment grants to convert a tatty little
slum house into a chic petite town-
house: However these are subsidies
to the right kind of people!

This constant pressure upon the
source of houses, the creation of the
two-house family, the bourgeoisifi-
cation of working-class suburbs, the
constant rise in municipal rents, the
elimination of rented property, have
all*forced families willy-nilly either
into homelessness, overcrowding or
into buying property on a mortgage
and participating in the rat race
at a higher social level. The prob-
lem of housing is nothing new, En-
gels wrote about it in the nineteenth
century (his solution was to take
over the homes of the rich): it has
nothing to do with immigration or
emigration or what kind of govern-
IS In pOWer.
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Thirty years ago the government
had a housing problem, thousands
of people had to be housed in a
hurry. The manpower of the build-
ing trade was mobilized and whole
townships of accommodation were
built, in many cases individual houses
of a high standard. Where this was
not considered mansions were ex-
propriated and the homeless were
allocated living space. The question
of cost or of subsidies did not arise.
There was a problem and it was
solved by the quickest method. Thirty
years later we still have the problem

VALPREDA

15 STILL IN PRISON

IETRO VALPREDO, and three others,

have now been nearly three years

in prison. Accused of causing bomb

explosions, as long ago as 1969, they

still await trial, and the public seem

entirely indifferent to this violation of

what is supposed to be democratic jus-
tice in the free world, and all that.
Furthermore, two Fascists have been
arrested in Milan and charged with the
bombing. Presumably the idea is to
bring them all together, and charge them
jointly, although the spectacle of anar-

chists and Fascists being tried side by
§1dc. as part of the same conspiracy,
15 a bit too much, even for the most

bigoted authoritarians.

Valpreda is literally ‘rotting in jail’.
He is seriously ill with leukemia.
though he was arrested in Milan, he was

brought to Rome for the pre-trial in-
despite protests from his

vestigation,
cefence counsel that this was improper.

The trial opened in February, but the
court declared itself to be incompetent,
and ordered that the hearings take place
implying that the
pre-trial investigation may have been
The Milan public prosecutor

in Milan. Thus

irregular.

Al-

has asked the Court of Cassation to take
the hearings away from Milan. And
so round and round we go. Meanwhile
the health of Valpreda and his comrades
in misfortune continues to deteriorate.
Perhaps the authorities hope that the
problem of what to do with them will
in time solve itself. In some ways Italy
is still in the age of Mussolini—and
operating on many of his laws!

Valpreda has now made an appeal
to the Milan courts that he and his
colleagues be either brought to trial
or set free. Press reports do not strike
an exactly optimistic note about his
chances of achieving anything by this.
Ultimately only public indignation can
save him, and the popular mood (not
only in Italy) seems to be one of cynical
indifference.

AW.U.

According to the latest report we have
received, Valpreda has now been trans-
ferred to a hospital. The trial, if it
ever takes place, is not to be in Milan
but in some, as yet unidentified, town
in the South of Italy. No reason has
been given for this.

of homelessness but lacking the ur-
gency of a war-situation, for it was
in wartime that we built townships
for the services and billetted eva-
cuees. We are not solving the prob-
lem and what is more we claim it
1s insoluble.

To give the Conservatives the
credit of a devout belief in the
ability of capitalism to solve the
housing problem, this Bill is the
purblind fumblings of an idiot creed

rather than the deliberate malice
of a grasping gang of money-
grubbers. That the money-grubbers

will win out there i1s no possible
doubt whatsoever. At the same time
the Labour Party have shown no
adherence to the least vestige of
a Socialism which would solve the
housing problem — which — forgive
me Cathy!—is only a technical prob-
lem—given a determination to solve
it which is conspicuously lacking in
Governments of all stripes.

But what are we to do? On
the rebound, as is usual with electors,
LLabour councils were elected in
many towns and cities. When the

details of this Tory Housing Finance
Bill were revealed they were full of

the
was.

ficht and threatened to defy
central Tory government. It

and 1s still, pointed out that the

Tory government would levy a sur-
charge on councillors who refused
to implement the orders to increase
council rents; the Tory government
also threatened to install a Housing
Commissioner to administer the in-
creases. (It is strange how by some
dialectic, the anti - bureaucratic
Tories set up multiplying bureauc-
racies.)

The Sunday Telegraph (17.9.72)
quotes a Labour councillor as saying,
‘We had the choice of breaking our
election promises, breaking the law
or resigning.” Also in the Telegraph
s the report of the Council at
Rugeley in Staffordshire which de-
cided originally to oppose the Act.
for they already had a surplus from
rent payments (what’s Socialist
about that?). They decided, to
avold surcharges on individual
councillors, to ask the Minister of

the Environment to appoint a
HouSIng Commissioner. This the
Minister refused to do, and said

that the Councillors would be liable
They also threatened other steps

against tenants at which the Council
retreated.

The Telegraph reports council
leader Mr. ' Terry Cowlishaw as
saying, ‘It was the bitterest day of
my 20 years in local government
service. We are still determined
to show that the rent increases are
being imposed by the Government
and not by the local authority. We
have a banner outside the local
rent office saying it i1s not the wish
of the local council, and our rent
books will show the rent we ap-
prove of as well as the total.'—
T'hank you very much!

The number of Labour Councils
‘opposing the act has dwindled
from the original numbers, some
have been ‘bought’ off by conces-
sions of reduced increases from £1
to 75p and others by the process
and reasoning of the Rugeley coun-
cil. We find once again that the so-
called Socialists have feet of clay.
As with the Common Market
and the Trades Disputes Acts, we
find these staunch champions of the
masses quibbling about 25p, or the
interpretation of some clause or

Continued on page 3

ALTHOUGH THE VAST majority of
building workers returned to work
after the ‘shabby settlement’ with the
employers, they did not feel that they
had been defeated. Far from it, twelve
weeks of struggle have changed the
industry out of all recognition. As
building workers we were told, that by
the very nature of the industry, strike
action, on a large scale, was not only
impossible but would also be ineffective.
The contrary has been proved on both
counts.

There is now a widespread feeling
that the unions, or rather the Union
of Construction. Allied Trades and Tech-
nicians, got the employers off the hook,
because, after another two or three
weeks, the bosses would have settled the
f\'x_l_L_claim.

On Merseyside, Birmingham and Dun-
dee, the strike continued for another
week In protest against the settlement.
Local union leaders were shouted down
when . they tried to get a resumption
of work. But at later meetings they
decided to return.

However it would be a mistake to
say the struggle is over. For as the
strike developed it became plain that
the dispute went further than just a
struggle about wages and hours. The
strike for the activists became a fight
against the ‘lump’, blacklisting and vic-
timisation. The settlement has done
nothing about these all-important ques-
tions. Having sent the men back, the
unions left their members to fight these
problems on their own. They ignored
the demands of the picket centres for
a phased return with the centres con-
trolling the reopening, if and when the
‘lump’' had been removed from the site.
This tactic would have driven the lumpers
out of the industry but instead it was
left to the sites who have union organi-
sation to fight on their own.

ON STRIKE AGAIN

However, disputes did reopen on the
question of the ‘lump’. At a GLC site
in Marylebone, the ‘lump’ firm of O'Hara
was removed from the job after another
week of strike action. Operatives are
hoping to get O’'Hara withdrawn from
all council sites. Another job in the
area, Taylor Woodrows, had a similar
Success.

settlement left off.

THE STRUGGLE CONTINUES

At the Cubitts World’s End, Chelsea,
Council housing site, the sub-contract
bricklayer refused to pay the new in-
Creases. Cubitts also tried to transfer
men off the site. By the afternoon
the site was on strike again. They are
trying to get the support from other
Cubitt sites and force a victory over
a company which has continually black-
listed and victimised shop stewards

Birmingham workers on Bryant jobs
are continuing their strike action to
gain the £6 national award on top of
their company agreement of £30 for a
40-hour week. This will mean that 23
sites will be i1dle. Some companies have
cut bonus payments in order to recover
the £6 settlement. Cementation 1S one
of these and strike action i1s expected to
force the firm to honour the settlement.

Although the settlement stopped a long
way short of our demands it is not
seen as a defeat. The picket centres
are still in existence and are trying to
function. The Action Committees are
likewise still meeting but unlike the
centres, the influence of the full-time
Regional Secretaries makes these Com-
mittees talking shops, rather than ini-
tiators of action. In fact, one of the
criticisms made of the London Action
Committee during the strike, was that
it only met once a week, when it could
have played a more decisive role. After
all the Committees included rank and
file militants as well as full-time officials.

PICKET CENTRE MEETINGS

If the important gains of twelve weeks
of action are not to be lost, then it
i1s vital that the picket centres remain.
West London and Gower Street centres
have already held meetings in order to
continue the struggle against the ‘lump’,
blacklisting and victimisation. The
feeling at these meetings was that if the
unionised sites assisted one another and
organised the picketing of ‘lump’ jobs,
we could take up the struggle where the
It was also felt
that the agreement should be turned over
after its first year and a further increase
and 35 hours demanded.

What is plain is that the strike has
created a rank and file militant upsurge

which will use its new-found strength

in the coming months. Both the em-
ployers and the union leaders were aware

twelve-week
can be achieved by our own efforts, the
opportunity to learn from it and build
on that experience should not be lost.

FRIENDS

of this upsurge and therefore reached
a settlement. As with other union
leaders, the leadership of the building
workers’ unions are far removed from
the day-to-day problems on site. The
huge death and accident rate, the black-
listing and victimisation, that are part
and parcel of the industry, only appear
as figures and reports to the union leader.
His is the life of an administrator, nego-
tiator and a labour statesman. His roots

may be working class but his life and

ambitions are those of the middle class.

Workers should not put their faith in

union leaders, but should come together
themselves to build effective organi-
sations of the rank and file. The
strike has shown us what

P.T.

FRANGO'S

HIRTY - FIVE YEARS after the
Russian Communist dictators and

their sympathisers strangled the Spanish
Revolution it now seems that they are
set to further sabotage the continuing
struggle against Franco’s fascist regime.

A recently signed treaty provides for

greatly increased trade between the two
regimes. Negotiations are also under
way for a civil aviation agreement which
will
Acrofiot, to fly a shorter route to Cuba
and South America via Spain.

allow the Russian state airline,

The Russian rulers see the potential

of trade with Spain and are eager to
secure closer links with the Spanish
regime.
to be insisting on the return of the
Spanish gold reserves shipped to Russia
by the Republican Government
the Civil War and assurances
the encouragement of Communist agi-
tation against his rule.

However, Franco is believed
during

How long will it be before this final

betrayal of the Spanish working class?

T












	DSC_2875 - Copy
	DSC_2875
	DSC_2876 - Copy
	DSC_2876



