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The Anti-Terrorist Squad have been busy. While NF supporters 
have been murdering Asians and fire-bombing Anti-Nazi League 
and Peace News offices. Detective Superintendant Bradbury has 
been justifying his existence by 'nipping in the bud , , . a nation* 
wide conspiracy to overthrow society'. No bombings have been 
parried out by the left in this country for over two /ears.

Iris Mills, Ronan Bennet, Daffyd Ladd and Stuart Carr have 
beep qr remand in Brixton prison for over three months 
charged with ’conspiracy to cause explosions' with 'persons 
unknown’. Since then two more have been arrested 
Iris Mills has been virtually in solitary confinement and the 
police say they want four more arrests.

The evidence they have against those in prison is flimsy 
indeed. Weedkiller and wiring found in a flat. A car found in 
South Wales. Arrested in May, the defendants were eventually 
charged In July with the 'dishonest possession of firearms' (air 
pistols and an air rifle) and one defendant with robbery. Their 
committal hearings were arranged to coincide with that of a 
middle eastern guerilla and vague intimations have been made 
about links with the 'Baader-Meinhof Gang'.

One link is clear. As in other advanced capitalist countries, 
the police in Britain are becoming increasingly militarized. 
Alongside troops at Heathrow, with riot shields, riot tactics and 
assorted, weaponry they are seeking to emulate the German 
'Strong State', Harassing a harmless group of anarchists justifies 
state expenditure on repression, ups the level of paranoia and 
lays the groundwork for criminalizing all political dissent. 
Support and donations to:—
PERSONS UNKNOWN, c/o Box 123, 182 Upper Street, 
London N1

October is now set as the date when it is expected that the 
opening hearing of the International Tribunal on Britain's 
presence in Ireland will take place. An international week of 
action is planned to coincide with the opening of the Tribunal, 
whose sponsorship list is already widerthan that of the Bertrand 
Russell Peace Foundation's tribunal on West Germany.

In Britain it is supported by trade union branches and trades 
councils not normally associated with any solidarity work on 
the Irish question, has impressive backing from the student 
movement, has begun to gain support within the women's 
movement.

Over the summer the state has been increasing the intensity 
of its repression. Troops have shot unarmed republicans. 
Thatcher has promised the return of a Stormont-type regime. 
The media has been spouting garbage such as 'Spearhead' and 
striving to smother or remould dissent. But the dissent has been 
gathering apace both in Britain and Ireland. Resistance on the 
ground is spreading. Tours both north and south by the Relative 
Action Committee have been publicising the plight of the 
prisoners in H Block, Long Kesh. In Britain a many-thousand­
strong demonstration demanded political status for POWs and 
an end to the silence on their torture.

The Amnesty International report and a startling 'troops out 
article in the Daily Mirror have helped revitalise a solidarity 
movement which could, if built, break the media silence on the 
protests of Pish prisoners on both sides of the Irish Sea.

However the pressure must be kept up. An independent 
Tribunal will help point to the reasons why the British State 
needs to rely on repression and why this can only be ended by 
the withdrawal of the troops. But much support and publicity 
will be needed if there is to be any significant degree of success.
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own Red Army Fraction- Muph more 
importantly the state seems very 
uncertain as how to proceed with the 
Official §pprets case of Adbrey. 
Berry and Campbell. The prosecution 
has already been forced to drop the 
Section I charge against Duncan 
Campbell of "collecting information 
about defence communications, 
which might be useful to an enemy, 
for a purpose prejudicial to the 
safety pr interests of the state”,

However, it We do not act PQW, 
the state wij| be able to paper over 
the cracks of its own eonfusion and 
proceed more securely on the road to 
a new totalitarianism. And it looks as 
if the economic necessity for this 
may not be all that far away.

Public Sector - Civil
Servants........ p.3

The elections have been cancelled. We have to wait a few months yet to find 
out precisely who will be at the helm of the state. The choice might not bring 
socialism any nearer but it will certainly affect how we are governed (see pps 
2-3). The main parliamentary parties may differ in exactly how they want to 
put the state to work, but their politics are compromised by their attitude to 
the state. Their politics are those of the status quo. a

Today the state intrudes into
almost every aspect of our lives.
Many of us are its employees. The
state has the right to deny abortion
facilities, to legislate over our
sexuality. In its name certain
'freedoms' are upheld whilst others
are held in check or attacked. The
state is the mechanism which modern
capitalism has seized to maintain its
workforce through the welfare
system and to keep them in check
through its apparatus of political
control. It increasingly intervenes to
regulate the economy, to balance the
contradictions making for
destabilization, to maintain
profitability and counter those
whose challenges are throught to, or
are sought to be shown to, threaten
its fabric.

Yet the state is not a simple plot
by the ruling class to put down the
discontented and hoodwink the
masses. The many headed monster
that is the modern state has yet to 
fully coordinate itself In this way,

Contradictions will exist, and will
continue. Police Commissioners can
take action independently of other
authorities. The boys in blue
certainly acted off their own bat in
evicting the Huntley St. squatters
recently, employing bulldozers and
riot shield technology. But they
pulled into use the new extensive
powers of the criminal trespass law
and the courts to legitimize their
military assault.

So, despite its internal divisions,
significant sections of the state are
increasingly feeling the need to
respond firmly, and jointly, towards
discontent. They take for their
model the West German state and
gather their techniques from thejr
own experience in th? nprth of
Ireland. It's apparent success jp
justifying its role there has enabled
the state to bring in repressive
legislation, such as the Prevention of
Terrorism Act, torture Irish political
prisoners and acclimatize the British
working class to a higher level of
'necessary force' in its dealings with
the direct action of dissent.

The racism implicit in Britain's
domination of Ireland is reflected ip
the enactment and execution of our
immigration laws. In Bradford's
Armley jail, recently, 24 Asians,
subject to constant abuse, were
discovered to have been crammed
six to a cell for 23 hours a day
awaiting deportation. Much of the
harassment has been carried out b¥
arbitrary police raids, but
increasingly it is being processed by
the state using the labour of qrdinary
Civil Service clerical workers.

Yet the development towards the
mode) 'Strong State' is uneven and
confused. Victims of their own
propaganda, sections of the state are
prone to "over-react". Cow towing
to the needs of the German
government, an attempted song and
dance has been made around the
arrest of 'Baader-girl' Astrid Proll.
The defendents in the Persons
Unknown case have somewhat
ludicrously been painted as our very



2

\

THE BALANCE
OF POWER

Class War

Tories

They are given hope in this by the 
conjecture that the balance of class 
forces on the shop-floor has been 
swung in capital's favour by the 
years of Labour government them­
selves.

Since the Donovan Commission 
on Trade Unions in 1968, successive 
governments have been aware of the 
importance of shop-floor organisa­
tion in the germination of militant 
disputes, and have seen the desirabili­
ty of bringing this rank and file 
structure under the firmer control 
of the more accessible, and in 
empirical terms, politically more 
amenable, national leadership: or at 
least of bringing shop-floor agitation 
into effective defusing arbitration 
bodies. Some efforts in these 
directions have been thwarted—not 
just by the rank and file but also 

Police armed Witti riot shields, bulldozers, and The Criminal Tresspass Law, recently 
evicted the people using the Huntley Street flats as their homes. The squatters, 
through direct community action, had all but assured themselves of the victory of 
re-housing on their own terms. But the police authorities felt that they had to make 
use of their spy-gathered material and test out the new powers at their disposal. 
Labour conference might not oppose the Act, but we can.
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determined only to be strengthened 
in a manner which put no extra 
liability on them. The present 
Labour government has however 
presided over great success. Within 
the unions, the leaderships have used 
their support of the government to 
back up a continued political and 
bureaucratic offensive against mili­
tants; this is their part of the deal 
through which they are proud to be 
"consulted” as to what has already 
probably been decided. And there 
have been structural innovations. 
The Arbitration, Conciliation and

Taxation will be one of the Tories' 
main planks. Once more it is a chief 
area in which Labour's efforts have 
been directed towards helping private 
enterprise at the expense of the 
average wage-earner. Income tax and 
personal National Insurance have 
been increased as a proportion of 
government revenue, whilst the 
majority of corporations have 
enjoyed tax-relief.

In addition companies have found 
considerable financial aid other than 
tax-relief. Aid in the form of invest­
ment grants, loans, employment 
premiums, regional aid to industry 
etc. bas not been one of the areas to 
suffer from the attitude that ''we 
must all tighten our belts".

In Labour's drive to create con­
ditions for the re-awakening of the 
profitability of British industry, the 
cost has been cuts in essential services 
and rising proportions of peoples' 
incomes going on tax. Here again, 
therefore, business necessity becomes 
for the worker discomfort at the 
hands of an alien power,

Profits have been boosted in other 
ways: by the low rate of pay increases, 
the relaxation of the price code, 
falling import costs and unemploy­
ment. Even though the financial 
situation looks more rosy now than it 
has done for some time, the con­
ditions for continued profitability 
look fragile.

In the short term some pundits 
look forward to a consumer-led boom 
and an export drive bolstering 
profitability. Others hear that the 
inadequacy of budgetary measures, 
the drastic slimming of British Steel 
and the prospective increases in 
import prices could counteract this. 
More fundamental than these short­
term contradictions are the high cost 
per unit output of labout and the 
disequilibrium of the world market. 
Problems in both these areas are 
reflected in a continued sluggishness 
of trade and the lack of competitive­

It is here, if we are to believe Mrs 
Thatcher, that we will find Labour 
Party "socialism” rampant at the 
expense of hard-headed business 
realism. The Tories will make much 
of this at the coming election.

Public welfare and educational 
provisions do make an important 
contribution to our quality of life. 
They can be seen as important gains 
for the working-class. They can 
hardly, however, be equated with 
"socialism”, a term which should be

Of course not. The occasional 
spectacular bankrupt property tycoon 
like William Stern does not alter the 
fact that Labour's central objective 
has been the resuscitation rather than 
the weakening of the strength of 
capital, and hence the preservation of 
the essential anatomy of social in­
equality in wealth, power and every­
thing else in Britain today.

Speaking to the TUC conference 
in September 1974 Harold Wilson, 
then Prime Minister and leader of the 
Labour Party, gave a rather more 
accurate prophecy of what Labour 
government would be about.

"The Labour government wants to 
see industry prosper, and this means a 
Stock Market strong and confident 
enough to help industry raise the 
finance required for industrial invest­
ment. .. For this investors must have 
confidence in the viability of industry 
and that means its profitability."

Possibly, he himself saw no contra­
diction between such sentiments and 
the verbal egalitarianism of the 
"Social Contract”. Real life has, 
however, revealed in clear outline the 
incompatibility of business necessity 
with true social equality—equality 
either in terms of deliberation of 
social priorities or in terms of relative 
remuneration. It has been the needs 
of capital, not the decisions of 
society, which have called the tune.

Some of the general aspects of 
capitalism from this point of view are 
examined in the article on "Socialism 
and Democracy" in the present issue. 
Such things assailing real wages, 
speed-up and unemployment are 
obvious examples of how what is 
from the business point of view a real 
need to improve market performance 
becomes discomfort at the hands of 
an alien power for the worker. Less 
obvious, perhaps, is the way other 
aspects of society are affected.

Nationalization

The Tories are making a big song
and dance about Labour's "socialism", because the union leaders were 
Alas, if what we have argued is
correct, this is a mirage.

This does not mean, however, that
the entire Conservative approach is 
based on a rhetorical fantasy. At the
same time as being "anti-socialist"
they are also the champions of 
"payment by results" and "producti­
vity incentives". We could say that 
they intend to play the tune of
capitalist government in a slightly
different key. They are offering 
workers two superficially very
attractive options—reduction of
income tax and greater latitude in
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"Only practical action by the 
government to create a much 
fairer distribution of the national 
wealth can convince the worker 
and his [sic] family and his 
trade union that an "incomes 
policy" is not some kind of trick 
to force him, particularly if he 
works in a public service or 
nationalised industry, to bear 
the brunt of the national 
burden."

Those words appeared in the 
Labour Party manifesto for the 
first of the two General elections 
in 1974. They heralded the 
period of Labour government 
now facing the prospect of 
electoral condemnation.

On the hustings of February and 
October 1974 the Labour Party 
argued that its political advantage 
over the Conservatives was that it 
alone could ensure mutual aid and 
co-operation between the major 
forces of contemporary society.

The Conservatives had attempted 
to solve the problems of a troubled 
capitalism through direct confronta­
tion with the organised working class; 
but their Industrial Relations Act had 
met with militant opposition, and 
their incomes policy had been broken 
by the miners in a major struggle. 
Added to this, their attempts to 
stimulate the economy through public 
expenditure had given a massive boost 
to domestic inflation.

< Contract
Labour held up its alternative—the 

Social Contract. With a fine sense of 
irony, the terminology of business 
agreement was conjured forth to 
illustrate "an entirely new recognition 
of the aims of social justice”.

Under this Social Contract remark­
able changes did take place. During 
the first three years of the Labour 
government's term of office, for 
instance, real wages suffered their 
worst fall since the post General 
Strike period of 1926-29, unemploy­
ment rose to its highest post-war level 
and important public services were 
further weakened by expenditure cuts.

Were these developments part of a 
"fairer distribution of national 
wealth"? Did they add up to any­
thing but a very old-fashioned sort of 
recognition of the arms of social 
justice?

pay deals.
The argument behind the tax 

policy is that it will give employees at 
all levels of industry a greater 
incentive to work harder without 
increasing corporate labour costs. 
What however is really being posed 
initially are changes in the patters of 
working class consumption rather 
than any overall increase. This is 
because the reduction in income tax 
revenue will have to be compensated 
by further cuts in expenditure. When 
we ask where, the answer is either 
"socialism” or "wait and see". We 
know that the police and armed 
forces aren't going to suffer. We must 
expect, therefore, further assaults on 
those areas most important for the 
working class—the municipal and 
social services.

The Conservative wages policy 
bears a similar psychological message 
to that of their proposed tax cuts. It's 
also indicative, however, of their 
willingness to take a gamble on what 
might be termed "turning the indust­
rial front line back over to the bosses".
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It was a Labour government that put the troops in ten years ago. The repression stepped up under Heath and would 
undoubtedly get worse under Thatcher. A Labour party that hardly even discussed Ireland can't hold any real hope for 
putting an end to British Imperialism. That hope lies in the building of a mass movement in Ireland, and in widespread 
solidarity action In Britain. Photo Derek Spiers 11 FL)

used to describe a completely dif­
ferent structuring of the organisation
of production.

Clearly there is no real collective
ownership of the nation's "key
foundation industries". The original
object of the exercise was to transfer
the losses of ailing industries into
public hands, and, wherever possible,
to subsidise private enterprise profit
at the expense of the individual con­
sumer. They are run more or less
according to private business practice,
which is indeed where the majority of
managerial staff were trained.

Taxation

ness of many of its firms.

Productivity
Equilibrium in the capitalist 

system as a whole can be portrayed 
in its simplest terms as capitals ex­
changing with each othjr at a level of 
adequate surplus. But however much 
governments attempt to regulate this 
equilibrium, there is always a point 
beyond which they are ineffective— 
that point being the desire of each 
capital entity to maintain autonomy 
over its own production of surplus 
and to maximise this. In the final 
analysis, therefore, reaching of 
equilibrium in the system as a whole 
must emerge as the aggregate of 
innumerable individual enterprises 
trying to assert their own market 
health through the means already 
mentioned.

On the level of the individual 
corporation, it is natural to respond 
to poor results by attampting to make 
one's own product that much more 
attractive and profitable to sell. Many 
different variables can affect the 
equation, from product attractiveness 
to how well the shop-floor is layed 
out. Given a good product and 
efficient marketing, however, the 
crucial factors for profitability all 
relate to the workforce—how much it 
costs and how well it works—in other 
words,, "productivity".

Clamour for increased productivity 
lies behind numerous contemporary 
initiatives, from various projects for 
"industrial democracy" to the British 
Institute of Management's "SPUR" 
campaign (a fearsome name—it's 
intended to represent "Drive on 
Strategy, Performance and Utilization 
of Resources", but watch out for 
managers wearing cowboy boots!). It- 
also provides a convenient starting 
point for interpreting what the 
Conservatives now have to offer, 
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