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WE I-IAVE GONE through a week i.n
which three disparate events have
fused in the fuzzy mind of public and
press into one them-2 - that of free-
dom.

The first event was the impassioned
interview on BBC television by Alex-
ander Solzhenitsyn, the exiled Russian
writer, in which he criticised óThe
Westó for the policy of detente and
failure to protect ý'eedom by "standing
up to the Russiansó.

The second event was the sanctioning
by Parliament of laws, yet to be en-
forced, making it compulsory to wear
seat-belts i.n the front seats of cars in
order to cut down the accident rate
(or rather, the death and injury rate).
This was attacked on the grounds of an
invasion of individual freedom.

The third event was the abrupt res-
ignation from the Labour Party of
,Lord George-Brown, former Foreign
Secretary and Secretary of State, De-
partment of Economic Affairs, on the
grounds that the Party in sponsoring a
bill sanctioning a óunion shopó particu-
larly in the newspaper industry had
inhibited press freedom. In his mand-
lin resignation interviews George-
Brown claimed he was inspired by
Solzhenitsyn.

The anti-Sovietism of Alexander
Solzhenisyn is understandable because
of his imprisonments, his compulsory
exile, and his knowledge, shared by
us, that the USSR is blatantly a tyran-
nic State. But he shares with many
intellectuals a treasonable concept,
that because of his supremacy and
knowledge in some ýelds he is to be
regarded as knowledgeable in all
spheres. At the same time, living as
isuch professional intellectuals do upon i
the marketing of ideas, he is prey to
þattery and sponsorship from dubious
quarters. Solzhenitsyn was backed in
the United States by George Meany, the
AFL-CIO Union leader. On the surf-_

iÄPensicmers git up and fight; the slate.

"When you're 79 and haven't got en-
ough to live on, the problems of the
Cabinet are peanuts", a speaker point-
ed out to, to.much applause, at a rally
in Central Hall, Westminster.

The attempts of Mr. Michael '
Meacher (Under-Secretary at the De-
partment of Health and Social Security)
to explain the government's economic
disorder did not cut any ice among
those who had been on the road since

.5. 30 that morning. His speech was

iitsyn is a good man fallen among poli-
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ace the leader of an independent demo-
cratic trade union movement is a good
sponsor for a political exile and fight-
er for freedom; however, any politic-
ally alert 'Westerner" knows that
ÂGeorge Meany is as reactionary a uni-
on leader as any Soviet nominee.
Strangely enough, Solzhenitsyn was
drawn by his interviewer at the BBC
into a falsely-based attack on Bertrand
Russell with whom he shares the same
intellectual treason. Russell, in the
late forties, believed in the necessity
of bombing Russia; this was akin to
his switch from pacifism to support of
the 1939-45 war. -

Solzhenitsyn struck an old-fashioned
note in his description of a betrayal by
the West. This echoes the old contro-
versy between Turgenev and Dostoiev-
sky and other pre-revolutionary writ-
ers. It was held by the óprogressiveó
pre-Bolsheviks that it was precisely
this lack of westernization that would
lead to the downfall of Russia. The
Russian revolution, which went so
catastrophically wrong, arose when
Russia was involved with the West in
a disastrous war.

If Solzhenitsyrfs criti: ism of Russia
were on the usual Christian lines he
could be satisfied that the moral tone
of puritanism in the Soviet Union was
sufficient to reassure even the most
fundamentalist of sects - including
even the proprietors "of Plain Truth.
Solzhenitsyn seems to have blundered
into the óCold-Waró trap of insisting
that the West should be as militaristic
as the USSR in order to overcome it.
The achievement of military superior-
ity and the build-up of the military-
economic caste would (as i.n America)
lead to the lessening of democracy
and erosion of freedom in the name of e
ófreedomó. Truly as Blake says óWe
become that which we beholdó. c

Solzhenitsyn has been deceived into .
thinking that anti-Sovietism is anti- y
totalitarianism; in any case, how a- "
bout Chinaó? He also believes that the
West is sincere i.n its devotion to A
detente. It is assincere as the Soviet
Union since both only resort to dis-
armament or promises of disarma-
ment when it suits them. The readyè '
discarding by President Etord-for x ó
electoral purposes of the expression
detente is evidence of this. Solzhen-

ticians. Freedom cannot be defended
by states.
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From the sublimity of Sblzhenitsyn
to the ridiculousness of seat-belts.
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THE FALL in exchange rates for the
Pound was a deliberate move on the
part- of the government to give this.
country's exports a competitive edge
on the world's markets. With Britairfs
inþation rate nmning ahead of other
countriesó this is another way of deval-
uing the Pound. The only trouble is
that this sort of thing causes panic on
the exchange markets and countries
start sell.ing sterling which causes fur-
ther panic. To prevent further selling
the Bank of England has given support
from its gold reserves. While export-
ers might gain advantage the increases
on imported food and goods means fur-
ther increases in the cost of living for
the British public.

The TUC is so tied up with the Lab-
our government that no protest has
come from them. We are all playing
our part in the continuing battle for g
economic survival. But as usual it is
those at the bottom of the pile who will
suffer most. Those on low and @iid
incomes, such as the old age pension-
ers and the unemployed. Although we
are no longer talking of the starving
masses. But exploitation is much
more than economic. The State mani-
pulates the money markets in order to
maintain the profits of the manufactur-
ers. In all this the people have no say.
No one asks the housewife, the pension-
er, the worker or those drawing the
dole what they think. People are ex-
pected to accept the acts of govern-
ment who take decisions that affect the
lives of so many. The system conti-
nues along its path of economic and
technical óprogressô. But that óprog-
ress' has nothing to do with the needs
of people. In fact people are just so '
many producers and consumers. We
have no say in what is produced and a
lot of the demand for what is consumed
is created by advertising. In fact on
some goods their promotion costs as
much as their entire production. -

. In this crazy situation speculation
can make more money than a working
class family can earn i.n a lifetime.
And yet these same families perform l
useful tasks to earn their livelihood.
Speculators, membersoof governments
and all those forecasters and econom-
ists who tell us what is needed to get
our economy right, produce nothing,
or give no useful service to the com-
mtmity. They are the supporters of
an economic system that gives power
and privilege to a minority. They~ex.- A
cuse, make allowances, and while theyó
say all is not well at the moment,
things will be better in the future, óif
only we---ó

But money is only a means of ex-
change. Money itself produces and
grows nothing. It is the labour of men
and women that does this. It is nota
question of óif only weó did this or that
but of changing the whole system. by
removing and abolishing the power and
privilege of the State and the corpora-
tions who now mm and control our
lives.

P. T.
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the internal combustion engine (and ,
who says we have to?) the modern 9
state feels it has to enforce laws. for
what should be common sense to pre- "I
vent the citizen harming himself and f
others. There is no freedom to cir-
cumvent physical laws and if one has
chosen to hurtle about the country at
speed and without responsibility it is
only common sense to ta.ke precauti-
ons to minimize the harmful effects
of the inevitable collisions. That
such enforced precautI.ons are debat-
able and that adaptations of the motor
car for safety would be more signifi-
cant are outside the apparent scope
of ministerial thinking. The signifi-
cant danger to freedom in such wel-
fare legislation (the enforcement of
crash helments is another example)
lies not only i.n the compulsion but i.n
the fact that it is yet another grain of
salt in the once pure water of the
democratic doctrine. The change of
and by quantity to qua lity will not
take long. Continual salination by -
legislation will produce Dead Sea
brine. Freedom will be lost not by .
the external actions of bad totaliw.ri-
a"ôS Seeking to corrupt but by good
men enforcing laws against their own
citizens for the greatest good of the
greatest number.

Such has been the vista opened up by
seat-belt welfarism that fervid oppon-
ents of smoking, actl.ng_ one will ack-
nowledge from the best of evidence
and intentions, are seeking to have
smoking outlawed by legislation. Fortif-
tunately for human freedom if not for
cancer statistics, the gove rnment's
revenues are too well underpinned by
tobacco taxes to make such legislation
likely. ~ l

The loss of political and social free-
dom is a price which many Socialists
- and most Communists and Marxists -
feel is worth paying for the achieve-
ment of economic freedom. Lord
George-Brown represents his disillu-
sionment with the < Labour Party as
stemming from its invasion of freedom
particularly in regard to unionization
of newspaper offices.ñ When George
Brown," as he then was, was Minister
at the Department of Economic Affairs,
he launched a National Plan (1964)
which, like so much else, ran i.nto the
sand, but, as ever, the citizens were
more planned against than planning.
The goal was a 25% growth in national
output (of what?) over the next five
years. To fulfil this plan (it was even
of the same duration as the USSR plans)
jmobility of labour would be needed.
"Encouraging workers to move from '
contracting to expanding industries .
will be a major task of 1:he govern.-
ment". To achieve industrial effici-
ency "much more investme nt in plant
and machinery and improvements in
operating efficiency are needed if
higher productivity is to be achieved. "
Back in 1964 George Brown's Plan '
even said that "public spending has
not been adequately related to national
output with the result that in some _

II .-..-._....._. - . -- .

IT IS ESTIMATED that the Greater
London Council has at least 7,000
homes lying empty and deteriorating in
London. Such a claim can be substant-
iated by walking around the estates
which are a feature of many parts of
London. Boarded up windows and pad-
locked doors are commonplace. Whole
estates can be-seen i.n such a condition,
either left high and dry by the govern-
ment expenditure cuts before modernis-
ation could be carried out or by the
long bureaucratic processes that have
to be completed before any work can
begin. But where people are incensed
enough to take direct action and take
over these emptyhomes for themselves
the GLC seeks the aid of the Courts to
evict them into the streets.

This is happening at the HornseyRise
Estate, where the GLC are trying to
ólegally' turn out 200 residents. So far
they haven't succeeded but once they
manage to tie up all the legal loopholes
the Courts will give the GLC the evict-

years it has caused a serials strain
on our resources. Relating govern-
ment spending to national output is the
fifth task, which must be tackled".

Judging by the economic policies of
the present government and by Mr.
Healey's recent measures there is
very little change in the intent of the
government since 1964 (or in our
plight) despite the interlude of a Con-
servative government committed, of
course, to quite other policies --with
the same results. So what has chan-
gedto make this conversion in George
óBrown? He, although now a Lord, is
still his authoritarian and Right-ist
self. He, like fellow Socialists
Gunter and Robens, has carved him-
self a niche in the capitalist ediýce
which they intended some day to bring
down. He was Economic Adviser to
Courtaulds.

The logic of Labour Party policy to-
wards the unions as a friendly power- y
bloc seems to have escaped Lord
George-Brown, but much of his spleen
may be attributed less to the prophet
of Gulag than to George's failure to
succeed in politics and to an unfortun-
ate propensity to resign at the wrong
time. Whether we should prefer
George Brown drunk to Harold Wilson
sober, as posited by The Tin'e s ,ó is _
no choice at all. Freedom is not to
be gained at tne dispensation 0: power-
hungry politicians a.nd the freedom of
the press has always been the freedom
of the press lords and is unchanged by
the substitution of the freedom of press
union bosses.ó

Freedom does not consist in choosing
one particular form of slavery as ag-
ainst another, or one politician against
another or in defiance of physical laws
but in awareness, responsibility and '
co-operation with one's fellows i.n a
cohesive because voluntary society. -

-

, Jack Robinson.ó

I

ion order they seek. The squattersó
press release informs us that the est-
ate was built in 1927 by the then Lond-
on County Council. "In 1972 the GLC
began to rehouse tenants from the est-
8119."-As þats became empty many were
vandalized by the GLC so that they be-
came unusable; lavatory pans were
smashed, floorboards ripped up, con-
crete poured down sewers. In October
1974 the first homeless people occup-
ied some of the þats. About half the
þats in the 3 blocks [_But of the total of
1867 are occupied by squatters. óTwo
are still occupied by tenants. "

The squatters include a mixture of
couples with children and several one-
parent families. The thirty children
are mostly under five years old. Some
are suffering not only the threat of ev-
iction but bronchitis, arthritis of the
spine, bronchial pneumonia, and one
woman has a hole in her heart.

The squatters have organised a com-
munity cafe, a food co-op, a children-ós '
play group, a weekly encounter group,
a community newspaper. Housing i.n
the area is so bad that local college
students have asked the squatters for
flats on the estates.

During the squat there have been
considerable difficulties with the elec-
tricity board. Electricity was refused
during the ýrst seven weeks. Then a
year later the board, on the instruction
of the GLC, tried to turn off the elect-
ricity i.n all three blocks on the estate.
Squatters prevented this but police
stood by and it was only when the Chair-
man of the GLC housing department in-
tervened that the electricity board fin-
ally gave up. Various meetings with
the GLC have met with little success.
Promised meetings have not material-
ised and a lot of buck-passing has tak-
en place. In November last year at a
meeting with Mr. Balfe, the chairman
of the Housing Committee, Mr. Ba]-fe
said that he was "not responsible for
dealing with the Hornsey Rise Estate"
and that a Mr. Judge, who is the '4
chairman of yet another committee,
the Housing Management Committee,
was the man to see.

Mr. Balfe it seems did not want an-
other Elgin Avenue on his hands. He
told squatters the GLC wanted "re"..-
venge" after the sqmttersó victory.
Mr. Judgephoweve r, on legal advice,
would not attend meetings. There is
Part'3 Short Life housing available but
the GLC refuses to meet and negotiate
with the squatters. They seem deter-
mined to carry on court proceedings
and get their application for evictions
granted.

The squatters say that a faction in the
GLC has decided that Hornsey Rise
should be "made an example of" and the
squatters will be evicted without re-
housing. The GLC have accused them
of being "politically motivated and
middle class". The squatters reply
that: "Living in Hornsey Rise Estate is
not comfortable and very few of us
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ICEELE ANARCHIST Group's confer-
ence on "The Anarchist Society -- an
ecological and practical economic per-
spective" was held at Keele University
studentsó unionô during the weekend of
12-14 March. The Saturday morning
was dedicated to a confederation ses-
sion. Unfortunately, owing perhaps in
part to the Keele conference following z
so closely upon the last Warwick meet- '
ing, few of those who had been at War-
wick turned up to take part in the argu-
ments that arose from it, especially
from the C. B.A. founding statement.
Because of general dissatisfaction with
this - which the previous conference
had anticipated - it was suggested that.
an annual conference be held specifical-
ly to deal with such matters as revision
of principles. This would hopefully go
some way towards solving the situation
whereby the work of one conference
could negate the work of the previous
one in the absence of a large number of
comrades.

One question which will almost cert-
ainly arise is that of associate memb-
ership, first broached at Keele by a
member of the Socialist Research As-
sociation who said that groups like Sol-
idarity, Social Revolution, the Radical
Statistics group, etc. , which are parti-
ally or completely non-anarchist,
might wish to be li.nked to the confeder-
ation. The association of libertarian

STRUGGLING FOR A HOIVIE
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would be doing so if we had somewhere
else to go. These slanders are a cover
up for the criminal failure of local
authorities and central government to
provide any solutions for the problems
of homelessness, a failure which the
squatters movement drana tically high-
lights. "

The squatters demand: "That the GLC
withdraw its threat of evictions and
start negotiations. Housing for all as
council tenants for families with the
usual three offers of housing and decent
short life accommodation for single

ipeople with a guarantee of rehousing. "

Mió. Balfe and his Labour group took
a considerable knocking for ógiving inó
ntothe Elgin Avenue squatters. The re-
sulting reaction to this reasonable res-
ponse by the GLC has attacked squat-
ters as óhousing list jumpersó, ólayab-
outsó, ówork shyó, 'hippies', and a let-
ter in The Times from Michael Havers,
Tory MP, calls squatting óa form of
vandalismó. He like many others calls
on the government to introduce legisla-
tion as recommended by the Law Com-
mission. If these recommendations
become law then squatting, the right of
a roof over oneós head, would become
a ócriminal offenceó with those found
'guiltyó liable to prison sentences.
However, even today, the State has en-
ough laws in its armoury to send squat-
ters to prison if the authorities want to

V proceed to such lengths. Several peo-
I
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ógroups like Solidarity could certainly
be valuable, but if there is to be a solid
and workable organisational structure
for British anarchists in this country,
one must at all costs avoid the pitfall
of modifying oneós views to suit the lib-
ertarian left in general.

A full report of the conference is to
be included in the next national bulletin.
Suffice it to say here that the confer-
,ence itself was well planned and organ-
ised.

During the Saturday afternoon parti-
cipants were divided in alphabetical '
order in to workshops for general dis-
cussion so that they had the chance to
mix, as well as to clarify areas of int-
erest and decide upon the more detail-
ed Sunday workhops. These were de-
signed to draw up draft reports, and
suggest ideas for papers, for eventual
incorporation in a pamphlet on ecology
and alternative technology which the
Keele group will publish later this year
and which, it is hoped, will provide
more solid answers than hitherto to
questions like "What do we say to the
Lucas shopstewards?" The workshops
were divided into communications and
information , the family, agriculture,
industry and cities. 6

The considerable degree of consensus
among those present was remarked up-

ple went to prison following the 144
Piccadilly and Endell Street squats of
1969. Eighteen monthsó imprisonment
was also given after eviction of famil-
ies from the Wykeham Terrace, Brigh- .
ton occupation. 0

In so far as the current laws on pro-
perty have to be defied, then the only
weapon open to the homeless is further
defiance of future legislation. If such
legislation isn't ópolitically motivatedó
it's hard to imagine what is.

The Hornsey Rise quatters are once
again seeking negotiation with the GLC,
the fþh occasion since November 1974.
They repeat their demands for rehous-
ing and say they have "no desire for a
confrontation as our repeated approach-
es to you show". But it looks as
though the GLC do want a confrontation
with the Hornsey squatters rather than
face the attacks they received after the
Elgin Avenue deal.

By the time this is printed the GLC
might have obtained their court orders.
Indeed a confrontation could then take
place and for the ópolitically motivatedó
Labour politicians of County Hall this
could suit their interests when the new
trespass laws come before Parliament.

The Hornsey Rise squatters need
support. Contact at 24 Welby House,
Hornsey Rise Estate, Hazelville Road,
N.l9 or phone 272-9568 (ll am~ until
evening); Readers can also phone
their protests to Mr. Judge (633-3036).

I ó Pu Toó

on and ascribed, at least in part, to
the growing gene ral awareness of prob-
lems concerning resources and ecolo-
gical pressures. There was, for inst-
ance, a general, though not óunanimous,
tendency to see the need for decentral-
isation and small-scale industrial, ag-
ricultural, and urban units as-more
easily manageable and sympathetic to
human needs ; and a feeling that the
role of anarchists in the ecological
movement could be at least twofold --
to provide a foil to "middle class con-
servationist" sentlmentalism about
rural life while stressing the vital im-
portance of organic agriculture, and to
encourage the subversive elements i.n
alternative technology, thus preventing
it from being completely "recuperated"
by the capitalist system.

Perhaps one of the most sensible
. points to emerge was that no activity
could be called "anarchist" per se,
that direct revolutionary action was not
necessarily anarchist,,nor were reform-
ist acts necessarily unworthy of anarch-
ist involvement (e. g. squatting where
rehabilitation of housing stock was un-

A dertaken by the squatters, painting of
zebra crossings I). The practical

e ways in which anarchists could contri-
bute towards the transfer of society to
an ecological technology, but, given the
evident time limitation, not as yet en-
tered into in any depth or detail.

Those who are interested in contribu-
ting towards the writing or production
of the pamphlet should write to the
Keele Anarchist Group, to whom many
thanks for all the very hard work they

ó put into this valuable and constructive 0.
meeting.

NU(T)S .

óMr. CHARLES Clarke, the president
of the National Union of Students, cal-
led for "capitalism to be challenged by
the nationalisation of all leading sect-
ors of the economy" and he said, ad-
dressing the Birmingham Bow Group,
"It is the anarchy of capital which is
the root of the problem. ~'è'

What anarchy, Mr. Clarke? Are you
misled or just a puppet of the reaction-
ary forces which hinder the working
classes" liberation towards self- deter-
mination.

An anarchy of capital-- Where have
we got that? Show usgthis, Mr.
Clarke! A 0 _

A "Cheaper and more congenial"

óJNDER A banner heoding "The onorchisl-s ct
the wheel ?" the Evening Standard printed on
H March o letter from Äy|vester Stein of
Regents Por|<:
"As I motor to work I wonder if there's any
point in having traffic lows. No one bothers
to keep them up. Anarchy would be cheoper
end rather more congenial . "
After mentioning some discourtesies by drivers,
the cost of traffic wardens and back-up force,
and the squad curs to be seen all duy porked
on double yellow lines neor the police station,
he concludes:
"If we could mcmoge no worse under o system
of onorchy we might be able to dispense with
lhe police altogether, which would be for
nicer in general cs well os being o great
soving. "
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RECENT WEEKS HAVE SEEN the industrial action taken "illegitimat-
ely" by train drivers on British Rail's Eastern Region being countered by
the ASLEF leadership. ASLEF agreed to a formula for how the cuts were
to be implemented, and then ordered their-members back to work. This
occurred about a fortnight after Ray Buckton was widely quoted in the
media concerning resistance to the rail transport cuts. Why this sudden
somersaul t? ls ASLEF (as an institution) seriously against the cuts?
Whose interests, in fact, do the union "leaders" represent?

The mass-media scream at us that the unions are too powerful. These
rags make a habit of supplementing their cries of "sabotage" and "hold-
ing the nation to ransom" when reporting labour disputes with "obiective"
OpihlOn.-pOllS asking totally impartial questions like, "Don't you think
the unions are too powerful, then?" The remainder of these objective
studies go on to suggest that the majority (i.e. people buttonholed by the
interviewers whilst they are shopping down Bond Street, or going back
to their merchant bank offices after lunch) prefer to be held to ransom
by the Confederation of British lndustry, and have their standard of liv-
ing sabotaged by the City of London's institutions.

Then again, the opinions expressed in the "blind" (the revolution is
iust around the corner, comrade) type of left-wing newspaper, is equally
idiotic. They will enthusiastically report all and any action of the TUC-
controlled unions, only stopping to criticise Len Murray for not having
already led the storming of the Winter Palace. They suggest that the TUC
and the Labour Party are basically good elements because they have "roots
in the working class" and the only thing wrong with these monoliths is
that they have the wrong leadership.

For some reason, however, union bureaucrats all over Europe are adopt-
ing a more "mature" approach, and abandoning their so-called "infantile
extremism". Agreement to the "social contract " in this country is the
most outstanding example of this change in attitude in recent years. A
very similar policy is being pursued by the Italian Communist Party-led L
confederation of trade unions, the Confederazione General e ltaliana del
Lavoro (C.G.l. L.), whose supreme head, Luciano [Ema was recently
quoted as saying, "A policy which demands sacrifices from the workers
necessitates a political direction which gives guarantees to these workers;
in other words,a political direction which is representative of the forces
called upon to sustain the full brunt of the policy of austerity and able to
secure positive advances in the future in retum for sacrifices made today. "

ln Germany, Scandinavia, Great Britain and Holland, the unions have
become a component of the decision-making process both at firm level
and at the governmental level. ln Sweden this relationship has gone so
far that the social democratic govemment have proposed legislation that
makes approval of managerial decisions by the trade unions obligatory,
and which, in cases of conflict, gives priority to the union view of the
case. In Holland the independent union, l\l.V.V. has proposed another
plan intended to give unions the power to veto managerial appointments,
and at the same time making workersô participation obligatory in the de-
termination of company policy.

The "strategies" of trade unions throughout" Europe can now be seen to
be parallel . National differences furthermore are due almost exclusively
to different traditions and the degree of workersó militancy. However,
there is no doubt that the unions have abandoned their traditional position
of opposition to the "bosses" in favour of a "reasonable and responsible"
attitude.

Here in Britain, there has for along time existed a difference between
"official" and "unofficial" action. This factor provides the rationale be-
hind the actions of the union bureaucrats. lt is part of the reason for the
quick intervention last week by AS LEF in ordering their members back to
work. The reason why only "official" action can be tolerated is that the
unions are engaged in an attempt to limit the power of the "bosses" not
with the aim of eliminating the latter, but with that of establishing their
power alongside the bosses, and thus co-operating with their traditional
adversaries ("enemy" would be too strong a term in this case). "Unofficial
strikes" and other action not authorized by the bureaucracy threaten to
disrupt the trust which the unions have ifrspired in both capitalists and
Government alike, and hence threaten to ruin the power strategy.

ln August 1975 in ltaly, there was a railway workersó strike by workers
belonging to autonomous unions. Autonomous unions are a l eft-over from
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the heady days of l968ð7O when the confederated unions (C.G.l. L.,
C.l.S.L. and U.l.L.) almost lost control of the workersó. movement. ' .
These railway strikers in I975 were, not surprisingly, strongly and vicious-
l y attacked by the confederated unions as being provocateurs and even
fascists (because the fascist union C.l.S.N. L. had also supported the
strike). The main reason for the militancy of the autonomous unions in
this case was the appallingly bad negotiating record of the "official" re-
presentatives .

ln Britain, whilst autonomous unions have never arisen, and would seem
almost impossible to organise in the present climate, the wrath of the un-
ions is directed towards the dramatically entitled "wildcat" stri_kers. It is
the "wildcat" striker, however, who is actually aware of his/her actuar
situation, and who is often told by his/her bureaucratic overlords that
his/her action is against the interests of"the other union members, and
hence, against the working class. The rank and file membership of a
union has no, come-back, however, against the activities of the union
"leaders". S

British unions control huge funds which are invested in the City (insur-
ance schemes, unit trusts, etc.). The Swedish Landsorganisationen i Sve-
rige commands funds of sixty thousand million kroner, or the equivalent
BT30?è of national savings, and it seems likely that within five years the
L.O.'s funds will amount to 50% of national savings. The German union
Deutscher Gewerkschafts Bund is the owner of numerous enterprises. A-

imongst the prizes of the social-democrat controlled D.G.B. are the Bank
ifiir Gemeinwirtschaft, the fourth biggest credit institution in Germany,
the Neue Heimat, the most important construction firm in Germany, an
insurance company, and an extensive chain of consumer co-operatives.

The massive bureaucracies called trade unions are, in reality, huge
enterprises directed at controlling worl<ers' struggles. The functionaries
and managers of these h risa have already taken on similarsoc-
ial roles to those of the managers of huge corporations, the difference
being. that whilst the latter control the means of production, the union
"managers" control the workers. These two techno-bureaucratic classes
are constantly becoming less opposed to each other, and consequently
building stronger alliances against the people that they have always ex-
ploited . __

Francescos

The following is a statement produced by an Italian autonomous
union organisations-

" Workers are necessary - Bosses and bureaucrats are not!
The assembly held in I974 by the union organisations of C.G. l. L.-

C,|.S. L.-U.l.L.-S.N,A.T.E.R. imposed two absurd and false positio-
ns on the workers. r
l) Either you trust us or there will be a power vacuum in these difficult '
times.
2) Either we defend monopolies or we lose our iobs.

The absurdity of the first point has been demonstrated by the experie-
nce of the workers movement in the last few years, by the re-appearance
of workers autonomy expressing itself through the formation of Comitati
di Base (rank and file committees) ,etc., and by our specific experience-
in May I969; in all these instances the bureaucrats merely followed the
workersó original example so as to prevent the formation of an altema-
tive autonomous organisation. This is possible if the workers take as
their own the right to struggle without delegating this right to the bure-
aucrats to lead them. The fonnation of autonomous organisations would
strengthen the struggle against the bosses, which today has been slowed
down and used for other purposes through the compromises by political
parties who control the union federations and the firms.

The Srndacato Autonomo dr Base has met wrth the enthusiastrc support
of many workers: this is the alternative!

The unions take the side of and defend the monopolists: the same is
true of all government parties and other aspirants to the cake. Further,
the refomrs which they propose will merely serve to make the bureaucr-
atic monster bigger. Thus for the unions it is a matter of defending the
bureaucratic structures and not the iobs of workers.

The falsity of this threat of losing iobs if the monopolist-s are not
supported is shown by the huge number of overtime hours which the
workers are forced to submit to: thus, either these extra hous show the
shortage of manpower , or they are an instrument of corruption which
reduces the personality of the worker to the same low moral level of
the bureaucracy! ln any case it is also a manouvre by the bureaucrats
to gain the workers support and acquiescence.

The Sindacato Autonomo di Base does not associate the defence of
jobs with defence of the bosses, whether they are a private firm or a
Sroro Monopoly, and reiects the atrocious attempt to impose a contra-
dictory leadership on the workers movement.

It is not monopoly which guarantees the right to work but the direct
autonomous action of the workers.

Gruppo lniziativa '
Sindacato Autonomo di Base
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