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- What is COMMON !

Whose WEALIH !

THE COMMONWEALTH really
had anything to do with brotherhood,
then a Conference of the representatives
of millions of people of differing colours,
cultures, levels of technical development,
coming together to pool experience and
practise mutual aid, would indeed be an
occasion for celebration.

All the Commonwealth citizens In
London would have poured out on to the
streets (though holding the Conference
in January is a slight deterrent to this!)
lgd the night air would have been throb-
blgz wnth African rhythms, steel bands,
‘bouzoukis and belly dancing.

,;;mthe grey, sordid reality. The
"dancmg were dancing with
_ .\_Copfcrenee or Rhodesia

Af ‘u House, or they

and _%1 exprmmg

!!!!!

3
_, hns Canada to do thhk
>one, or A stralia with the West

ay KEEP OUT! The Whlte

bf the white ex-Dominions care
.ru--m for the Asians and their prob-
~r’*.. the Asians care nothing for the
' .‘g- ; the Africans resent the white
T ,',;,- becausc Rhodesia is slipping

They criticise the

‘through their fingers.
Labour Government’s slimy immigrant
_ __'_ ies, while practising discrimination
~against their own non-African minorities.
~ The Commonwealth Conference was a
-6 x athering of slick political operators and
’f tchet-men ex-police or military men,
?u' rty yes-men or bullies, one archbishop
 and a widow. It was not true to say, as
,"',4’ > ever-more stupid Enoch Powell said,
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that . all they had in common was the

Eng iISh language. What they had in
-~ cfommon was that they were governors,
o) _ ?.«- thus they had the common problems
[ of those who set out to govern their
@:"" men.

> . The fact that a2 majority of the faces

v """J

ound the Conference table were black
s not affect that situation one little
"—“g ‘A governor is a governor is a
| -lé_;c'a ior and the pigmentation of his
' .:;gj periphery is irrelevant to his function.

Sy ';?: is something that our naive socialist
riends choose to ignore—for all their

e
class’ analysis, and historical econom1c

I‘.‘:—‘h ah.
'his is why the ‘revolutionary’ socialist
'ents drop a clanger when one of the
Po o m pmnts you have to accept to join
- them is ‘support for nationalist move-

'L-z-«
- m ts fighting against imperialism’—or

e 1 words to that effect.
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ﬂ NDOW-DRESSING

_j ~was generally and openly admitted
DY most commentators on the Conference
_-n- ‘the real business was carried on
back-stage. It was in the smoke-filled
i‘_-_ I rooms of Belgravia that the real
H ng went on. What was said in the
pen sessions of the Conference and in
- the carefully-prepared hand-outs for the
e ..: was the window-dressing; and it is
\ iw};' dow-dressmg that the young (and
i Socialists fall for, time and again,
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1ah is a dirty word now, a name
er hear at Commonwealth Con-
| _bul he was one of the great
.'; ¥ %!”" !, leaders fighting against im-
~ perialism; he was the darling of the
mmslm when he came to power—
like Stalm was for so long. But when the

corruption of his pocket-lining Ministers
was too blatant to hide any more, when
his own power mania became intolerable
even for his own patriots, when he was
chased out to live it up on the money
he'd fiddled away from the Exchequer—
then the ‘Progressives’ were silent—except
to start cheering his successor!

Another aspect of this year’s gathering
that did not escape unnoticed was the
fact that the Prime Ministers have
‘mellowed’. In a TV interview after the
last session, Singapore’s Premier, Lee
Kuan Yew (a smooth and charming
character) said how different he found
his fellow Premiers this time as com-
pared with 1966. Then, he said, they
were a pretty rough bunch: now., he
would trust himself with them anywhere!
Odd commentary, you might think, but
showing Me #ellowmg process that
gives us ;lson today as the heir
of Rﬁﬂ,ﬁnﬂm Iumnia mn,
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Al squatters

win Victories

SIN(I THE occupation of “The

* Hollies's on December 1, the
Squatters’ Campaign has grown.
spread and even won some import-
ant victories. The response from all
sections of the public has been
extremely favourable, In our visits
to slums and hostels throughout the
East End we received a very friendly
and sympathetic reception. In addi-
tion to this there was a tremendous
press and television interest in the
campaign, again mostly favourable.

SQUATTING, SQUATTING

EVERYWHERE
Less than a week after ‘The
Hollies’ demonstration, the Com-

munity Action Service, a group in
West London started by Jon Steele,

National President of the Young
Liberals, carried out a one-day

occupation of an empty house in
Tavistock Square. This, and many
others in the road like it, are owned
by the London Borough of West-
minster, which has refused to let
them be used for the homeless.

The group stayed in for a day,
and cleaned and decorated the
house. After, Jon Steele said that
they had made the rooms look very
nice. ‘It just shows how easy it

would be to make these places
habitable. We will be.,connnmng
om m :~ A 1PACE -

.....

-n" ' ,,m, tters’ Campai
fs of the workers’ struggles in m the Nlﬁ%}"adi’ nised "lggc

y in the last century. In both
.ses the strength and sacrifice of the
ordinary people have been used to ease
into power a managerial class. The
difference has been the speed with which
it has been accomplished in the colonial
field—due 1n part to the ruling classes of
the world no longer being afraid of
change that they can control, and also—a
more sinister difference—the new native
Governments have stepped into power
better primed for operating it than were
our own early Labour leaders.

THE POWER GAME

Mainly Western university-educated or
Moscow-trained, with the vast experience
of totalitarian methods of government 1n
this century to draw upon; with modern
methods of communication, crowd con-
trol, propaganda and massacre at their
disposal, the new nationalist governments
have been able to skip a lot of lib-lab
nensense and democratic flannel; they
have been able to get down to the busi-
ness of governing without any pretence
about public opinion. With largely
illiterate populations to deal with, the
leap from imperial tyranny to one-party
tyranny has been but a small hop.

But to imagine that there 1s anything
‘progressive’ about this is to live in the
clouds. The bourgeois leaders of the new
‘independent’” states can play the power
game as well as anybody—well, nearly.
And one of their prime functions—Ilike
all governors—will be to prévent their
own people getting too revolutionary.

The ‘revolutionary’ socialists who, in
their time, would have had us support
Nkrumah, Nasser, Makarios, Nehru, the
Federal Nigerian Government—Christ!
even America started as an anti-colonial
state with one of the world’s great state-
ments for its revolutionary constitution!
—these students of revolution must ask
themselves if they can be satisfied with a
revolutionary concept which means only
a change of government. If our revolu-
tionary tacties involve ‘taking steps’
least let them be steps forward—not sndc-
ways or back!

The Commonwealth Conference, then,
was not at all meaningless. It was telling
us loud and clear that if we are interested
In a revolutionary society emerging in
the under-developed countries of Africa
or Asia or the Caribbean—or anywhere
—we do not support nationalist parties
aiming at power. We support inter-
national movements aiming at destroying
power!

JUSTIN.

Hollles demonstratxon planned its
follow-up for the weekend of
December 21/22. The place chosen
was All Saints Old Vicarage, in
Capworth Street, Leyton, E.10. This
twenty-roomed house has been
empty for at least three years. At
the time of the Abridge Hostel cam-
paign in 1966, I, on behalf of the
Friends of Abridge, had approached
the Vicar about the place being used
by the homeless. He had put the
phone down in annoyance.

Three days before Christmas, this
was too good a target to miss. At
| p.m. on Saturday, December 21,
about 15 people entered the building
and started to erect barricades.
Eventually the police arrived, but so
did more supporters, including some
homeless families from Council
Buildings, a hostel in Poplar, ad-
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ministered by the London Borough

of Camden, Some of these sup-
porters were able to climb in
through a window before the police

cordoned the place off
The i1dea of the

was to ASK the Church to hand

over this empty house.to the home-

less. If they refused we said we
would remain in for 24 hours—and
then leave.

We achieved our objective, and

left on Sunday at 2 p.m. Despite the
fact that the police got into the
house, our barricades upstairs held,
and we remained in occupation. The
women from Council Buildings
spoke to both the Vicar and the
Archdeacon. Both refused to allow
the Vicarage to be used for home-
less people, claiming it was used ‘for
meetings and sporting equipment’.
So nice for brotherly love: no room
at the Vicarage!

The spirit of the demonstration
was excellent. At one point those in
occupation were short of supplies.
The supporters outside responded—
and, over a period of about an hour
or more, supplies were thrown up
for us to catch at the upstairs win-
dows of the Vicarage.

It was at this point that one un-
fortunate incideat occurred. Most
Oflhe yolice 1rougnon 11!
some even helped us up with supplies
However, on ihis occasion the
reasonable behaviour of the police
was marred by the provocative
behaviour of one or two of them.
(This is a familiar story—we on the
Left usually being the sufferers.)
While Jim Radford was throwing
up blanket rolls, one policeman
deliberately tried repeatedly to get
in the way of the rolls after they had
left Jim’s hand. He eventually suc-
ceeded (although this i1s doubtful),
and as a blanket roll came up to the
window a piece of string tied round
it either brushed the officer’s helmet
or just missed it.

The officer stepped forward and
arrested Jim for assault. A scuffle
developed and Bryan Symons was
also arrested. Both have to face

Outﬁ

charges of assault and obstruction
at Stratford Magistrates’
February 3.

That weekend also saw two more

Court on

demonstration

‘squatting’ demonstrations. I'he
Notting Hill Squatters held their
first ‘squat’ at Arundel Court—a
luxury block of flats in their area.
I'his was a protest against the Coun-
cil’'s policy of allowing luxury flat
building. They stayed for six hours

and left without incident.

I'he same day, Saturday, Decem-
ber 21, Ilford YCL demonstrated
outside a block of offices in Tiford-
arguing that houses should be built
instead of offices. This demonstra-
tion also passed without incident.

The last of the ‘t

token” squats was
on Saturday, January 10—again by
the Notting Hill Squatters. This

time they ULLUplLd a £17.500 empty
‘town lane’ for the day.

VICTORY NUMBER ONE!

One member of the London
Squatters, Alf Williams from Har-
low, told the Harlow Press that the

next squatters’ demonstration was
going to be in Harlow. This was
two weeks ago. He also said that
we would move homeless families
into empty Council property in Har-
low, and block the main London to
Newmarket road, the A.11. The
authorities in Harlow went berserk
and really got the wind up. The
resultofalotoff - lhatthc

from hostels in Esscx. if the dcmon—
stration was called off. With such
an offer Alf had no hesitation in
agreeing, and the demonstration has
been changed to Manor Park. in

London.

THE SECOND VICTORY!

This is probably more important
than the first. On Saturday, January
18, Notting Hill Squatters took over
number 7 Camelford Road, W.11,
and installed Mrs. Maggie O’'Shan-
non and her two children, with in-
tent to keep her there on a perma-
nent basis. At the time of writing
they are still in occupation. It looks
as though they are going to succeed.
The first real permanent ‘squat’ has
so far resulted in the rehousing of a
family. We hope this will encourage
others to follow suit. That is the
whole aim of the campaign—to
encourage widespread direct action.

B.R.

HOME OWNERSHIP FOR EVERY FAMILY

HE STRUGGLE for Civil Rights
in Ulster, with ils great excilement
and much publicity on newspapers and
TV, has obscured an equally important
fight that is now going on in the capital
city of Ireland, Dublin. This is the
protest against the evils of landlordism
and the demand for the nght of the
common people to the ownership of the
homestead—however humble that may
be.

The present agitation has its roots
deep in Irish history. The Land War
of the 1880's concerned chiefly the rural
workers and small farmers, many thous-
ands of whom were evicted from their
homesteads so that the landlords could
make more profit from cattle. In that
war there were thousands of casualties;
many of the oppressors were Killed
and maimed. Today the same sirife
engages the urban proletarnat in the great
cities of Dublin, Belfast and Derry.

About six or seven vears ago, the old
buildings of the city of Dublin, many of
them several hundreds of years ald,
began to crumble and fall. One house
at Dorset Street fell down in a cloud
of bricks and dust, killing an elderly
couple as they slept in their bed.

IN IRELAND TOMORROW

Another at Fenian Street fell and en-
tombed two little girls in the rubble.
The Public Health Inspectors condemned
hundreds of old houses; and their
dwellers were hastily evicted—mnto the
street. The city was like a battlefeld
with the gaping walls of demolished
houses. Hundreds of the dwellers stood
staring at their former homesy-or wan-
dered to and fro in the rain. Old people
on sticks, little children, mothers with
babies at the breasts, sheltered in door-
ways or crouched in makeshift tents
in the back streets and alleyways of
the city. Many of them are now,
several years later, still homeless, with-
out place to sit or le, without hearth

to warm them or fire to cook their
meals.
At the same time, get-rich-quick

speculators hastily moved in to bargain
for the title-deeds of the stricken home-
steads. Many thousands of pounds were
made by selling out the rights of the be-
wildered people to plutocratic interests.
Even in the less-stricken arcas of the
city, manv and many a dishonest pound
was made by buying out the landlords’

interests and then evicting the tenants
to make way for tall blocks of offices.
By these tricks a whole generation of
humble people were dispossessed of
their homes; great areas of Dublin were
depopulated; and many thousands of
people were exiled to the ghettoes of
Birmingham and London.

In 1962 a slum landlord, Laurence
Lane, was indicted in the Dublin Court
on charges of unjust exploitation and
criminal oppression; and of serfdom,
contrary to the international law of
slavery. He was accused of buving and
owning houses as weapons of entrap-
ment, with intent to force the dwellers
into serfdom. The United Nations
Slavery & Similar Institutions Act 1956
defines serfdom as the state or status
of a tenant who i1s by law, custom or
agreement bound to live and labour
on the land owned by another and to
render service (to pay him rent) to
such other person and is not free to
change his status; and the act funhu'
ordains that such oppressor is a crimi-
nal. However, the charges against Lane

Continued on page 7
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