'."‘?f:"'"‘.'-’-‘i'u.'t‘-" TRV G IO B R LN DL T vre ey gy R—
Vs T o TR O S Ty iy

M

/
4 e

_
>

:
L /'/
&

X,

g
.

' 8 ." "‘ 4 ‘

: mlﬁ..’axa ol 4.8 BT T 8 S s S
ﬂ P
B BRI ) ) B WA Y N & el - peaviL ;‘m;
i c.

EI2S e 2

,/ =

<
"

.

T

Crasil Oul

B 00D AR & D COuP T DD\ T [RRppp—

{)&. \ .
Wy
4" \ .J A

5672 HOUNDSGATE TEL 413881 ,

s : . . lae’ '

4



13“"5&’.-'-".-’" Gyt gl
i Ol R
P70 AR \.}‘ﬁ oy - 'y 1 .
. '\..._..,..-—' -
“@‘ '-

i
-4
o o S ’ : ‘a i ol :
P B O Sk oy o . \ s YT NS ol SR S o T o .
i LJ it “"."':‘i:‘}’;"? i3 A Al . ~ Sl oL o Cfl }._‘ { 7 \? r'(':: PT ,f"|r~"¥ .;.}
. - > 3. . ¥ ' e 3 - S 'v'.- : | .
3 o o ’ ’ v




The following two articles arose out of & comment by Col. in "CitywiS?"
and my reply to it in the same pUb11PaL10ﬂ. which explains the references in
the articles, In essence C.i, and N U.W.G. teke opposite positions on strikes
in DeHeS.8, and Delwy -and support for the T.,U, involved, ~We'd be pleased to
sear from anybody with comments on either of these pieces, alterrnative views etc,

y Mark

: This is a response to both John Panter's article in. *Citywise? No, 3 and Mark

Stevpnsridiculouq letter in 'Citywise! No, 5. T must point out that this-is a
personal view, and not the. palicy. or. CJA. e 40 ihe nature of. thn group, which

does not aspire to nolicies or other shxhbolc%h nmrty statement is not possible,

To take FVarkts letter 1"11‘ t, he alleges that, C.-. seems to have- fOrnoiten thaf the :
DHSS does not exist to look after the interest of claimants stc...f, Has forgotfen
That C.A. asked the C,P.S. A, to challenge the repressive nature of 359 pﬂyments in the

letter he is reD1V1ng to? I would aprem with his Jn!erpre+a+10n that the 55
distributes 'economic vallum' just z2s the I,5.C. digtributes 'social valium' in t}e
form of petty diversions. to: 1a%e c1a1marls minds on their. s:fuafnon.' ‘However 10
assert that the e exposure of this hyv an all=out sirike chould be welcomed by clalmants
- who are forced to endure the full reality of their misery is paten+1yabsurd Just
28 ludicrous is his remark that strike action is the last resort, A sirike 1S only a
temporary Ulthara'e7 of labour, the last resort of a group of workers is to create a .
situation in which they can destroy themselves as workers through & permanen+ withdeawal
of labour. WNot a lorkers Revclution based on class sar but a revolution of work bhased
on pleasure,  lark also says that C.A. should, in the event of future actions, organise
claimants +to looa aster their interests: with what Mark?, ,_QI dbn't ‘now about you but
i'm skint., Will money be available from ”’“f7TUP“ funds?. .’ ”hcn there is the question
of ColAs supporting the sirikers, what would you like: donatlons , ‘food p»rcels ‘. Hoe .+
fark forgotten that claimants are the most 1mpovernsl group in thl _socnefy..;. One
POQ"iJllltj would certsinly be hunger strikes this Would utilise the negative PffPP“S
of the sirile, reldis. them.trork for ixdl nat :hfﬂnxrﬁ““ﬁ 85 pi Rere, o Ham, elever.
Lagtly ve come to'the sickest and nos1 Aegreding UuTL of }1s letter, ° He 8OYS
tldu clalmauis groups are Yeontinuvousl- ;3rn3r* acD’n“i what trade’unions are doing!?
ut I don't think he reslises the f‘rH inpact of 3)-.:?: (‘}'~€c.p, ,, oux*fer—-z*evo'hﬁ:onwr'v'
bulishit. I hope I never live to see 1he dav vhen clainants stop’carping and F1ght11g
i X

.L(

against thz state and 1ts employees, 1 .vw'ﬂh: trade unionists are doing, the
question is, do +hej . Trade Unionists mr@ happyr 4o push ecenomic and bonlal valium

to the social securi: Joaddicts that need r@*“-,ovﬂnwgnfl"/"ﬁﬁllv/dP37J fizy | The
'system? mey &1~1r31u+6 the valiom, hut vhots licking the pnv010pps-- Is Mark denving
that there are pecple. ;WVQ1VM¢,VDnODiQ that hove mnrnnpowhllziv for their actiong?, ' 48
links in the chain of social conirc) trade vnionizis have nowwr'over the. leljhoods o
milliors of people in *his country., That we shonld not interfere in this process ig
patronising Crap, ~m91?ir%?*1%rt'fh9 urniong undergiand ufitv1'1’hﬁq nTulmFrf et - o
claimants needs are, - "ake vhat you're siven?t - YUnions lmow best?!, The sorry

fact is of course that Yareaurocrais never suffer the effects of their actions and it

18 up to P1&]map1” 0 stand on for lnnu,e‘vos.," S Ul i '

Mark s letter Puflﬁ‘n1V Ur;M't worth WFlTlh iy “but T hOpP the reply forms a ba”’s
for the seoond part of this response that opmens *he pround Tor sérioug dialogue with
the C.P,, S.4. and C.4,, nunuort for the CP.S,As must obvlou%Tgﬁgg'oondlrnonal because,
as oublnncd above, the C,P.,S,4. i in a pomjl1on of pOWCP‘ how they choose ‘to use that
power will de1@rm1ne their relationship with groups like C.A.  There is very little
to disagree with in the substance of John Panterts art1¢1o- ves the £,9. is stretching
its resources to the 11m1t dnd more staff would ease the burden on C.P.S.A. workers.
dhat we find however, is attempt to justify strike action, .The 'z gonlsed discussion'
that has taken Dlace was incestuously homocentric There was no liaison with interested
parties (i.e, claimants =) to achieve a common fron aimed at br1ng1ng Qolldarwty to . the
aggrieved (olalmant and worle rb) '
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