REVIEW

Blem: by Magazine af the Sacialist Workers Partyr




The government and the CBI1 have
beeun a hard propaganda offen-
sive aimed at producing very low
pay settlements over the next
yvear. Stuart Axe argucs that they
are trying to do something much
mote savape than anyvthing we
huve seen so tar, and that we are
not faced simply with the normal
cmployers’ rhetoric.

The CRBI  the central co-ordinating
hody lor Lhe private sector bosses in Lhe
manufacturing and scrvice indusines
15 calling for pay scettlemenis to be kept
within a hmit of five per cent. Simul-
tancously, the Tory government, after
sQINe major suecesses wilh ity six per
cent public sector lmil last year, 1s
sezking to lower expectations turther.
The ¢hancellor of  the excheguer,
Geofttrey Howe, has announced a new
public sector cash limit policy of tour
per venl aiming to hold the weak
seclors back severely, while letting 4
few stronger groups. like the miners,
through at a slightly higher level.

Three major factors lie behind the

new olfensive, The first reason is nolh-
ing new —they want to reduce workers’

living standards in order to restore
profitability, Under the Jast labour
government’s social contract mcomes

policy, workers’ living standards were
reduced further than anyiling the
Thatcher government has so far achieved
for employed workers—and they now
wanl Lo lurn Lhe screw,

Secondly, they want to use {he clear
advantages they have won in the last
yvear to reduce shop-floor bargaining
slrength,

Thirdly, they are worried that des-
pite all their attempts to deflaie Lhe
gconaimy and bring the rate of inflation
down Lo single figures by the end of
1981, their policies are not working.
(+iven that the price Inflation is not
likely to drop below ten per cent, Lhiey
are even motre desperate than usual to
reduce labour costs and vconseguentially
increase  theirr competitiveness in the
international markel plice.

The bosses’” new offensive on pay
hargaining is therelfore motivated part
hy bravada, part by confidence and
part by fear. They are frightened that
when the recession unwinds —as they
hope it will In the second halt of next
veur the rate of inflation will be at
least ten per cent rather than the five

Class struggle

Introducing the new
slim-line pay packet.

per cent that Thatcher’s whole economic
‘experiment’  was  supposcd  to bring
about. Then the intflationary dnive for
profits will soon push the hgure up to
15 per venl and more, forcing the
governmentl to very quickly apply the
brakes Lo the cconomy again.,

Productivity offensive

A central reason for the new offen-
sive 1% to reduce labour costs and raise
productivily, During the lasi eighteen
months there has been little orgamsed
resistanve Lo productivity deals, and the
emplovers want to see the screws tight-
ened further. In 1979 and 19830 pro-
ducltivity deals most frequently gave
bonuses on top of bhasic pay 1ncrcases,
However, for the last two years the
employers have usually got productivily
concessions without conceding honuses,
as the justification tfor any pay rise at
all, however small. [l workers acecept
five per venl increases o be paid for by
concessions on productivity, then em-
plovers will bhe rcaping part of the
harvest that Thateher promised them.

But the fight for pay mmcrcases need
not run exactly as the employers and
Tories want it to. While British Airwavs
has announced that 1l wants to sack
000 workers and {reeze pay for i vear,
in contrast the government s wery

‘catrious about the level at which Lhey

will have to let the muners through in
November, And while Hoover is threaten-
ing to impose pay cuts of ten per cenl
from January 1982, in contrast, Smiths
[ndustries i Cheltenham  have  just
agreed increascs worth 14 per cent from
August for 3000 workers, The picture 158
very uneven, rctlecting ithe degree to
which the impaclt of the recession has
heen very uneven across and hetween
industries.

Pay policy or pay norm?

T date, the CBI has becn very care-
tul ot toname a figure for pay increases
toy keep mside, as this would set a rarget
that many would want to breach, But
the government has now coine out with
1y figure of four per centl for central
and local povernment workers. It would
be interesting to Know why 1t has made
this announcemaent two monihs before
it usunally deoes, We can only speeculate
that tt has been forced to do so in order
ter hack up the CBI, cspecially as some
VEry Imajor private seclor pay negoti-
dalions have just started or are about to
slart,

There 15, of course, absolutely no

connection to be drawn by Lthe {act that
Vauxhall’s opening offer is four per cent
(due from September) and that Leyland
Vehicles have opened talks with an offer
aof four per cent. The Ford pay review
comes in November the same month

Jas the miners—and no bhetls are being

taken that they could well offer tour
per centl, The first olfer from the
Engineering Employvers Federation is a
miserable 3. 16 per cent ingrease at
minimuam rates,

(One grodp of companies that are
nnlikely to gel away with low seltle-
nients are the hig hovs in the oil indus-
try. Last winler they all gave inereases
at the rale of inflation, then about
fourteen per cent. This winter they look
set to pay ahout den or ¢leven per cent-
the vcurrent rate ol inflation. The Shell
o1l refineries and ils chemical plant al
(Carrington are due to settle on st
October and the oil tanker dnivers for
BP, Shell, Tsso, Petrofing and Texaco
have their annual pay review in Novem-
ber. Bul the TGWILU may sign some
nasly productivity deals to  get the
increases they are looking for,

l'ollowing on from the tanker drivers
come the tens of thousands of lorry
drivers in (he road haulage industry.
They have been lodging claims for an
increase of £2(0 a4 week plus a 35 hour
weelk . Last winiler they got very low
sertlements of between three and seven
per cent and the drivers do nolt want to
accept such levels for a second yedr
running. But the industry is still one of
the worst hit by the recession if pro-
duction is well down. no one needs
transport - and many drnivers have been
sacked or are working short-time,

Fear of unemplovment

he  three  million. unemployment
ligure means a very tough context for
pay bargaining, In the past year there’'s
heen little enough fight over jobs and
hardly anv fard Lghi back over pay.
IFor all the rhetone al the Blackpool
TUC the trade union leaders have shown
Little sign of organising to challenge the
new public and private sector pay
offensives. In many workplaces thal
have suffered redundancies, people might
well aceept pay offers ol {ive per cent
and be glad they have still got a job,

One ol Thatcher’s successes has been
an immense fragmenlation of pay bar-
gaining. Rising unemployment has not
simplty torced workers to retreat, it has
also  meant that feocal rather than
nationgal factors have come Lo the fore.
Three ycars ago, wlen PFord workers
bhroke through Hegley's five per cent
pay policy, they gave 4 lead to workers
evervwhere. Now we are in a tougher
world, Breakthroughs of that kind do
not necessanly lead to generalisiation,
Employvers’ arguments about turther
redundancics, short-ime working and
lack of orders have all had an cflect,
And with a miserably pathetic lead {rom
the ftradce union bosses, any possible
seneralisation is going to have Lo be
built from below.
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the bandwagon

On the Sunday nmight of the Labour Party conference, the left were
ecstatic. Benn had come within a hatrs-breadth of beating Healey.
But on the Tuesday it was the right’s turn to be jubilant. They
had swept to power 1n the nattonal executive elections. How did
this occur? What does it mean for the i1uture of the Labour Party?
What can the left be expected to do? We look at some of the

options.

~ “Scarborough 1960 went down in history
as both a high point and a low point in
the histery of the Labour left. It won a
vital vote at the party conference — only
to see the leadership 1gnore the vote and
the position effectively reversed within
months as the controlling block vote
switched sides. Wembley already looks
like being the Scarborough of the 1980s.
The ieft greeted the conference decision
with pure ecstacy. Yet already the great
victory looks like turning into the great
defeat.’

{Socialist Review, February 1981)

It 1s beginning to look as if we were right.
The smug smiles on the faces of Healey and

Hattersley show that they at least think the
tide 15 turning in their favour. Healey may
have had a pyrrhic victory in the deputy
leadership contest but the seizure of the
National Executive Commtittee by the right
will more than compensate for that. For the
first time 1n a decade the right’s dommation
of the parliamentary Labour Party (s going
to be matched by command over the party
machine,

Of course, not everything is vet going the
right’s way. They were annoyed at the vote
on unilaterahsm — just as they were
annoyed by the rejection of wage controls by
last month's TUC. They — and the media —
will make a lot of noise about such things.
But much of it will be smoke without fire.
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 NEWS & ANALYSIS

They know that past Labour governments
have been committed by conferences over
such issues — and have very easiiy slipped
out of the commitments. Politics 1s about
power — and they believe that they are the
masters now.

Saying these things gives us no pleasure.
Healey and Hattersley are the enemies of us
all. The defeat at Brighton was a defeat for
the whale left. But i1t does no good at all to
pretend, as some sections of the Labour left
scem to be doing, that the defeat did not take
place, that the right’s control over the party
machine can be forgoiten because of the
closeness of the Benn-Healey vote.

So how did it all happen?

Let's go back te what we said in Febru-
ary. We argued that the loss of confidence
by workers in their ability to fight back over
redundancies, cuts and wages had allowed
the right to strengthen their hold over the
tracle union bureaucracies — especially, but
not only, the engineering union. So far, the
right leadership had been prepared to do
trade offs that gave left wingers seats on the
Labour Party executive. But that would not
survive any hotting up of the struggle bet-
ween left and right 1n the party,

The left would be helpless, we argued,
when il came to resisting such manoeuvres.
Although its forces in the constituencres and
among union activists can be measured 1n
terms of tens, or even hundreds of thou-
sands, the millions who make up the trade
union movement are retreating before an
employers’ offensive, producing the lowest
level of struggle for more than a generation.
Under such circumstances, the media and
the union bureauncracies could all too easily
play on the real weakness of the Benmte left.

We were wrong on important details. We
upderestimated the way in which the fer-
ment among activists in certain unions
would throw the full time leaderships off
balance in the early summer, producing a
bandwagon n the Benn campaign that at
one slage seemed nearly unstoppable and
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just missed knocking Healey assunder. We
said that the most optimistic prediction for
Benn's voie would be 43 per cent — 1n fact
he got more than 49 per cent.

But, as Harold Wilson once said, 1n ¢lec-
toral politics a majority of one is enough.
And Bennite politics remains efectoral polit-
ics. On that terrain, Healey has got control
of the deputy leadership. Varley hay gotcon-
trol of the treasureship, and the right wing
have got control of the national executive,
with its power to determine who willtun the
party machine, The sudden display of the
sirength of Healeyite forces within the sup-
posedly ‘left’ TGWLU bureaucracy —so that
Benn nearly didn’'t get the union delega-
tion's vote — shows how powerful are thosc

who would begin pushing the bandwagon
backwards,

And the success of the right in winming
secret ballots and branch ballols tor Healey
in a number of unions {sec below) show that
ihey have a weapon they can use with a
degree of confidence ot getiing thewr way.

All this lecads us to believe that the for-
ward march of the left within the Labour
Party has been halted. Labour pohitics over
the next year will be a dilferent matier {rom
Labour politics over the past year.

Not dead

This does not mean, however, that those
who have looked to the Labour Party fora
sotution to their problems will now look
elsewhere.

The rise of the Labour lelt over the last
year — the fact that for the firsttime 1n three
decades people are jofning rather than leav-
ing the Labour Party — has not been
hecause left Labour paelicies have been abic,
on the basis of any rational calculation, to
offer people more than in the past. Bennism

— with its economic nationalism, its belict

that reflation can pull an 80 per cent pnivate
capitalist cconomy out of crisis, tts promo-
tion of ¢lass collaboration through "partici-
pation” and ‘planning agreements’,  1ts
willingness to stay in NATO, its desire to
protect parliamentary lorms of rule — 1§
offering nothing that has not been tried pre-
viously by capitalist governments.  Actt-
vists have become intoxicated by this
mixture as they did not in the vears 1969-74,
because they do not see an altermative n
terms of their own struggles. They do not
believe they can win their tellow workers (o
resist redundancies ot throw our the 4 per
cent. And so they look instead Lo saviours
from on high, to those who offer salvation
by Labour in two or three years time as
compensation for the inability to do any-
thing in the here and now. Labour poliics
has one thing in commen with Christianity.
The fact that the sccond coming never takes
place does not destroy the willingness of the
faithful (o believe 1o L.

That can only happen when peoplc begin
once again to discover that their own activ-
ity is able to resist the attacks on jobs, sociul
services., wages and working condinions.

While the rea! fight back against the
Tories and the emplovers remains at 11s pre-
sent low level, only a limited number of the
Labour left arc going to sce present struggle
now as an alternative to llusions in ¢lectoral

methods. The number can be increased in so

far as the effort is put in to ensure the effecti-
veness of the small scale struggles that are
taking place. But there is no magical path to
1 mass destruction of illusions in Labour.

Compromise

So what is going to happen to the Labour
lafy?

We ear that the result of Brighton will be
that, in its majority, it will demand even less
in terms of real socialist policies than it the
past. The right’s control of the machine as
well as the parliamentary party, the irade
union leadership’s desperate desire for a
[.abour government of virtually any hue, the
fear that driving right wing councillors and
MPs from the party will strengthen the
Social Democrats, the knowledge that the
general election cannot be much more than
two vears away — all these factors will exert
pressure on the lefl to compromise their
politics.

The willingness of many of the consti-
tuency left to compromise was shown at
Brighton itsclf. The majority of them conti-
nued to voic for Kinnock and Lestor in the
national executive elections, despite the
scandalous part they played in preventing
Benn trom winning the deputy leadership.
And the constituency left was just as willing
to join in the standing ovations for Foot,
ignoring his promotion of the night.

This will confront the harder left, includ-
ing those most prominent in the Benn camp,
with a great dilemma. They can join in the
compromises, hoping that Benn's vote in the
deputy leadership electon will enable them
to influence the compaositton and policies of
the leadership. Or they can continue (o cam-
paign openly, knowing this contains the risk
of greater isolation than before.

Touchstone

The touchstone will be whether Benn
himself decides to contest the deputy leader-
ship again next year. He willknow thatto do
so will be a gamble, He coutd well end up tn
a weaker position if he docs so — particu-
latly given the closeness of the decision of
the TGWU to vote for him this year. On the
other hand. it he does not campaign against
Healey, there is little he can to to challenge
the right’s control over all the leading posi-
tions in the party.

We suspect that the hard left will react 10
the danger ol isolation by alternating bet-
ween craven compromises with the centre
and futrches to the left. They will both sacri-
fice principles in return for the possibility of
office, and will try to improve their power
hase by half-hearted attempts 4t orgamsing
inside the unions.

That will make it more important than
ever for revolutionaries to draw them into
united action over things on which we both
agree. In so far as we can offer consistency
rather than vacillation and action rather
than resolution-mongering, we can begin 1o
hreak some of the Labour left’s following
from its electoralist orientation and Increase
the cffectiveness of those small struggles
(hat are taking place against the government
and employers,
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The closeness of the Labour Party deputy
leadership result and the success of Benn in
getting 80 per cent of the Constitucncy party
votes, should not congeal from the left one

crucial tact. When the feelings of the mass of

union members—as opposed to political
actrvists-—was tested. Healey walked home.
In NUPE, the POEU, COHSE. the FRU,
Natsopa. votes of one sort or another went
for Healey. Only in the miners’ case was
opinion—as expressed at branch
meetings—clearly for Benn.

Patily this was a result o the way in which
any referendum-type secret ballot helps the
powers-that-be as opposed to those who
would challenge them. Unless voting is pre-

ceded by open discussion, with all points of

view equally represcented, then voters all too
edsily respond to the voice of authority, as
expressed through the TV and the press.
Hence the way 1n which the biggest votes for

Healey—roughly threc to one ineach case— -

were in the POEYU and Natsopa. Here the
union members had to [l in individual
ballot papers. distributed by union repre-
sentatives but counted by the clectoral
reform socicty,

The union journals printed statements
from the candidates but also contained main
editorial pieces—urging the POELU mem-
bers to vote tor Healey as the man most
likely to enable Labour to win the next elec-
tion. Natsopa suggesting that ‘pcople are
alarmed by a too rapid shilt of the Labour
Party to the leit’,

In the case of Natsopa, the London cieri-
cal branch later passed a rcsolution, com-
plaining both that there had not been
adequate discussion among the members
belore the ballot papers were distributed,
and ol the biascd nature ot the material from
the unicen,

However, this alone cannot be an ade-
quate explanation for everything that hap-
pened. For in unions where the vote was
taken at branch meelings—permitting dis-
cussion among miembers who tend to be
more active than the average—the vote also
was for Healey, This was even truc in two
traditionally left wing unions with Broad
Left tvpe leaderships—FBU and NUPE.
The FBU vole was about two to one tor
Healey on a very low poll, despite a low key,
one paragrpah call by the executive for a
Benn vote. One SWP member describes
what happened at a branch meeting atten-
ded by about half his fire station:

"Atmy branch we used the argument that
it was Healey and Callaghan who kept us
out for nine weeks in 1977-78. and that
Healey 1s not even trying to change, Peo-

Consulting

the
members

ple remember that very well. Yer 11
hands still went up for Healey as against
12 for Benn and five abstentions’

What was remarkable was that the vote in
the traditionally left wing FB1J was not all
that different to the vote in the traditionally
right wing and non-militant health service
union, COHSE where, also on a very low
vote, Healey carried the day by just under
two to one. Yet while the FBU executive
recommended Benn, who had received a
standing ovation when he appeared on the
visitors' balcony at the union conference,
the COHSE leadership made no recommen-
dation and had banned delegates from men-
tioning Benn's name at their conference.

The more militant union in the health
service 18 NUPE. Yet its branch-based vote
went three to two for Healev-—this from a
membership that turned out in vast numbers
against the Healey impaosed cuts of 1975-7.

Some NUPT activists explain this in terms
of branch secretaries in backward areas
sending off the branch’s vote without con-
sulting the members. But reports indicate
that even at well attended meetings of tradi-
tionally left wing branches, there were sub-
stantial majorities for Healey. Thus onc
SWP member in Scotland tell how when the
1ssuc came up at her branch, the right wing
were ready and spoke up for Healey, the left
were unprepired, making no effective inter-
vention and the members voted against
Benn.

Substitutionism

What are we to conciude Irom all this?

First, 1t rams home one of the paints we
have been making in this Review all vear.
The huge groundswell of support for
Benn—the ‘political upturn’—is at the
moment of quite a small minerity of wor-
kers. This minerity can be big enough to
swing union conference votes, to ensure that
some of the night sort of people get delegated
1o reselection meetings, to shout down Hea-
ley when he has the nerve to address unem-
pleyment rallies. But i1t can be all too easily
outflanked by the forces of the right when it
comes to the struggle for real political
power. For then there is no substitute fora
powerful, organised base within a majority
of at least the strong sections of the class.
Those who fall into the substitutionist trap
of claiming to speak for workers they have
not brought into active agreement with
themselves, are open to a hammering from
forces organised by the media and the right
ving,

Second, the winning ol workers for left

politics cannot be a question juss of argu-
ment. The longer the time lag since the
Callaghan-Healey government. the more
the horrors of that government fade from
the memories of all but the most politically
active. To those who attend union mectings
in NUPE, the FBU or the TGWU!. the mil-
lion and half unemployed under Healey is
already seeming like a pleasant alternative
to the three million unemployed under
Thatcher. The aonly way the left can counter
this trend 1s tf we can involve the majority of
the workforce in any workplace in struggle
i the here and now, so that they begin to
develop an active indenutification with an
alternative to Thatcher and Healey. Oniy
then will the argument of the isolated left
winger in a workplace or union branch
swing the majority behind him or her.

Unfortunately the Labour left (and what
remains of the CP) tend all the time 1o play
into the Labour right's hands by talking of
the wonders of what will happen in two or
three years time, instead of addressing them-
selves to the question of how to begin now
rebuilding working class strength and
confidence.

Paradoxically, the obsession with confe-
rence delegations and resolutions, with rese-
lection and alternative economic strategies,
tends to play into the hands of the right in
the unions. For, it leaves untouched the
growing gap belween many activisits and
the rank and file around them. After all, if
packing a conference delegationis your aim,
then arguing first with workers who proba-
bly won’t attend a branch meeting is a
diversion.

This shows itsclf most vividly when it
comes to resisting direct employers’ attacks
in the workplace. Those whe have claimed
to speak for thousands suddenly find that
even the dozen or so people in their own
section will not stop work in solidarity with
them.

But this time it has also shown itself in the
electoral sphere. In the unions with ‘left’
leaderships, the Labour left and the CP
hardly bothered to campaign for Benn, des-
pite the issue being so close to their hearts,
They assumed that because the leadership
represented the members, there was no need
to-convince the members themselves. This,
of course, has been the rationale for not
building Broad Lefts in the ‘left’ unions—it
would antagonise full time officials who
wouid in any case deliver their members to
left wing causes,

There 1s an alternative, as was shown in at
least one case. This was in Natsapa, where
the deputy leadership clection was accom-
pantcd by another ballot over the question
of support for untlateralism. Socialists and
CNI> members in Fleet Street used the occa-
sion to carry out an intense propaganda
exercise, Lcaflets arguing the case over the
bomb were handed out in as many workpla-
ccs as posstble at the same time as the ballot
forms. And so the same people who gave
Healey a 6(HH) majority over Benn, gave a
M) majority to umlateralism.

But to carry such activity you have to
believe In moving workers to act for them-
sefves and not in substituting for this the
behaviour of GMCs, local councils, union
executives, annual conferences and
parhamenits.
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All things
to all Greeks

On 18th October the Greek
general elections look likely to
end 45 years of right wing rule.
What will it really mean?
Members of the Greek group
Revolutionary Challenge
explamn.

One word is seen on walls everywhere in
Greece today. in the towns and in the coun-
tryside. The word is ‘change’. Everyone who
has suffered the effects of the economic cri-
sts, whether manual or white collar wortker
or petty bourgeois ynd everyone who has
become tired of the 40 years domination by
the right in Greek politics, hungers for “the
change’. If we look more closely, we can sce
that all those who want this change mean
very different things by that word.

Since 1974 the right wing government
which replaced the Junta has been trying to
modernise the Greek economy and social
institutions (education, public services, the
Banking system). This modernisation was
essential for (reek capitalism in order to
allow entry into the Commaon Market at the
beginning of the year,

For industry, this has meant building up
hig units, an intensification of work and a
wiping cut of smail and medium businesses.
This has lead to increastng unemployment
{according to the OECD, now 16%). Invest-
ment has been capital intensive while the
small firms that have been driven out of
business have lost thousands of jobs.

As a result, no-one, whether worker of
pcasant or small businessman or tradihonal
petty bourgeois, is happy with the results of
the right wing ‘New Democracy’ govern-
ment. Everyone wants the “the change’ but
gach for their own reasons and in their own
ways. Of couse, the bad situation is not the
exclusive responsibility of the government.
The world economic crisis has hit Greek
capitalism particularly badly. preasely
hecause 1t hasn't been [ully modernised.

‘Change’ has been the basic election slo-
gan of PASOK (Greek Socialist Movement}
throughout the election campaign. This slo-
gan has attracted massive support and
evEryone now expects the new government
to be ‘socialist’. PASQOK has promised eve-
rything to everybody.

PASOK was formed in September 1974
from old centre party, left wing politicians
and oppositionists from during the dictator-
ship. Tts growth has been meteoric. [t gained
159 ol the vote in 1974 and 26%1n 1977, At
the beginning it was a very strange party—a

Greek CP poster reads; 'For the Right to
go. For the Change.'

mixture of third worldism (with strong links
with the Ba'ath party and with Gaddatijand
European soecial democracy. [s basic aim
was ‘national liberation® which tound 1ts
expression in an intense anti-Amerncanism.

Now it has changed to more closely
resemble the social democratic parues of the
West, PASOK has promised everything, but
more recently the statements of Andreas
Papandreou, its president, have qualified
this, saying ‘of course we won"tbe able todo
everything straight away'.

PASOK has promised index-tinked wage
rises, help to middle and small businesses,
an attack on unemployment and inflation,
help to the peasants, expulsion of the Ameri-
can military bases (‘of course, notimmediat-
ely’) withdrawal from NATO, a referenduim
an EEC membership, but an incredse 1n
defence spending because of the ‘danger
from Turkev'.

At the same time it has adopted the
modernising programme of the old govern-
ment io cducation, public services, church-
/state relations etc. PASOK blames 1t for
not modernising the Greck  economy
quickly enough, pot sayving that the real
problem is the world economic crisis which
PASOK itseif will also have to face. PAS-
OK's programme is full ol contradictions
(for instance the modernisation ot the
economy aad help to the traditional small
businesses). However, we can be sure that its
policy in government would be to push for-
ward the modernisation of Greck capitatism
at all levels.

The Greek CP

PASQOK is now a traditional socilal demo-
cratic party with a small ‘problem’: it does
not have a base in the industrial working
class , though it does have some support
among white collar workers. 1t seems unlik-
elv that it willever getsuch a base as the road
is blocked by the KKE (Greek Communist
Party).

The Greek CP s, with the Portuguese, the
most Stalimist and pro-Moscow of Western

Eurcpe. Tt is different from other European
{Ps. For instance it has often taken actions
of a ‘military’ character agamst opponents.

Last year’s university occupatons, which
the CPdid notsupport, were attacked by CP
youth members armed with clubs, helmets
and shietds. Anyone who atlempts to msue
leatlets inside trade union meetings control-
led by the pariy is likely 1o end up mn
hosplral,

AL the same time it must be said that the
CP is the party of the organised indusirial
waorkng clas. Of course, the party bureau-
crats who now control many of the unton
bodies are selling out one struggle alter ano-
ther. There has been a noticeable fall in
industrial militancy since the strike wave of
1975, at which time the party had not yet
consolidated its control of the irade unions.

The CPis competing with PASOK for the
pelly bourgeois vote, without a great deal of
success hecause of the tradivonal anti-
communism of the perty bourgeoisie. In
attempting to win this, like the French CP, it
has campaigned against ‘rock music’ (it
reminds them of America), “drug abuse’ (0
an extremely puritanical way), in support of
the nuclear family and in support of obedi-
ence by students to teachers.

This isolates the party from the genera-
tion ol urban youth, who are developing in
other directions. A few wecks ago, a Rory
Gullacher concert was attended by 25,000
predominant]y working class kids in a loot-
ball stadium in Athens, The concert ended
with running battles between MAT (the
Greek SPGI. who used tear gas, and the Kids
who were building barnicades and throwing
netrol bombs. The voung working class kids
were shouting ‘Cops, Pigs, Murderers™. The
same scenes were repeated at a concert im
Sualonika.

Prospects

The failure of the CP to understand the
changes 1n the last years in Greek urban
socicty is lurning young people to vote for
PASOK. to apathy, or o some kind of
anarchismni.

The actual policies of the CP are more or
less the same as PASOK, with more empha-
sty on Increasing relations with Tastern
Europe, |

The CP's main electorat aum {and main
clectoral stopany is to get 175 of the vote, as
this would give it o greatly increased number
of MPs and a far better chance of forcing a
coalition with PASOK. But it is unhkely to
gt more than 12-13%,

The remaming parties are  unlikely
together to take more than 10% of the vole.
The Eurocommunist CP of the Interior,
which got 29 despite its [RO degree turn 1o
altract the women’s movement and urban
vouth, is not expected to increase 1s vote
substantiadly.

[nitialiv a PASOK government would
introduce some radical measures. such as
civil marniage, educational reforms and tax
cuts. In the long term the contradictions
would appear. Whut happens then? A tot
depends on how much the CP i prepared to
co-operite with the PASOK governmenl
and keep the working class guiet., Thes an
turn will depend on the wallingness of
PASOK (o concede the demands of the
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CP—for example. the {ree return of and
amnesty (o political refugees from the 1946-
49 civil war imany of whom are still in Eas-
tern Europe), and the opening of contacts
with Eastern European countries.
Regardless of the CPs attitude, PASOK
will have difficulty avoiding a reaction from
its supporters as it fails to keep its promises.
Disappomtment will be unavoidable. It will

be difficult for the disappointed to turn
again towards the modern right, though it’s
not impaossible, and the extreme right has
Little influence. We believe that if anvone
wili gain 1t will be the CP which will absorb
the left elements (hat arc currently in
PASOK, and this will only happen to a lim-
ited extent.

We will reach a sitvation where everyone

will be disappointed and won’t know where
to turn. A lot will depend on the condition of
the revolutionary left at that time. The revo-
lutionary left’s prospects are not at all good
since tmuch of it 15 1n 2 siate of collapse, The
vital necessity Lor the révolutionary left 1s to
turn towards the working class f it wants to
have any role, albeit a small one, in the
future developments,

Mitterrand’s

The enormous but superficial enthusiasm
which greeted Mitlerrand’s victory is
already beginning io tade: between the
end ot June and ithe end of August
confidence 1in Milterrand, according to
one opinicn poll, had fallen from 71%
to 62% of the population. The ousted
right s still in utter disarray, but will re-
group quickly enough if the government
loses momentum,

The new regime has bhegun with a
number of gestures wihich, while of
limited significance, cannot fail to be
pleasing to the left. The Plogeff nuclear
power slalion will not be built and the
Larzac malitary camp will not be ex-
tended —both had been symbolic focuses
for leftist activists in recent years, Gaston
Defferre, the inister ot the interior,
has nol only refused io extradite ETA
mititanls {o Spain, bhut invoked his own
past as a Resistance fighter to justify his
decision. The satirical paper ffara-Kiri,
banned under Pompidou, has reappeared;
the ban on roulette within a hundred
kilometres of Paris has been lifted, and
—to the indignation of the paper Le
Frgaro - tirst-class compartmenis on the
Paris metro are to be abolished,

Likewise, socialists cannot fail fo
wclecome the news that France —later
than almost every other country in
Europe - is Lo abolish the death penalty,
and that the repressive Gaulhist state
security court s {o be abolished, Wel-
come too iy the amnesty for many
categories ol prisoners, a cheap way of
alleviating the chronic overcrowding in
French jails, There are, however, some
strange gaps in the amnesty, such as
canscientious objectors and deoctors
charged with abortion offences.

But there is to bhe no real change in
the machinery of the French state.
France's corrupt racist police force will
remain unpurged, even if it is momen-
tarily subdued. Defferre has refused
demands from the police unions for a
purge of top police officials, saying
there will be no ‘witchhunt’, The much-
hated CRS riot police are no longer to
be used to ‘maintain order’ but a sec-
tion of the army has been assigned to do
the jobh,

The Mitterrand  pgovernment has
broken with some of the more openiy
racist aspects of the Giscard era. illegal
immigranis are tc be given the oppor-
turmity to ‘regularise’ their situation; but
in practice only those in fuli-time legal
employment will get permission to stay,
And conirols to prevent further illegal
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mediocre millenium

immigration are being tightened up. The
government is now rapidly reneging on
& promise to give immigrants the vote:
apparently this will not be practicable
before the municipal elections in 1983,

All these reforms are, however, in
the last resort marginal to the real prob-
lem facing the Mitterrand regime —how
to deal with the economic crisis. Like
every other government in the world,
the French administration faces the twin
problems of unemployment and infla-
tion. Mitterrand’s attempts at a solu-
tton may be more humane and even
marginally more  intelligent  than
Thatcher’s, but since he cannot opt out
of the world system he will find it hard
to discover a remedy to the one prob-
lem which does not aggravate the other.

Unemployment

Mitterrand’s accession has not halted
inflation, On the contrary, his first
months in power have seen rises in the
costs ol basic necessities —petrol, trans-
port, gas, electricity —which will produce
further increases throughout the whole
economy. And unemployment too is
still rising. The official figures — which as
in Britain understate the true situation
—reached 1,680,000 for July and are
expected to reach two million by the
end of the year. Prime minister Mauroy
admits that at best it will be twelve or
gighteen months before the rise can be
halied,

The government has taken a number
of well-publicised measures against un-
employment. The creation of 55,000
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new jobs in the public sector (post office,
education, etc) may be welcome, but it
is only a drop in the aocean. Beyond this
the government has increased bonuses,
loans and subsidies to private employers
in the- probably vain—hope that this
will encourage the ereation of new jobs.
In many ways this is little more than a
continuation of Giscard’s unsuccessful
policy,

‘The minimum wage has been raised
by ten per cent {twice as much as was
legally required (o kecep up with in-
flation} but this has been accompanied
by a measure which cuts empioyers’
social security contributions on wages
which are less than twenty per cent
above the legal minimum; in effect this
is an incentive to employers to pay low
wages. The government is postponing a
tull-scale plan to increase employment
to the fateful year of 1984, by when it
is hoped inflation will be under control.
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Nor will the unemployment situation
be helped much by the agreement, made
with government encouragement, bet-
ween employers and unions {except the
CGT) for a 39-hour week and a fifth
week of annual holiday. As the revol-
utionary paper Lutte Ouvriere pointed
out, it is 45 vyears since the 40-hour
week was agreed in 1936, At this rate it
will take another 180 years to reach the
35-hour week. In fact the agreement
also contains a relaxation of restrictions
on overtime which in practice will
probably cancel out the cut in the work -
ing week.

And taxation policy is unlikely to
lead to any fundamental change in the
distribution of wealth. The income fax
increase needed to provide the funds to
pay unemployment benefit to a greatem
number of jobless will hit workers as
much as higher-paid people. And the
proposed wealth tax will have a rminimal
impact, amounting to about one per cent
on fortunes over £300.000.

Nationalisation

As for Mitterrand’s nationalisation
proposals, they are singularly failing to
alarm the French ruling class. Managers
and shareholders alike seem reasonably
confident that their positions will not
be significantly worsened. Five large
industrial groups are to be nationalised,
hut their subsidiaries will not be included
in the measure, and only 36 of the three
hundred private banks are to be taken
aver. Nationalisation will be on the
Renault model with companies having
managerial autonomy; Renault has been

8 Socialist Review

nationalised since 1945 and French
capitalism has in no way suffered there-
by,

The head of Thomson-Brandt, one of
the groups due to be taken Over, has
said that nationalisation will be no
problem 4f we are left to work like a
private enterprise’. As for the share-
holders, they will receive generous com-
pensation in the form of long-term
honds. The nationalisations may give
the government slightly greater control
over the economy, though even that is
doubtful; they will certainly not shift
the balance of power in French societly.

In terms of foreign and military policy
Mitterrand’s position 18 even wmore
openly reactionary. There has been
talk of possible friction between France
and the USA because of Mitterrand’s
suppott for leftist regimes in the Third
World. In practice this may not be so
much conflict as a division of labour. As
The FKconomist has suggested: ‘pro-
Western governments in Africa may con-
clude that they should turn to Mr
Mitterrand when they want money and
to Mr Reagan when they want arms of
soldiers,’

And there seems little likelihood that
Mitterrand’s radicalism towards the Third
World will extend as far as France’s
colonies in the West Indies, where the
repressive racist regimes remain un-
challenged. In the Middle East
Mitterrand’s pro-Zionist line led the
[sraeli Labour Party to call a special
meeting of ‘solidarity with socialist
France’.

As far as East-West relations are
concerned, Mitterrand lines up with the
hawks. He has demanded that the

Western powers should build up their
nuclear strength before engaging in any
disarmament talks.

France’s own military strength 1s
being carefully husbanded. An old
Socialist Party promise to cut military
service from one year to six months has
been shelved because of the level of
unemployment, And a decision has been
made to construct a seventh French
nuclear submarine. This means France
will be able to have three nuclear subs at
gsea at any given time (Britain has to
make do with one).

Despite the Plogoff  gesture,
Mitterrand is being equally cavalier about
earlier promises on the question of
nuclear power. Work has been suspended
on about half the nuclear power stations
currently being built, but the other haif
are to go on. The factory at La Hague,
near Cherbourg, which processes foreign
nuclear waste, also continues to operate.
It was demonstrators against this —inclu-
ding Socialist Party members and mem-
bers of the pro-Socialist union CEDT —
who were the victims of the first tear-
gas grenades of the new regime at
Cherbourg in August. The pro-Com-
munist CGT, not to be outdone, has
organised demonstrations in defence of
nuclear power and the jobs it creates.

Prospects for the left

Mitterrand has still some time left
hefore he faces any outright opposition
from the left. The CP, electorally
humiliated and then coopted into
government, will not launch any sipgnifi-
cant militant action this winter. For the
moment they will continue to give
Mitterrand full support. For example,
the CP transport minister, Fiterman,
persuaded French air traffic controliers
not to take action in support of their
Ametican comrades.

By next winter, if inflation and un-
employment continue as predicted, the
CP may have to take a left turn to
preserve their base. The fact that the
CGT is technically quite independent of
the CP might enable them to do this and
still remain in the government,

The cooption of the CP might seem
to give the far left the opportunity to
put itself at the head of any strugsies.
Unfortunately this will probably not
happen. The OCIE and the LCR {Fourth
International) have spent so long calling
far a Socialist-Communist government
that they are a little stunned now they
have got one. Lutte Ouvriere’s insistence
that nothing at all has really changed
enables it to make correct propaganda
but little else. The fact that the first
struggles are occurring around the 1ssue
of nuclear power might seem fo give the
initiative to the left socialist PSU
with its ecological-cum-beyond-the-frag-
ments-type supporl; but the P5U has
been too busy negotiating a cooperation
agreement with the Socialist Party to
take the lead. For the revolutionary left,
just as for Mitterrand, time is running
short.

Jan Birchall
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Wall Street takes on Reagan

Last November Wall Street, the centre of
Amertcan finance, pgrecied the election tri-
umph of Reagan and the Republicans with
obivous glee. Onlvten months later the Dow
Jones index of stock valucs was down 205
from its April peak of 1024.05 1o a low of
836,19

Interest rates are stilf around the 200
level {which ailowing forinflution makes the
real Tate about M — cusily a post-1945
high). This is inflicting severe damage on
key sectors of the cconomy which are heav-
Iy dependent upon credit, such as housing
and motor vehicles.

Wall 5trect spokesmen are now among
Reagan’s fiercest critics as a remarkabie
controversy rages within the American rul-
ing class. As the Financia! Thmes put it {19th
September):

'‘But Wall Street seems 1o have concluded
that things will get steadily worse, mainly
because ol the impact of high interest
rates on demand. The outlook for profits
is at best muxed. at worst dreadful. Tius
week's news that housing starts, indus-
trial production and cupacity utitisation
are all sharply down did nothing to
lghten Wall Street’s mood.”

All this follows a pertod in which the
cconomy seemed to be growing rapidly after

the 1979-K0 <lump—at an annuat tate of

8.4% 1n the First quarter o) 198 1—and Rea-
gan's massive lax culs benefiting big busi-
ness and the rich {730 billion dolars over the
next five years) sailed through Congress.
Reagan. clearly most upsct by Wall Street's
ingratitude, 1s bleating that his programme
hasn’t been given a chance. The truth is that
the programme cannot work.

m
Ruling class offensive

In the tirst months alter his victory Reagan
seemed to carry all before him, Although
elected by only 27% of the electorate {(overa
third, espectally the blacks and the unem-
ploved, abstained) tus “new right’ coalition
marked a clear break with 1he consensus of
postwar American polities 4 coalition
founded on a freney of jingoism, Chrislian
fundamentalism, and a streng undercurrent
OT TACISM

The trade union movement, while able to
mobilise 23,000 for a Labour Day demon-
stration on 19 September has been helpless
1n the face of the sacking of the 12,000 strik-
ing air controllers. The Democrats have
been in total disarray. with their Southern

Arms and the
US econcmy

members voting with Reagan on the budget,
and few of the rest capable of mounting
much opposition,

The American ruling class is still the most
powerful mm the world. Its command of
material, economic and military resources,
at home and abroad, far exceeds that of its
main rival, the USSR, Yet in its own eyes the
last decade has been one of unprecedented
failure — from Vietnam to the Iranian hos-
tages fasco, with the decline of the dollar’s
supremacy as a world currency, and the
growing commerical competition from
Europe and Japan.

Reagan’s victory seemed to offer, as with
the Tories 1n Britain, a marvellous oppor-
tunity to hit back ——atrivals abroad and the
ernemy within, at the Russians and at the
American working class (its weakest sec-
tions, blacks, women and the unemployed,
1t particular).

But no government, not even that of the
L'S can control the crisis. Every move made
by the Reagan regime has unleashed unfore-
seen repercussions — from the wave of
opposition (o more arms spending in
Furopc to the precarious state of the US
cCOnNomy,

The budget row

In particular, the three main economic
objectives of the regime — “defence’ spend-
ing up by 31% 1n real terms by 1986, the tax
cuts, and mflation down to five per cent
through balancing the budget — are proving
impaossible to reconcile. Even a massive 38
billion doilars worth of cuts in other spend-
ing this vea “lone, largely on welfare, social
security, health etc is net enough to bridge
the gap.

Open conflict has now broken out bet-
ween three different agencies of the state,
each overwhelmingly committed to one of
the threc objectives — the Defence Depart-
ment under Caspar Wemnberger, the Budget
(Hfice under David Stockman, and the
Federal Reserve under Paul Volcker (the
Fed 15 the US equivalent of the Bank of
England).

Weinberger, backed by the generals and
the whole military-industrial complex, has
Just successfuiy resisted pressure to reduce
the proposed increasesin arms spending. He
accepted a cut of onily two billion off his
projected 222 billion budget for 1982.

Stockman is 2 committed supply-sider —
the ¢conomists who believe tax cuts alone
will Icad to economic growth of over 4% a
vear and thereby raise overall tax revenues
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to compensate. Having got his tax cuts
through Congress, he now wants additional
cuts in spending of 74 billion doliars over the
next two years.

But i the economy does not grow, neither
will tax revenues. At the same titme as in
Britain expenditure on social security for the
unemployed, bailing out companies in
trouble, and interesl payments on existing
government debts to the money lenders will
all rise.

The budget deficit (the gap between taxes
and spending which has to be met by further
borrowing on the financial markets) will
soar well above its target. Even some
Republicans are horrified at the political
impiications of further cuts in welfare and
social security (especiaily in the black ghet-
toes of declining industrial cities like
Detroit), Reagan’s ambition, the supply-
side miracte of tax cuts and a balanced bud-
get by 1984, is already looking absurd..

Paul Volcker, a [ormer private banker,
has the closest ties with Wall Street of the
three. An ardent monetarist, he is obsessed
with the view that any sort of budget deficit
will lead to inflation as ¢xtra money gets
pumped into the economy,

Deadlock

Where he 15 right 15 that if tax cuts and
arms spending do raise demand, the large
corporaticns will seize the chance to raise
prices after two years of slump and squeezed
profit margins. They will not, however, risk
investment in new capacity adding to out-
put, 1f interest rates are high or demand
uncertain,

VYoleker's response to this problem is to
impose a tight squeeze on the money supply
at a time when the demand for money is
rising — both from the government to meet
the deficit and from many companies, espe-
cially those in trouble like Chrysler or those
engaged 1n the current merger and takeover
scramble, like Du Pont’s takcover of the oil
company Conoco. When increased demand
for meoney meets limited supply, interest
rates mse high and stay high. As noted
above, that is putting the squeeze on the
economy and offsetting any benefit from the
increased arms spending. It is also forcing
up interest rates and prolonging the slump
throughout the rest of the world.

What 1t all adds up to is deadlock. and a
rerun of what’s happened to the Tories in
Brutain (although the American economy is
much stronger than the British and more
capable of surviving the®treatment). The
strain of course will be born by the Ameri-
can working class,

SOme commentators are arguing that
Reagan should raise taxes (Financial Times
15 September, Lombard column). Others
are blaming the perversity of Wail Street.
One incensed Republican congressman has
initzated a Bill of Tmpeachment (as with
Nixon after Watergate) against Paul
Volcker for messing it all up. Some ‘supply-
stders’ have gone completely dotty and are
suggesting that the way to deal with the
intlation problem is to tum the clock back
50 years and restore the Gold Standard —
ignoring the fact that the Gold Standard did
not prevent the 1929 Wall Street Crash!
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The Economist in a lengthy defence of the
arms programme {12 September) hasa more
sober analysis. It argues that the increase in
defence spending in real terms will at worst
take it back to the level of the Vietnam War
in the late 1960s (when it amounted to 9% of
GNP) — still Iess than the proportion spent
on the Korean War (13.3% of GNP). The
budget deficit of rwo per cent of GNP 1s not
as serious as is suggested, and is less than (n
non-inflationary 1959

This raises the whole question of the eco-
nomic impact of military spending in the
crisis-ridden 80s compared with the boom-
ing 50s and 60s.

Whatever it says in public, the American
ruling class is well aware that it is setting the
pace in the arms race. 1t knows that for the
Russians to keep up will impose an intole-
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250,000 strong Labour Day
demonstration In Washlington.

10 Socialist Review

rable strain on their creaking economy. Rus-
sian arms spending is already absorbing
13% of a GNP only half that of the US’s.

The whole of the Russian economy has
been subordinated to the demands of the
military, with working class consumption
severely held down as a result. The distor-
tions of devoting the best scientific and tech-
nological resources to arms have
undermined the rate of growth of the Rus-
sian economy over the long-term. But the
LS economy is also subject to such strains,
particularly at a time of world crisis.

There is & paradox here which it 1s impor-
tant to understand. It lay at the heart of the
Permanent Arms Econcemy thesis taken up
by the Intcrnational Sociabsts (now the
SWP) in the 1960s, but was grasped by few
of its critics.

High levels of arms spending did not as
such cause the postwar boom but they did
susigin it. But those countries which bore the
greatest burden of that spending did not
necessarily benefit the most. On the con-
trary, the capitalists of West Germany and
Japan which had low levels of arms spend-

ing could devote more resources 1o ‘produc-

tive’ investment and take more advantage of
the expansion of the system as a whole. In
effect. the US, Russia and to a lesser extent
Britain propped up the whole econcmy at
the expense of lower rates of productivity
and competitiveness on world markets.

‘Those countries which bore
the greatest burden of arms
spending did not necessarily
benefit the most from the
boom that it sustained.’

Arms spending helped to stabilise the sys-
tem in two ways. On the one hand it absor-
bed (wasted) rescurces which might
otherwise have been devoted to invesiment
in new factories and machinery, which
would have raised the capital/labour ratio
(or more strictly the organic compaosition of
capital in Marx’s terminology) and put pres-
sure on the rate of profit. On the other hand,
if the money spent on arms had not been
spent at all, levels of demand 1n the world
economy would have stagnated with even
WOTSe CONsSequUences.

By the end of the 60s, however, the con-
Gradictions of the Permanent Arms
Fconomy were becoming serious.

1. The effect of the arms spending was 10
slow down the forces undermining the boom
— but it could not stop them altogether.
Eventually the pressures leading to crisis
began to predominate over those sustaining
the boom.

2. In a period of crisis the competition
between capitals intensifies, That applies to
whole national capitals as much as te indi-
vidual companies or multinationals. One
response to that is to increase mulitary
spending to carve out a bigger share of mar-
kets and access to raw materials {as with

Germany and Japan in the 1930s) Or Just Lo
hang on to what they already possess (as
with the US and Russia today). But the crisis
of the 70s also exposed the weakness of Lhe
US economy in terms of its competitivensss
on world markets. Those sections of US
capital which did not benefit directly from
arms spending became more resistant 11 Lthe
1970s to the diversion of resources to nul-
itary goals. Arms spending after the Viet-
nam War fell as a proportion of GNP by
almost half.

3. Ope solution to this problem for
American capital would be to have the costs
of arms spending shared out morc evenly
among the Western powers. Hence the
demand for a 3% annual increase 1n rcal
‘defence’ spending tor all NATO powers.
But that is unlikely to be met even in Tory
Britain, West Germany's government has
iust cut its defence budget. Japan’s share 1x
rising but is still very small. The Reagan
regime is oul on its own,

4. In a period of crisis the question of
how arms spending is to be financed beco-
mes extremely serious. Evenduring the Viet-
nam War the resistance of both US private
capitalists and workers to exira taxation wis
extremely high. The response ol both the
Johnson and Nixon administrations was to
run a massive budget deficit — and in effect
o finance the war by printing extra dollars,
So arms spending fuelled rapidly mounting
inflation both in the USA and the rest of the
world. It is the memory of that period that
has got the Volckers and Wall Strect so
worried today. If tax increases are out, the
only alterpative is a massive cut in other
public spending.

5. Arms spending has become extremely
capital-intensive. If it is paid for by cutting
other public spending the neteffect will be to
raise unemployment, as well as a drastic
lowering of working class living standards.

The US Bureau of Statistics tigures show
that one million dojtars invested in vanous
ureas creates the following jobs: education
187, health 138, construction 100, transport
92, military 76. But education and health do
not provide the profits which arms spending
does for some very powerful corporations
— General Dynamics, Mo Donnell. Boeing,
Lockheed, General Electric, and a host of
clectronics and cONstruction CoOmMpanies
mostly in the South and West (the sunbelt)
where Reagan has his base.

An increase in arms spending will hinit
the depth of the current slump. [t will keep
some sectors of US capitalism afloat. Bul it
cannot help to resofve the underlying crisis
which has been with us since the early 70s,
except through destroying us all. To the
extent that it goes hand in hand with cuts in
other spending, high interest-rates and o
worsening of the US economy, it will actu-
ally help to prolong the current slump.

One final point. The lunacy ot the arms
race is itself an expression of the brutal com-
petition between differnt ruling classes
which has been central to capitalism since (s
otigins. it is the expression of the crisis al @
military level, not something separate and
not something accidental. The crisis will
continue, and so, though varying 1n pace,
will the arms race, until we consign capital-
ism itseif to the dustbin of hstory.
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Can they bully SWAPQO?

What was the significance ot the
South African invasion of
southern Angola in August? Who
is fichting who for what in the war
on the Namibia-Angola border?
What does it mean for SWAPO
guerrillas in the short-term and for
Namibian workers in the long-
term? John Rogers looks at the
155U,

An Angolan driver was carrying the {irst
Western journalists into the war zZone
guring the recent South African inva-
sion. ITmmediately after his passengers
had been strafed by South African jets
he made the stoical comment: ‘South
Africa is surrounded. There is
Mozambique, Zimbabwe, Zambia and
Angola. She islike a dog: she bites.’ That
is the conventional wview of black
Namibian freedom fighters. South Africa
is seen as a dog playing ‘fetch me a
Russian prisoner’ for its master Ronald
Rcagan.

The ahbsence of a restraining US
hand was clear enough as South African
troops killad thousands of Namibian
refugees and Angolan peasants and
workers  hundred miles inside the
Angolan border.

The South Africans are reapmg their
return on enormous amounts of money
that they have lavished on Reagan’s
entourage. The hand-outs have been
oeared to promoting the anti-commurntist
credentials of South Afrnca’s client
groups —Jonas Savimibi’s UNITA in
Angola and the Democratic Turnhalie
Albiance (DTA) in Namibia,

In the LIS the main conduit for DTA
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propaganda is the Namibia Trade and
Cultural Council Inc., who will finance
4 visitors to Namibia this vear. Recent
visitors have included Robert Billings,
the executive director of the Moral
Majority (a right-wing American pressure
group);, members of the US Veterans
Organisation and the American Legion,
author and former Green Beret, Robin
Moore; and many right-wing journalists,
businessmen and politicians, The Coun-
cil’s chairman, Gunther Kashchik, claims
that ‘in the hundreds of articles that
have reached us as feedback, not one of
the guests found it necessary to paint a
negative picture’.

Yet Chester Crocker, Reagan’s assist-
ant secretary of state responsible for
Africa, is not on South Africa’s payroll.
He is much more typical of the hard-
nosed men of the multinationals who
usually occupy the middle ground of
nresidential appointments once the elec-
tions are over. He accepts that the
partnership between the US Gulf oil
corporation and the MPLA government
of Angola is lucrative evidence that the
MPLA is no Soviet puppet. But he goes
along with South African maintenance
of Savimbi as a means of pressurising
the MPLA to deliver SWAPO to the
negotiating table.

After South Africa eventually with-
drew fraom its three week long August
invasion of Angola he was quick to press
a crippling package for Namibian
‘independence’, threatening to back the
DTA unless the MPLA bully SWAPO
into accepting. In this he was following
the example of Carrington who used a
Rhodesian invasion during the Lancaster
House talks to get Mozambique to put
pressure on ZANU,
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One 1tem 1n the [atest ‘indepﬂnaence’

formula symbolises Crocker’s approach.
He claims to have persuaded the
Angolans to hold the Cubans in Angola
north of a ‘red line" while Namibian
independence elections are supervised
by soldiers from exclusively the Western
powers. It is alleged that the Angolans
have agreed that Western soldiers (wear-
ing even their own uniforms rather
than going through the pretence of being
UN soldiers) will be allowed into
southern Angola to supervise the
SWAPO camps. These measures would
stack the cards against the SWAPO
guerrillas® ability to translate their
military gains within Namibia into
etectoral victory., And the regime’s
police would be left free to intimidate
voters,

So the invasion and the sahsequent
dipiomatic toings and froings. They are
a classical imperialist exercise aimed at
management of the radical
biack nationalist movement against
South African domination. The ‘opti-
mum goal’ of joint West German,
French, Canadian, British and Ameri-
can supervision of Namibian elections
would be a SWAPO government ¢cowed
by the international pressure into
battoning down Namibian worker mili-
tancy —in much the same way as the
ZANUgovernment has with Zimbabwean
woTKers.

The Reagan administration has, for
instance, increased its contribution to
the UN budget which helps finance the
training of a new SWAPQO Namibian
administration at the Namibia Institute
in Zambia. The Americans rnightly
reason that SWAPO 15 much more of
an armed workers’ movement, as  op-
posed to an armed peasants’ movement,
than ZANU was. Through the Namibian
Institute they hope to sponsor the kind
of middle class black elite which has
now taken over Zimbabwe, but which
apartheid education has prevented deve-

loping to the same extent in Namibia.

Just how difficult it will be to stage
manage a compliant SWAPO govern-
ment can be shown by cutlining the last
strike wave in Namibia. In Janvary 1979
a strike by 2000 migram labourers at
RTZ's Rossing Uranium mine over pay
and conditions was followed by stop-
pages at three other mines,

in one dispute, where more than 200
black mineworkers refused to work at
the American-owned Krantzber Tungsten
mine the workers were sent ‘home’ to
the rural labour reserve of Qvanboland
on the northern border with Angola
and replacements recruited.

At the South African-owned UIS tin
mine, however, four company officials
preferred to travel from Pretoria to
negotiate with representatives of some
300 striking workers. Likewise, the
American company Newmeont and Amax
preferred to negotiate new pay rates
with their black employees, Then, in
April 1979, the South African-based
Consolidated Diamond Mines’ 35000
black workers successfully struck over
food and the conditions of their single-
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NEWS & ANALYSIS

STATE OF SIEGE

The tourist brochures for British Caledon-
ian’s Bintumani Hoteltranslate Sierra Leone
colourfully as meaning ‘The Big Lion Moun-
tain’. They add lustre to the image of winged
game hunting within reach of the beaches by
alluding te the country’s diamond econemy.
Towards the end of August and throughout
September, however, travel agents were
decided!y jittery.

The diamond state hasseenits hotel cooks,
waiters and cleaners join in a general strike
action along with taxi drivers, bus drivers,
teachers, civil servants, canning factory
workers and diamond miners.

The most remarkable feature of the nearly
twoe months of rolling strikes has been the
shaking off by urban workers of 200 years of
division deliberately created amoeng them by
the British colonial system.

In the late E&th century British industrial-
ists realised that they could more efficiently
compete with their French and Spanish
imperial rivals by hiring and firing ‘free
labour® in their American and West Indian
colonies rather than continuing with the inef-
ficient expense of slaving. The British navy
thereafter piaved the uncharacterisiic role of
freeing slaves being transported from Nige-
ria in French and Spanish ships. The most
convenient places to land the ‘re-captives’
were Sierra Leone and Liberia.

A ‘creole socicty’ of privileged British cit-
izens was created from the free slaves torule
over the inhabitants of these two rural 1er-
ritories. The propaganda image of iiberating
Britain was susiained by an influx of missio-
raries who by the 1850s boasted 42 primary
schools.

Yet today Sierra Leonc creole and non
creole workers are jointly involved in strike
action against the inherited ¢réer. This cru-
cially distinguishes the current Sierra
Leonean upsurge from that in the southern
neighbour, Liberia, in April last vear. There
the popular movement against a corrupt
government was hijacked by politicalchame-
leons in the lower army ofticer ranks, led by
Sergeant Samuel Doe. Apartfrom providing
the Western media with Amin-like public
executions of formerleaders and then despe-
rately currying favour by offering the US
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fleet facilities, Doe has tried to turn Libenan
non-crecles against creoles. In Sterra Leone
creoles are only 2% of the total population of
ithree million, but they are almost exclusively
in the urban areas and therefore of signifi-
cance when It comes to worker unity.

The creole way of asking Lenin’s famous
question ‘What 15 to be done?—'How for
do?—is on the lips of many Sierra Leonean
workers. They have not yvet formulated an
alternative to the sort of government run by
presadent Shiaka Stevens. Ina country where
75% of the population subsist in a shifting
agriculture system which uses 10% of the
land at any one time, some urban workers
had, until racently, regarded Stevens as one
of their own. |

Like Doe of Liberia, Stevens started his
career as a sergeant—a sergeant of police in
the colonial system. He moved on first to
more lucrative employment as a supervisor
in the iron ore mines at Marampa where he
became a "union man’ and then, in 1947, to
Ruskin College, Oxford. Because ot these
credentials workers supported him for a
period after they voted him imo office at the
head of the Ali People’s Congress in 1967,

F uriuug Protest

Ten years later worker disillusionment
had set in, In 1977 students from the Fourah
Bay College demonstrating against corrup-
tion were beaten up by the thups of the
Cuban- and Chinese-trained Internal Secur-
ity Unat (ISU). Qutrage over this led to
Sowecto-style school student protestsin Free-
town, the capital, spreading to Kemema in
the south-east of the country. Less well publi-
cised strikes over pay rises followed In
cement-works, breweries, flour-milis and
shoe factortes. Stevens’ response was to dec-
lare a one-partystateand strengthenthe IS
Strikers, 1n turn, burnt down the police
headquarters.

Last year Stevens was apprehensive aboul
a clash between the ISU and the twenty two
unions of the Sierra Lecne Labour
Congress—which represents 250,600 wor-
kers. There were furious protestsfrom James
Kabia of the Congressat the construction ol
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OO favish vilias for the African heads of state
attendrng the suinmir meeting of the Organi-
sation for African Unity, To impress the
othericaders, Stevens had spent vastsumson
A1rport expansion, new luxury hotels for
journalists, motorwavs and a French desig-
ned digitai telephone system—this at & lime
when 70-8040 of chiddren in the rural hinter-
land are sutfering malnutrition.

1he il straw came s year when the
construction of te new presidential palace
overfooking Freetown was assoclated with
the passmg ol {raudulent government che-
ques between state departments. This scan-
dal was dobbed “vouchergate’ by Sierra
Leone workers because of the paraliels with
the *Muidergare scandal in South Africa—
stevens bad been the first West African lea-
der to favour a ‘detenre’ with South Africa,
the base ©f the giant mining corporation,
Angio-Amencar, which dominates Sierra
[.cone’s dinmono industry.

In Julv Stevens ried to mtroduce food
price rises i the bohest of the IME. James
Kabia threatened g general strike unless the
rice price wus reduced by 679 rather ihan
imereased. Stevois send e 1SU to blow up
e opposinon newspaper offices The
Labour Congress went ahead with the strike
on Avgust 14 and thousands of strikers were
massed outside ity headguarters, indetiance
of a ban imposed on demonstrations.

By the lourth day the mass delence of
Congress headguarters forced Stevens to
olfer ‘to control rice prices”. By the filth day
he was ofiering to reduce prices by 4%,
Congress heid out, but Stevens was able to
put the boot i since the strlke had notspread
outside ol the capital, The Congress head-
quarters were stormed with the aid of troops
from neighbouring Guoinea, and the [eaders
detained, imciuding Kabia.

Yet by mid september Congress mtlitants
had recovered trom the arresi of thetr lea-
ders, and the second strike wave began with
the closure of tite diumond mines and coal
mines as well as those places that struck tn -
July. This time every urhan areain the coun-
try was paralysed. Now the government elite
15 1n o stale of siege, with any attcmpt to
reasseri authorny immediately being ans-
wered with stnike action.

John Rorers
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WHAT'S IN A WORD

LUVMIPEN

'PROLETARIAT

The ‘lumpen-proletari=t’ forces itself
upon the attention of Marxists these
days, from Port-ol-Spain to Bristel, from
Berlin to Amsterdam. All over the
world there are communities of the
chronically unemployed, the young,
squatters, ‘brothers on the block’, street
people. 1t has been possible for British
socialists to pretend they do not cxist.
No such ignorance has been possible In
Cairo or Calcutta,

But now it is time for us to develop
an understanding of the politics of the
lumpen-proletariat. We can start from
Marx, who first pointed out the exist-
ence of a class drawn from all classes,
living on the margins of society by
hustling or peddling, but not in regular
work.

Marx was downright hostile to this
class, and regarded them as potential
agents of reaction. This they certainly
were. But mixed up in Marx’s hostility
was a Victorian morality: he disapproved
of them for what they did and the way
they lived. They were thieves, pick-
pockets, prostitutes, gypsies, escaped
galley slaves. In short, Marx said, what
the French called fa bokeme. And Marx
wanted nothing to do with them (see

his pamphlet The 18th Bruwwmaire of

Louts Bonaparte).

We can discard Marx’'s morality,
while hanging onto his insight of a
separate marginal class. But while recog-
nising his reasons for distrust, we cannot
simply ignore the street people, One of
the strengths of the Leninist tradition 13
that we base the party in the working
class but also work in other sectors. So
we work among students in the women’s
movement, in Irish solidarity work. We
even work with some very dubious
people: social workers and social
security c¢lerks, for instance. So 1t
behaves us to look at the possibilities
and limits of lumpen politics.

This is what [ will do in the rest of
this article. Most of my experience
comes from the squatting movement
in London. While all sorts ot people
were involved in squatter politics, the
core of the communities involved was
certainly lumpen. It was in the majonty
a lumpen-proletariat drawn from the
working class, and this made it a gooed

deal primmer than superficially similar
movements in Amernca, say.

I also have some experience of
American street politics in the early
serventies, both black and white, and
‘what I have to say about lumpen
politics is pretty much true of them as
well.

‘They do not have to be
told that they have a
problem with the
system.’

But T do not want to draw my
boundaries too tightly, The edges of the
lumpen-proletariat are vague, and there
is little politics that is exclusively
lumpen. Still, I am talking about a stvle
of politics and a way of life which is
markedly different from organised work-
ing class politics, What I want to do is to
highlight these differences. I am well
aware that street people include a lot of
workers, and that a lot of their dads are
bus conductors, But there is a difference,
and it is the difference [ want to con-
centrate on.

Economically marginal

[ will start with the economic position
of street people. The key here is that
they are not in regular employment,
They may well be casual labourers, or
largely self-taupht self-employed crafts-
men, or peddler or dope-dealers. A large
proportion of them live on one form or
ancther of state aid, interspersed with
irregular or unofficial unemployment.

This marginal position means that
they are particularly poor, and that they
come up against the state regularly,
This makes them angry and bitter, and
it means they are not very open to
reformism. The single mother in a squat
sees the council officials and the social
security people who humiliate her as
the enemy. The unemploved kid con-
stantly hassled by the police knows

who his enemy is. They do not have to
be told they have a problem with the
system,

But at the same time, they can be
temnpted to individual solutions. A
steady job can offer an individual way
out, a decent marriage can get that
mum out of that squat. There is little in
lumpen economic life that leads people
to collective solutions, even though
they clearly have cellective problems.

S0 while street people are angry,
they are also very disorganised. The
whole nature of their lives militates
against organisation. There 1s none of
the tradition of organisation produced
by pecple who go to the same job to-
gether day after day, year after year,
And there is none of the tradition of the
shop stewards committees, none of the
collective discipline of people who work
together.

There is also usually lttle or no com-
munity discipline. | have lived in streets
which were communities in the sense
that most people were unusually {riendly
and open, but which were unable to
deal with heroin peddling or violent
gangs. For economic reasons street
people often change jobs or homes, and
this makes it difficult to build a com-
munity. But many street people are also
hostile to community discipline for
political reasons.,

Street people also have very little
gconomic power. While they can squat a
house or occupy an office, they cannot
withdraw their labour., And so their
actions are maore Jdifficult to maintain
over time and have less effect on their
rulers,

Their economic position makas street
people militant, angry and disorganised.
So the common form of street politics is
also militant, angry, and disorganised_ It
may be a demonstration: it is often z
riot. But it is always undisciplined:
knots of people hanging arcund on
street-corners, milling back and forth,
waiting to sez what hanpens next. The
pratests can be very angry indeed — they
can burn down whole cities, But in the
end they die away, because there 1s ne
prganisation and nothing te hold onto.
The bitterness remains, but the activity
fades,
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All this creates tremendous problems
with the leadership of streetl politics. [t
is very hard to hold together any organ-
‘ isation. One month people flock 1nlo
IH extreme cases IhE meetings. By the nex{ month they have

state may even kill gone. They have moved, they have got a

iob. or they are just more interested in
eaders, as JoDb, . . .
ﬂff the l ade r struggle than they are in meetings, [lis

the Americans did can make such politics a nightmare for

wfth the Blﬂfk the average socialist committeeman. It
also means that such political work

b
e Panthers. sometimes looks meaningless to pecople
accustomed to measuring things by the
extent of stable membership lists.
But it’s nol mainly commitiee people
\ who lead street politics. Because things
Yoo are so discontinuous and discrganised, it

\
\ @ \ / - 18 relabively easy [or anvbody to set

themselves up as 4 leader. There 15 &
premium on demagogy and militant
words, and often ‘leaders’ have no real
base they are responsible to. So all sorts
of folks become leaders without being
elected by anybody: dedicated parly J
activisis, careerisis after a job 1n com-
munity relations, and out-and-out luna-
tics. N

Leaders without organisation

Street people are very vulnerable
through thelr leaders. Because there 1
so little organisation the ileader can
become the movement in many people’s
eyes. There 1s an enormaus temptation
for him to strut like a hero, to threaten
authority with hordes of angry kids as if
he commanded them. (And the lumpen
leader is always a fe.) Because such
leaders are not responsible and may well
be crazy, they can often mistcad people.
Because life in the lumpen-proletariat is
hard and hecause of the tradition of nip-
off politics, it is rclatively easy for the
state to buy off the ieadership. In
extreme cases, they may simply kitl Lhe
leadership, as the Americans did with
the Panthers. And because the leader 18
the only crganisation the movement has,
the movement can easily be broken by
breaking its leader.

Leadership is often dictatoral, as
well, and this tends to corrode the move-
ment from within. Since there 1s no fixed
base, just a shifting mass, this is natural.

For instance, Ernie Allen (in fhey r
should bave served that cup of coffee,
edited by Dick Cusiler} describes how
the League of Revolutionary Black
Workers in Detroit rehied for its cadre
largely on lumpen elements. The un-
elected leadership tended Lo simply
assume its right to run things and deal ,
heavily with any internal unrest. This ’
made it difficult for the iower ranks of
the organisation to grow or {or the
organisation to change.

But the problem is nol restricted 1o
Detroit. Orgmmsations raie gnties ol
defence suffer S i puritvuiariy oialy.
but libertarian lumpen  orgamsaiions
have their own troubles with intellectual
bullying and informal caucuses,

Behind the weakness ol sireet politics
lies the weakness and isolation of strect
people. This weakness is not Just an
external economic and political thing:
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it’s an nternal thing. The lumpen-
proletaniat 13 drawn from all classes, and
the process of joining it is not pleasant.
You may ftecl yvou chose 1t as a hife-
style, but in your heart you may Know
that you adre unemplovable., And un-
employment can sap your feelings of
work,

On top of this, poverty and instabi-
lity rot away imtimate relationships. So
it’s no wonder vou hate the system, but
it’s also no wonder part ot yvou hates
yourscll, And that makes it very difficult
to organise with those 1 a similar
position,

Street people try to assert their own
worth, of course. Lisually they do this in
cultural terms, as the ‘counter-culture’
as Rastafarians, or whatever. They
develop a separate lifestyle, a separale
sense of communily, @ separate neigh-
bourhood, a hostility to the whole of
the ‘straight world™. This has emotional
and social benefits. But it also cuts the
street people off from political support
from the working class.

Not that working class communities
are naturally fnendly to street peaple,
Most working class people waste therr
lives, minds and bodies min jobs they
hate, and most just about hang on to a
little security. But the line between an
honest worker and a scrounger’ 1s oflen
as thin as Lthe paper vour redundancy
notice 15 owritten on, And the sireet
people serve as a constant reminder of
just what could happen to vou. So it is
natural for many workers to 1y o
pretend to themselves that they are
utterly different, that there is no way
they could be like those animals.

Yet paradoxically, both workers and
street people mayv envy each other. The
street people want the security, the
wortkers oflen develop fantasies about
the idle, work-free, pleasure {illed sex
crazed life of the street people. These
faniasics bear no relationship to the
reality, but thev increase the hostility.

——— ¥ S

Weakness and counter-culture

So the two commumlies eve each
other warily. They are not necessarily
enemies, and each will often have
relatives and [riends in the other group.
But pohiically they are isolated from
each other. This weakens both groups.
Obviously, the strect pecople are cut olt
from and therefore wide open to the
heaviest forces of the state,

Perhaps less obviously, the street
people are the vulnerable underbelly ot
the working class. The SPCG ¢aps who
practise on black kids in Brixton gradu-
ate to pickel lines, I sguatting becomes
impossible there 15 no alternative to
paving whatever rent they demand. It a
single munm on 55 can be deprived and
abused, that weakens the position ot
every working class mum stuck in oa

rotten marriage.
How shouald we as revolutionary

soclalists relate to lumpen politics?
There are three commeon attitudes,

The first is dismissal. Many Marxisis
feel they can dismiss anvthing by saving

of street politics
lies the weakness
of street people.
This weakness Is
not just an external
economic and
political thing:

it’s an internal
thing.’

that it is lumpen, rather like saying that
is is the work of the devil. Such dismis-
sal 15 usnally saturated with reactionary
morahty, like Marx being hostile to
gypsies and escaped galley slaves. It
plays up to many reactionary elements
in working class, for the lumpens are
the soft underbelly of the working class,

This dismissal may take the somewhat
more political form of insisting that
soclahists should base themselves on the
working class and that there are diffi-
culties in lumpen politics. True enough.
But this is an argument for concentrat-
ing on working ¢lass potitics. It is not an
argument for dismissing lumpen politics,
any more than we dismiss work among
studenls or around nuclear power.

The second common attitude is to
romalicise the lumpen-proletariat as the
vanguard of the struggle, This is particu-
larly ¢common when the working class
seems apathetic or gripped by reform-
1stn,  the lumpens, in contrast, are
cleatly militant and often willing to
take on the state itself,

Also, of course, it is easier for ex-
student revolutionaries to  get into
lumpen pohtics because the lumpen
proletanal are drawn from all classes,
And 1t 15 easier for them to become
leaders for the same reasons it is easier
for lunatics to become leaders. More-
over, many middle class revalutionaries
draw their politics more from anger
than from solidarity, and this fits in
with lumpen politics,

This expiains the vogue for lumpen
politics among the American New Left,
the Naxaliles, and sections of the [talian
left. But such romanticising is bound to
{ail, because after all the lumpen-prole-
tariat have serious political weaknesses.

And, any group on the left which bases
its politics on the lumpens is going to
fall victim to these weaknesses itself.

The third attitude toward lumpen
politics is to work with it while pretend-
ing it is something else. For instance,
we often work with squatters or support
‘unemployved black youth’ and pretend
that they are workers just like anvybody
glse. This attitude is understandable, But
there are real differences in street
politics, and it is necessary in our politi-
cal work to be clear about this,

We need to be clear, for instance,
about the dangers of isolation and of
bad leaders. We need to be clear that it
is going to be a great deal easier to build
a3 movement and an unstable periphery
organisation than a disciplined member-
ship organisation with a stable cadre. We
also need to be quite clear that lumpen
politics has more than its share of theft,
lunacy and instability., That means we
need to be disciplined ourselves.

That’s where a party comes in. A
revolutionary party can also build links
between the lumpens and the working
class in a way that is otherwise impos-
sible. For you can only pet people to
build these links by convincing them it
15 politically important, and by having
them in a common organisation so you
develop the habit of working together.

There are dangers in lumpen politics.
But lumpen revolutionaries also have
scmething to coniribute to their more
staid brethren hopelessly stuck into the
trades council minutes. There is creat-
ivity in street politics, energy, daring
and the knowledge that the state is
vour enemy. The British left stands in
need of these qualities.

Jonathan Neale
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VIEW FROM INSIDE

w

Snobbery with violence

We’'ve often talked agbout the
forces of the state. But what 1s
it like for socialists inside
them? Socialist Review recently
received the following letter
from an acting sub-lieutenant
in the Royal Navy.

We tell each other how hard it is to get
up at 6.30 every morning as we dress,
wash and race for breakfast, forgetting
that thousands of workers are already
at work or coming off nightshift for
half our pay.

We wear the uniform of the only
British armed force with an inter-
continental nuclear capability, and we
are responsible to the Lord High Admiral
(the Queen). We have a distinguished
tradition of plundering the wealth of
third world countries, being the bully
bovs of the high seas, cormering markets
all over the world and holding onto
them. }

Now, keeping open the trade routes
for underpriced goods, paying courfesy
calls 1o fascist dictators and racialist
South Africa, we are the defenders of
‘democracy’. This means democracy
which gives power to the same ruling
class that makes up the officer elite in
the armed forces. The armed forces are
a microcosm of this hypocrisy, with
their own legal code, their system of
absolute unquestioned authority, and all
the elitism and splendid isolation of the
colonial days.

The day’s so<alled work begins with
drill instruction (first rifles, then swords
at £2000 each) to teach us the essential
discipline of a fighting service where
instant obedience may save a life or
(what theyv never teliyou) take another's.
Blind discipline and hierarchy are the
biggest myths which have survived the
centuries of organised watrfare, Tribal
fighting organisations were efficient and
motre democratic than ours, guerrilla
movements fighting against tremendous
odds have staggering successes on the
basis of collective action. The Russian
Red Army during the revolution of 1917
was in a state of complete *anarchy’ ih
bourgeois terms, but highly successful
politicaily. A democratic armed force
cannot exist under capitalism where
force is organised to defend or advance
specific interests {(mainly economic, but
ultimately political in the event of
revolution). To do this successfully they
need workers who will be as reliable as
machines, if necessary against their own
class. Recruit training is therefore a
psychological process as much a8 a
physical or mental teaching of skills.

Drill and physical fitness also has the
role of giving the individual a feeling of
superiority over ‘civilians’ and adds to
gservice morale which is vital in keeping
people in the forces,

Since we are officers, the training is
more ‘intellectual’, so we can reiy on a
few houts in the c¢lass room (at £10.50 a
day income), Here we realise that it s
the senior NCO’'s who really run the
organisation.

QOur job is to ‘maintain an overview',
keep discipline, make executive deci-
sions and pretend to know the job. A
ship at sea (merchant or military) is a
dangerous place, and ignorance among
the ‘management’ c¢ould make the
working conditions for seamen much
WOTSE,

We arc taught how to be officers
first, and how to be seamen is picked up
along the way. Instilled in us are a
diplomatic -sense for cocktail parties,
good leadership for keeping the men in
place and, above ail, the bluff not to
lose face or authority when approached
on a matter of justice by a too-articulate
stoker. Behaviour at meals, courtesy at
all times, are apparently more impori-
ant than knowing your job. It is only
when at sea that you find out about the
tremendous hostility between ‘officers
and men’ {or ‘the lower deck’™ as the
ratings’ quarters are known}.

‘The navy is a society
of its own where
violence, male
domination and racism
are rampant.’

Homosexuatity is illegal at sea, bui
in the military, especially, it is despised
as ‘the worst of ail human failings’, a
‘corrupting influence’ and undermining
disciptine. Even in shore establishmenfs
it is apainst naval regulations and if an
officer ‘discovers’ the offence taking
place he must have a witness and then
proceed to treat the men with the
utmost degradation. They must be
separated, not allowed to speak or get
dressed. They must be wrapped in
hlankets not allowed to use the toilet
their clothing wrapped and sealed 1n
polythene bags and then be medically
examined,

Discipline, even in peacetime, violates
all the principles of the rule of law, The
accused is represented by his divisional
officer, he has no access to outside legal
help and may not appeal against an
investigation against him, Fines, restric-
tions on leave and even impnisonment
can be dealt out by a senior officer
sometimes on very scanty evidence,
merely taking the ‘word of an officer’
against that of a rating.

Double standards pervade naval dis-
cipline and custom. An officer arriving
back on board drunk is ‘high spinted’,
while a rating is often accused of dis-
orderly behaviour or bringing the service
into disrepute. Privileges of leave, access
to alcohol and accommodation are

given to officers on the basis of social
position or class.

This is the organisation that controls
Britain’s nuclear weapons. It is also a
powerful instrument in international
policy and economic strength. For wor-
kers, like all armed services, it provides
an apparently exciting means of learning
a trade, travelling and going up in the
world (some 40% of today’s officers
started out as ratings). 1t is a society of
its own where violence, male domination
and racism are rampant. [t appears
quaintly outdated while being danger-
ously technocratic and modern, 1t could
almaost be the forerunner of the new
Tory dream society —it swallows impres-
sionable youth and moulds them in its
own image, creating a machine hostile
to the struggie for liberation in the
developing countries and to a conscious
self-activated working class at home.

People who say that anyone who
enlists is a volunteer and therefore
deserves the treatment forget that for
workers in Glasgow Newcastle, Liverpool
or even Plymouth and Portsmouth the
army or navy are the only escape from
home and dole. For this reason hatred
of officers is understandable, and from
a revolutionary point of view it would
be welcome, except for the tight and
unrelenting ideoclogical motivation of
the officer class which filters through
the whole organisation. The individuals
in today’s MNavy are the cheapest ele-
ment of the defence equaticn, but is
also the most important because they
know the horror of modern warfare, the
reality of cold war mongering, and are
the weakest link in the chain of com-
mand which might order the release of
Polaris missiles against Russian workers.

After a full lunch, we see some
horror movies - the Russian Red Fleet,
‘threat’ to peace and ‘Western civilis-
ation’ etc. [t has little etfect, but slowly
an unease develops in the most liberal
of minds about our ability to match
Soviet war technology. Then onto the
most chilling of our subjects  nuclear,
hiological and chemical defence. Usually
the last lesson of the day means sleep
for most of us, but in this case the nerve
agents, blister and psycho-chemical
agents which could be used against us
or civilians are like a waking nightmare,
We aren’t told whether Britain has these,
but the ot control agents seem very
familiar, like the defoliants of Vietnam,
later used by the Rhodesians against the
liberation movements,

After an afternoon messing about in
boats {for which anyone else would pay
£1.50 to £6.00 an hour) the evening
takes on a cultured civilised air with
dinner, mess games and duty free
cigarettes. The murderous profession
seems so far away, as the real world
does. Soinmewhere in the cigar smoke and
pink gins there is a faini awareness that
the holocaust we are preparing for may
become a reality, but for now we are
content to soak up valuable scientific
and natural resources, 5o as ong day to
stand against rather than tor the working
people who pay our wages.
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NATO

Ihe untameabie heast

‘I think that being a non-nuclear member of NATO is a logical
position.” Thus Tony Benn expressed his view a few months ago
that NATO could be turned by a Labour government into a
purely defenstve alliance, not based on the bomb. It 1s an opinion
which is hkely to be shared by a good number of those who
demonstrate with CND on 24 October. But, Sue Cockerill shows,

it is not a valid one.

‘One of the greatest moments of my life” was
how Ernest Bevin, former TGWU general
secretary  and then Labour foreign secre-
tary, described the signing of the North
Atlantic Treaty on 4 Apnl 1949, He had
been one of the prime movers behind NATO
and its predecessor the Brussels Treaty. He

‘'went on to say, *Today is not only the day of
the signature of this pact; it is also a day of

selemn thought—and, may | say, of conse-
cration tor peace and resistance (o
aggression.’ ,

More than 30 years later, his sentiments
tind an ¢ccho on the right-wing ot the Labour
Party. And there are even many on the lefl,
in CND and elscwhere, who, while they arc
sincerely opposed to British nuclear weap-
ons, hesitate about adding to this the
demand that Britain should leave NATO.
Lying behind this is the belief that. however
evil nuclear weapons are, and whatever
shortcomings NATO may have, it 1s st in
some sort of way a defence against the Rus-
stans and some sort of bastion ot freedom.

However, when you look at the origins
and histoery of NATO—at what it actually
does rather than what its paid publicists say
on the TV and inthe press—-this view cannot

be sustained. The truth s that if the rulers of

the USA, Britam. France, or any of the
other states that are signatories to the
Treaty, behave like gangsters when left to
their own devices, they behave ten times
worse when banded together.

The great carve up

The ongins and shape of NATO are not
the resuit of some sort of accident: they are
very much a product of the Second World
War. Towards the end of that conflict. when
1t became clear that the Nazis were going to
be beaten, the leaders of the Allies met and
drew up plans to carve up the world. They
agreed, more or less, which bits would be
subjected to which victor. The British were
mostly interested in trying to hang on 1o
their empire, the Russiuns wanted accep-

tance of their exclusive control over the
areas of I'astern Europe thev were conguer-
ing lrom the Germans, the Americans wan-
ted as much of the world as possible to be
"free” from these other empires so that US
corporations could tlourish there.

For a time, these agreements worked out,
The USA was quite happy to allow the
USSR to have its way in Lastern Europe,
setting up puppet repimes and looting whole
industries. Stalin, for his part, was guite
happy to accept Western control of Greece
and Ialy. despite the fact that in both of
these places the Communist Parties had led
mass popular resistance to the Nazis and
were overwhelmingly the strongest pohitical
torces. Indeed, he was qQuite happy to allow
the anti-Communist Chiang Kai Shek to
keep contral of China, but events proved
thal the Chinese Communists had too much
popular support to be ordercd around from
Moscow,

But the agreement soon started to break
down, The USA emerged from the Second
Waorld War as overwhelmingly the world's
most powertul cconomig, and thus mulitary,
state. In the late torties, the USA accounted
tor roughly 75 percent of the world’s inves-
ted capital and two-thirds of its industrial
capital, US troops were stationed in 56
countries and, by 1949, the UUSA had the use
ol some 400 naval and air bases worldwide.

The US government was not at all reluc-
tant 1o use this econpomic and military
power. The Trutnan dactrine, announced in
1947, gave notice that the USA intended to
police the world and make sure that Ameri-
can mterests remained intact. It was quickly
tallowed by the Marshall Plan, which made
econumic ard dependent upon political
goad behaviour. Thus, just befare the tal-
1an generdl election of 1948, General Mar-
shall declared that. “Benefits under the
Furopcan Recovery Programme will come
to an abrupt end i any country that votes
Communism to power.’

Miltarily the USA provided aid, and
aften direct intervention. to numerous of its

‘Can’t you hear
him cooing’
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satetlite-governments—irom the overthrow
of the democratically elected government of
Guatamala in 1954 because it threatened the
tnterests of the United Fruit Company,
through 10 support for the Junta in El Sal-
vador today. :

NATO was part of this strategy. [t bound
Western Europe and the USA together very
closely and, because of the overwhelming
economic and military preponderance of the
USA, was from 1ts inception an arm of US
foreign policy. It aiso, of course, suited the
ruling classes of Western Europe, While
they might fall out sometimes-—as when the
USA refused to support Britain and France
over the Suez adventure in [956—they were
in general guite happy to go along with the
USA and pick up what profits they could on
the side.

A record of aggression

Thus NATO was not set up in response to
some sort of Russian *aggression’. Whatever
crimes the Russians might have committed
in Eastern Europe—and they have been as
many and as bloody as those of the USA—
NATO was never a pathering of threatened
innocents banding together against a ruth-
less foe. Indeed. the Warsaw Pact itself was
only set up years later,in 1955, as a response
to NATO’s deciston to re-arm West Ger-
many and admit it to NATO.

If we look a bit closer at the actual history
of NATO, its claims to be the sole defender
of freedom and democracy look very thin
indeed. While NATOQ itself has never actu-
ally been caught intervening anywhere, it
has gone on record as supporting interven-
tions by 1ts members.

Thus in December 1952, the NATO
Council declared its support for the French
colontal war tn Vietnam. It expressed:

‘Profourd admiration for the coura-
geous struggle being waged indefatigably
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by French forces and the armies of allied
states against Communist aggression,
The campaign being ted by the French
Unicn 1o Indo-China deserves the unres-
tricted support of the Atlantic
governments.”

And when the *indefatigable’ French were
finally routed, it was the USA, that other
pillar of freedom, which stepped 1n to take
their place.

Whatever fine phrases about ‘freedom
and democracy’ NATO hacks might spout,
these have never been conditions for mems-
bership of the ciub. Portugal under the fas-
cist dictatorship of Salazarand Caetano was
a valued member of this ¢lub and could
wage its bloody African wars armed to the
teeth with NATO-made weapons,

Many Greeks believe that NATO was one
of the prime movers behind the military
coup which brought the Colonels to power
in 1967; whatever the truth of this might be,
the fact that a democratic governmnt had
been overthrown and replaced by a brutal
military dictatorship was never the stightest
obstacle 10 Greek membership of NATO.

More recently, NATOQ could hardly con-
tain its delight at the military take-over in
that other member of the freedom club—
Turkey. One NATO officer in Turkey said,
‘The prospect of worsemng strife had us
worried. Something had to be done.” Major-
General Philip Kaplan, NATO Deputy
Land Commander in Turkey, commented,
“There 15 a lot of Jand here, and I want & lot

of soldiers who can kill.”
The case of Turkey illusirates the way

NATO sees the world, It is the home of
many US military installations and shares a
land border with the USSR. Between 1975
and 1978, differences with the USA over the
Turkish invasion of Cyprus led to the clo-
sure of the US bases by the Turkish govern-
ment. At a stroke, the USA lost a naval
station, an important air base, and monitor-
ing facilities providing roughly one quarier
of all hard US military intetligence on Rus-
sian missile faunches.

In the judgement of NATO leaders, such
facilities are much more important than
minorlittle matters like the overthrow of an
elected government by the army, the 1otal
suppression of political and trade union
activity, mass arrests, torture and large scale
killings of left-wingers.

Manipulating opinion

The supposed existence of a ‘Russian
menace’ is very convenient for NATO lea-
ders in their own home countries as well as
abroad. NATQ and its supporters have
always been guick to label any left-wing
movements as Russian-inspired, and today
they argue that even as moderate an organi-
sation as CND is, wittingly or unwittingly, 2
tool of Russian propaganda, a weapon of
Russian subversion, and probably riddled
with fully-paid-up KGB agents.

But when it comes to manipulating pubhic
epinion for dubious political ends, it turns
out that NATO is a past master at the art,
For instance, last year it was revealed that
NATO funded a group of *moderates’ inside
the Labour Party, giving them between
£6,000 and £7,000 a year to run a body called

Eartie

the ‘Labour Committee for Transatlantic
Understanding’. Through its off-shcot the
‘Labour and Trade Union Press Service’ this
little front organisation distributes a

monthly collection of articles for free use by

newspapers and trade union journals.
Among those on the Committee who are
only toe willing to lend their names as fig-
leaves for the military hard-men are Roy
Mason, Roy Hattersley, Frank Chapple,
Terrv Dufty, Bill Sirs, and Sidney Weighell,
These pehitical heirs of Ernest Bevin are the

true fellow-travellers: the money they spend

comes from an organisation which revels in
the fact that Turkish workers can expect to
be shot down if they go on strike.

The joint director of this press service 18
an interesting man called Alan Lee Willi-
ams. He is also involved in the proposed
Council for Arms Contrel. In the New Stat-
esman of 28 August this year, Duncan
Campbell argued that the aim of this body
was:

‘To win moral support for NATO's so-
called Arms Control Proposals which
were launched at the same time as the
decision to install new Cruise and Persh-
ing missiles in Europe in December
1979

Alan Lee Williams has a history. He s a
recent recruit to the Social Democrats but
was a Labour MP{rom [%66to 1979. He was
parliamentury private secretary to Denis
Healey and Roy Mason, He has been natio-
nal organiser for the European Movement,
director of the British Atlantic Committee
and became director general of the English
Speaking Union in 1979. He also strongly
supported American policy in Vietnam, and
was secretary of the Angio-Vietnamese Fri-
endship Committee in the late 1960s.

One country which has always claimed to
support the sort of freedom and democracy

Roy Mason, Roy Hatlersley, Sid
Weighell (above)} and Frank Chapple
(left) all members of the NATO
funded Labour Committee for
Transatlantic understanding.

which NATQ has always admired 18 South
Africa. Of course, it would give the game
away if NATO were to publicly admit as
much, and they have always denied having
any links with that barbarous regime. But
NATO member Britain has a long-standing
agreement with South Africa—the Simon-
stown Agreetown—Tfor Joint naval co-
operation and British use of all South
African naval bases in time of war. And
NATO members France and Ciermany have
joined Britain in supplying arms to South
Africa. NATO explains all of this away by
saying that it has no control over what Its
members do on a bi-lateral basis with South
Atrica,

Even this miserable logic-chopping has
been exposed. In June 1975, documents
were produced at the UN showing that con-
struction of the Advokaat military commu-
nications system by South Africa depended
on co-operation with firms in West Ger-
many, Britain, France, Denmark and
Holland.

The NATOQ system of coding equipment
and spares had been made available to the
South Africans. NATO confirmed that this
was the case but continue to denyany invol-
vement, claiming that the codes were an
‘open system' available to various ‘neutral’
states—namely South Africa, Argentina,

Australia and New Zealand. Noexplanation

was given as to why, in previous investiga-
tions, South African access 10 these coding
forms had not been revealed, nor as to who
had authorised their disclosure.

The Advekaat system itself, based at Sil-
vermine near Simonstown, has the ability to
maintain surveitlance from South Africa’s
coastline across the South Atlantic to South
America and across the Indian Ocean to
Australia and New Zealand. [ts northern-
most point of operation in the Atlantic s the
Tropic of Cancer. By a curious co-incidence,
this is also the southern-most border of
NATOs statutory area.
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The system was constructed at the same
time as NATO wasdeveloping anincreasing
interest in the South Atlantic. In Fune 1973,
the Supreme Allied Commander, Atlantic,
was asked by NATO's Defence Planning
Committee to prepare plans for the defence
of the Cape Sea routes, and a resolution was
adopted at the May 1973 Council of the
Atlantic Treaty Association which showed
the same concern about naval co-operation
in the area.

So far, attempts to set up a formal South
Atlantic Treaty Organisation, which would
perforce depend heavily on such havens of
freedom and democracy as South Africa
and Argentina, have not been successful.
NATO, however, is only too cager to play
midwife at the birth of this new monster.

A nuclear alliance

Last November, a planned reception for
South African MPs and *homeland leaders’
a1l the NATO HQ in Brussels was cancelled
at the last minute, apparently becavse of the
bad publicity given the week before a meet-
ing between NATO secretary general Luns
and the South African foreign minuster. Ac-
cording to Anti-Apartheid, this was the
third such meeting that has taken place
recently.

According to this same Joseph Luns, the
current NATO contingency plans tor the
defence of the Cape oil routes have been
made ‘without having any contact with the
countries of Southern Afrnca, or indeed of
Africa’. Just how this incredible feat of mil-
itary planning might have been achieved he
did not say, and this has led some to specu-
late that he might not have been telling the
truth. The Cape Times, for instance, quoted
his statement on 17 December 1980, and
added that:

‘The acknowledgement that the Cape
route is included 1 NATO's prepared-
ness plans appears as the first official
admission that something like a military
umbrella will cover parts of South
Africa. An informal understanding
appears to have been achieved between
NATO and Scuth Africa.’

Margaret Thatcher, too, has been pushing
for the same sort of thing. She argued for
expanding NATQO’s sphere of eperations
ocutside of Europe:

‘[ do think that it is time to see whether
NATO should extend its sphere of
influcnce. There are times when your
front line may be way beyond NATQ' [
de think that’s something we neced to
look at, becausc raw material lines are
absolutely vital to the capability to
defend yourself.

All that she 1s doing is putting onto public
record what has always been the reality of
NATO: 1t has nothing to d o with countering
some Russian threat and everything to do
with holding on to the profits which flow
along trade routes.

Any examination of the birth and history
of NATO show only too clearly that it is
neither a detfensive security pact nor any
organisation wedded to freedom and demo-

cracy. Those who argue, like Tony Benn,
that it 1s possible to tinker around with
NATO, for Britain to unilaterally renounce
nuciear weapons and remain a member of,
NATO, are ignoring reality.

NATO's military thinking has always
been based on the idea thatatsome point the
use of nuclear weapons would occur ina war!
in Europe, itrespective of whether particular
members ot NATO themselves possess their
own devices. Since the decision to introduce
Cruise missiies, this strategy has been
refined to the point where one member of
NATO, the USA, hopes to fight a nuclear
war1n Europe, and i1self emerge unscathed,
Membership of NATO, with or without a
nuclear bomb of one’s own means acquies-
cence in this strategy.

Norway is a case in point.

That country is a member of NATO, but
claims te refuse to have nuclear weapons on
1ts soll. But just because it 1s a member of
NATO, US F-111 fighter bombers regularly
{ly 1n and cut of Bodoe airbase, just north of
the Arctic Circle and perhaps twenty minu-
tes flying time from the Russian military
installations arouwmttMurmansk. The F-111
is capable pf carrying nuclear weapons.

Does anyone seriously believe that those
F-111's, doubtlgss conventionally armed 1n

their practices teday, will not be carrying
nuclear weapons 1f they do 1t for real? And
nobody can possibly believe “that this
thought has not occurred to Russian strate-
gists, and that therefore Bodoe is not on
some Russian target hist for a nuclear strike.

This is the reality behind ‘non-nuclear’
Norway's membership of NATO. 1t wouid
be no different 1n Britain,

Military alliances between the various
groups of robbers who run different natio-
nal states cannot lead to peace. The most
etfective force for peace in Europe today is
Solidarity 1n Poland, and tnat is based on
the working class. Only that power, deve-
loping internationally, can hope to end the
threat of nuclear war.

Both NMATO and the Warsaw Pact are
there to defend the existing order apainst the
working class in all countries. The military
power of the Warsaw Pact has been used 1o
smash opposition in Eastern Europe, not 1o
march te the Chaanel. The military power
of NATO countries has been used to smash
anyone who dares challenge Western capi-
talism, not te fight Russians. NATO and the
Warsaw Pact are mirror mmages of each
other. It is only by resolute opposition to
both of these juggernauts that we can hope
for peace.

CND has merged as a mass
movement in the last vear.
Membership now stands at
23,000 but more than ten times
that number have been
involved 1n anti-bomb
activities. The 24 October
demonstration looks like being
highly successful, But what
happens then? Jane Ure Smith
looks at some of the options.

Inevitably there will be a lull after the 24
October demonstration. It 1s unlikely that
the phenemenal growth will continue of its
own accord. And at the national conference
some three weeks laterclear policy decisions
will have 10 be taken as how best to drive the
campaign forward and how best to continue
to build support,

More mmportantly the conference—and
the orgamsation as a whole—will have o
confront the question up to now largely
tgnored by CND, namely the question of
how to win. The acuwvists’ conference which
took place last May revealed that the leader-
ship have no coherent strategy to advance.
They are wary of being ‘political’ and want
to preside over a broad-based organisation,
but the means by which they think we can
stop Cruise, stop Trident and disarm Britain
unilaterally are far from clear.

For a large number of people in CND, the
solution lies with the Labour Party. [fonlya
Labour government ¢lected on a unilateral-
15t platform couid be prevented from back-
tracking ...

CND: PLAYING TO WIN

Admittedly many of the people who hold
with this solution, do so with a degree of
cynicism. They are willing to acknowledge
Labour’s pathetic recorc of seli-outs on the
question of the bomb, amply documented in
Socialist Review 81:4.

Foot’s dithering and evasiveness must do
little to reassure them. The Labour Party
conference may have vated for umlateral-
1sm, but clearly membership of NATO 15
seen asquite a different question. Even Benn
is explicitly in favour of Britain remaining a
member of the Alliance.

Then there is the small matter of the
Labour right, For them it is noteven a ques-
tien of saving one thing and doing another.
Unilateral disarmament 15 2 complete ana-
thema 1o them, and they proclaim the tact
openly. Whether or not unilateralism is
party policy s irrelevant, and it will become
even more irrelevant for the ltkes of Denis
Healey if [.abour form the next government.

Then there’s Brynmor John in the key
position ol shadow detence secretary,
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appointed one might add, by Michael Foot.
Along with his four defence underlings he
called, befare the TUC, for union leaders to
oppose lhe NEC proposal that a fulure
Labour government should cut Britain’s
defence spending back to the average
amount spent by other NATO countries,
The idea that a disarmed Britain would be
safe from nuclear attack was *nonscnse’ he
sald. And to close down American bases in
Britatn would ruin the NATO Alliance! No
wonder he walked out of the defence debate
at Brighton.

[ suppose 1t 15 just concervable that
Brynmor John might expenence some kind
of dramatic ‘road 1o Damascus’ conversiorn,
but in the absence of such an event we are
lett with a defence spokesman whose only
function must be to sabotage Labour confe-
rence pohcy and the struggle for nuclear
disarmament 1n genecral.

Clearly the Labour Party does not pro-
vide a very convincing solution to the how 1o
win problem. Too much fanh was placed in
the Labour Party by CND last time round.

Preparing to win

[ suspect the leadership of CND would
agree with me on this point, but for quite
difterent reasons. {it does not stop them,
incidentally, from being totally uncritical of
Foot’s indecisiveness.) While we in the SWP
argue that the Labour Parly in government
can only be kept on the straight and narrow
by & mass movement firmiy rooted in the
workplace, CND abjects to focusing the
campaign on one political party.

Their alternative 15 to woo supposedly
anti-bomb Individuals in all the parliamen-
tary parties, including even Social Demo-
crats and Tories. Surely 1t we agree that the
[.abour Party 15 unlikely to deliver the
gaods, how much stronger when it comes to
the crunch are the class allegiances of Tories

‘You can overkill
us 50 times,

but we can only
overkill you
49times.’

MISSILE MADNESS

SWP pamphlet by Peter Binns on
the new weapons system and how
they threaten your lile. 40p [plus
10p postage). Bulk orders £3.25 for
10 post free from Socialists
Unlimited. 265 Seven Sisters<Road.
London, N4.
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and SDPers propelling them back into the
arms of the homb-lovers?

Preparing to win s nOw an urgent matter.
The establishment—the bosses ot big busi-
ness, Lhe civil service and the media-—are all
[ully committed to the bomb. They are
ready to usher in the first of 160 Cruise
missiles in 1983, They are ecager-—albeit with
divisions withint their ranks—to subsiitute
Trident tor Polans, In addition 1its unlikely
that US defence secretary Weinberger has
vel given up hope of winning Thatcher and
lhe British defence establishment everto the
idea of including the odd neutron bomb n
their Rhineland arsenal.

These people are the encrmy of CNL), a
powerful encmy indeed, and an enemy

‘The establishment - the
bosses of big business, the
civil service and the media

are afl firmly committed to
the bomb.’

which we cannot do other than confront 1f
WE are 1o Wi,

Massive demonstrations will not be
enough to stop Cruise missiles berng trund-
led through lealy Berkshire. Direct action
will not be enough, though it has tts piace.
The only way we have a hope in hell of
stopping the rmmssiles 15 1if thousands ot
workers are prepared to take 1ndustirial
action.

That means that buillding 1n the work-
piace and in the trade unions must become
the major priority for CND. This was a
major omission last time round. A good
many union centerences voted for untlater-
altsm  this  vear—the ISTC, USDIAW,
CPSAand NALGO amongst them—as did
the TUC. But that 1s simply a question of
resolutions at the top, The work still has to
be donc amongst the rank and file.

The small number of workplace groups
that have been set up show the way forward.
Active campaigning on the part of Fleet
Strect CND, for example, produced a vote
for unilateralism when Natsopa batlotted ity
membership. Since a ballot at the same time
on the guestion of the deputy ieadership of
the Labour Party went against Benn, we can
assume the vnilatcralist result was by no
means 4 toregone conclusion. It shows the
effectiveness of leafletting and argument.

As well as building in the workplace we
must also try to draw in those fighting back
against unemployment, the other major
problem facing us. The link must constantly
be made berween the bilhons of pounds
squandered on nuclear weapons and the
millions of peaple who have been forced on
to the dole. Unemployment and the disar-
mament 1ssue are simply two sides of the
same coln: we must bring them topether
under the slogan *Jobs not Bombs®, actively
supporiing the struggle of the unemploved
5 well as trving to involve them in the fight
against the bomb.

Finally our how-to-win strategy must
involve fag sharper political argument. We
are for unilareral disarmament. It has been
CND policy for years. But you might be
forgiven for thinking otherwise, since CND
constantly advertises hterature and activi-
tigs, and includes on its platforms, speakers
{room the multilateralist Warld Disarmament
Campaign.

We have lived with *multilateralism’ prac-
tically ever since Hiroshima: one set of high-
level talks atter another on ‘limiting’ the
arms race. Yet more and more deadly weap-
ons arc produced. These kinds of negotia-
tons are a meaningless tacade. If we are
going to start campaigming for multilateral-
ism we might as well invite Ronald Reagan
to join UND.

Secondly there is the question of NATO,
I11s not really taken very seriously by CND.

Virtually no hilerature dealing substan-
tially with NATO in pamphlet form s publi-
shed by CND. There 15 one ieaflet which
reters to a pamphlet whichis no longer avai-
labic. In Saniny and on placards NATO rar-
gly gets 4 mention, All yvear Labour CND
have carefully avoided pushing an ant)-
NATO line in the Labour Party. They rea-
ped the rewards of their tentative approach
at Brighton in the overwheimingly pro-
NATQO vote.

Unilateralism

It 15 high time we campaigned loudiy and
clearly tor Brilish withdrawal. We must
arguc that getting out of NATQ 15 an essen-
tig! component of unilateral disarmament,

Many people point to countries like Nor-
way and Canada-—as did Joan Lester in her
summation at the Labour Party
Conterence—countnes which do not have
nuclear weapons but which retain member-
ship of NATO. They assume that these
countrics would be out ot the firing line in
the event of a nuclear war.

This is nonsense. [f you belong to NATO
one way oranother yvou must playthe game,
NATO 15 4 puclear alliance, and it you don’™t
have missiles you must stiill do you bit by
providing early warning systems and the
like. This 15 exactly the case with Canada
and Norway., What's more NATO 15 a
nuclear alliance whose tunction is to defend
the interests 0! the ruling class in the West, a
function usually referred to as ‘defence of the
free world’, Simiarly the Warsaw Pact
exists to defend the interests of the Russian
establishment. We must argue that an alli-
ange which serves the intercsts of the bosses
can ncver serve the interests of ordinary
working people. There are no half
megsures—we  must get out of NATO
altogether.

The campatgn against the bomb i the
early sixties was, Tor a time, a magnificent
struggle. but in the end if failed, We must
lcarn the lessons of that fadure since we
cannot afford 1o let CND (ail a second time.
That means taking stock of where we are
going, publicly thrashing out the arguments,
and adopting a coherent strategy geared
above all Lo winming., That strategy must
cirtail building in the workplace, linking up
with the fight against uncmplovment, peliti-
cal clanty and above all non-rehance on
Labour.
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| Isherwood:
the sensitive

"y

T ompgpl i T

Englishman

The British Empire was run by a small group
of administrators und public servants. The
number of universines was small and they
were hinked to public schools, The Elon-
Oxbridge connection still rules us. Butin the
pre-World War Two days this connection
wits more blatant and the recrutting ground
more restricted than today. Oxbrnidge in the
20s provided the rulers of the Empire, and a
particularly boorish and uncivihised crowd
they were. Brutalised by the public school
system, they sowed their wild oats whle at
university-——a world of rugger and booze,
cruelty and pranks.

However imn this school of vobos there had
always been a small counter current. This
wits made up of the sensitive “arusts” and
‘aesthetes”, who reacted apaimst the philisti-
nes that rap society and ‘ran’ the arnts, They
were scnsitive, lashionable and often homao-
sexual or bisexual. Oscar Wilde in the 1880y
and the Bloomsbury group around the First
World War can be seen as products of this
alternative scene.

It was also trom this scene in the 2Us that
lsherwood and the fellow travellers of the
30s sprang. Reacting agaunst the upper-class
vobos, Isherwood, Auwden., Spender,
Upward and others tormed a coltural clique
that dominated the English scene for a
decade. They ‘ran’ English culwure.

It was such a small ehite group that it 1s
dif ficult to understand the importance that
they were able to have, Isherwood in partie-
ular became a cult higure (like say, Stephen
Strunge oday). Not only s novels were
important, but his languid dress style of cas-
ual Oxtord bags, and his left-wing politics.
He was the sensitive Englishman of the 30s.

Isherwood  hated the English  upper
middle-class of which he was part. In partic-
ular he hated its hypocrisy and lear of sex.
He was gay and proud of 11, Sex was impor-
tant to him. He was alwavs boastingly promis-
cucus, and as soon as he could. he left
oppressive England 1o live in Berhin i 1930,
the then gay capital of the world.

Germany was in the midst of political and

social upheaval that ended with the nise of

Hitler in 1933 From 1930 to 1933 Isher-
wood commuted bewtween Britain and Beir-
lin, witnessing the rise of the Naza party,
going Lo the gay bars, mvolved 0 the gay
movement (he actually staved atthe Magnus

Flirschiteld Tnstiiute in Berling the centre of

the gay sex-pol scene). and increasingly
became associated with the Communist
Party.

It is trom this experience that Isherwood’s
two most famous novels come—AMAr Nory
changes Traing (published 1935 and Geod-
bve to Berfin {1939)—which form the basis
of the tilm Cabarer. The hilm s very much a
watering down of the books, themselvescoy

versions of reality, For example, the charac-
ter Sally Bowles {plaved by Lisa Minclli} was
in real life a CP member who later went to
Spain.

[n 1978 Christopher and his kind was pub-
lished, which 1s a rewrtte of the period with
[sherwood's gayness as the subject.

As a writer Isherwood developed the 1
am a camera’ method. This cxcludes the
writer from the story, so that the world 15
viewed as if the writer were a camera merely
recording the events, cxciuding as much
subjectivity  as  possible. Though  Isher-
wood’s poiitics later changed, s detach-
ment has remained in his books, and you
never get to know the writer. In Christapher
and his kind 1sherwood speaks of lnmselt as
il he were another person—Christopher did
this, or Christopher did thai.

The technique makes forstraight and easy
tor read novels, but they ar= a bit shallow, It
also allowed Isherwood tw cop out on his
gayness—though in his private life he was
open and boasted of his gayness, he never
publicly made a stund. In excluding his leel-
ings from the novels he excluded his sexual-
ily. He was critical of the CP's Stalimst
switch in 1934 1o anti-gay propaganda, bul
he never voiced these criticisms pubhicly fas
opposed 1o Gide tor example). Guilt ol
being upper middle class mingled with guiit
of bemng gay.

In Berlin Isherwood met s German called
Heinz who he lived with unul 1935 Afer the
rise of Hitler he and Heinz spent the next
five years tlitting across Europe trving to
Iind a haven for Heinz who was wanted by
the Nazis for avolding national service. Bri-
tain refused o allow Hewnz into the country
after scarching Hewnz's bag at immigration
contral and discovering love letters trom
Isherwood. In the end the search for a haven
ended 1n failure: Heinz wasdeported to Ger-
many and tnlo the army. [sherwood never
forgave Britain for this, and he also became
disilusioned with the CP's attitude to
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homosexuality. He writes of himsclf 1n
Christopher and his Kind that:

"He (he 15 referring to himselt) now rea-
lised he must dissociate himself from the
Commumsts.evenas a lellow-traveller .
He must never again give way toembar-
rassment {of being gav). never deny Lhe
rightts of his tribe. never apolgise for 1ts
existence, never think ol sacriticing him-
self masochistically on the altar of the
false god. Of this change of awdiude (to
the CP) he was embarrassed by its basic
cause. s homosexuality. Asa homosex-
ual, he had been wavering between
embarrassment and detiance.”

In 1938 isherwood, with W H Auden, lett
Europe lor Americd to become a pacifist
and o mrvstie,

[sherwood is stll abive today in California
living the Tife of a literary academic. He has
writen over 20 books, vet his Berlin writings
remain the maost famous. This | think s not
because of their brilliance but because of
their subject matter. 1e bved and knew the
sex-pol movement, the gay bars, the social
and political upheaval that was Berlin inthe
20s and 30s, Tew | it any, records ot that
remain, angd [sherwood catches the mood,

Isherwood and  Auden’s defection  to
America un the eve of the war, renouncing
their last decade of activity, discredited the
30s movement. From being the height of
lashion in England they were slandered and
attacked as shallow and traitors {Orwell
particularly hated them). It has only been
since the success of Cabarer and the re-birth
of the gav-movement that Isherwood has
hecome reestabished, His books are now
nearly all aviniable again. And they are cer-
tainly worth a read. [ don’t think he can be
called a areat writer but he is an easy to read
and good one, and the period 15 lascinating.

No¢l Halifax
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Comparisons of the Stockh Market with o
casino are not far off the mark. Milhons of
pounds can be won orlostin the course ot o
few hours. Unscrupulows operators like
Jim Stater {now byack n the game despite
being caught tiddling i 1975) and Perer
Walker (now i the Tory cobmet) can make
fortunes just by buving up old compamees,
sacking the workers and Hogging ott the real
estate.

Yet the health of the casino s ot immune
1o the diseasces of the outside workd--and us
those diseases have prosed to be more con-
Lagious and resmtang te cure than expectad,
the gamblers have bocorne @ very aervous
bunch indecd.

In the year ap to Augest 1951 stock ar-
kets arcund the wortd rose almost regard-
less of the state of e real coonomy,
Investors were confident that nighl-wing
“gusterity’ vy moncetieisn s policies would do
the trick . Wages were tulling, unions were m
retreat, and altl scemed ready fora protitable
‘Investment-led” recovery. Now the tlusions
that monetarism could work {even for the
ruling «lass) have been dramatically
Cx posed.

[ the two weeks atter 14 September stock
markets around the world collupsed {Graph
1), In London the fall of 14250 waso record
for such i short time, Even the Tokvo mar-
ket had its Biggest fatl on record,

Once such o collapse starts a0 spreads
rapidly. Evervone wiants we seil and no ane
wants to buy. One tipsior ke the now infa-
mous Joe Granwille, can cause a
Eventually (and i had started o happen as
this was being written) the more sober pan-
ters, especially the big instiutiona] mves-
tors, step in and buy np shares onthe cheap.

But nor all ol the Fall this 1ime has been
speculative. Much of nooimdicates that the
slump, and with 1t owJesels of profitabihity,
IS BOINE 1O Persisl,

Whartis the stock marker! How important

I'.IllliEL'.“.

)
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is 11 1o the rest of the economy? |5 the col-
lapse hike that ot 19297 Doces it herald an
evendecper sfump. or i Just i svimptom of
what's already ocourred?
The stock L";u]ldﬂE’_C Is & collection of Ilmm—
ciab murkets. It involves the buying and sel-
ling ol clatms to ownership of the means ol
production and (o 4 share o! the total sur-
plus 1 the ceonomy {or what Marx rermed
siurplus value produced by the workers),
Profies can be made quickly {hy specudating
om the rise or 1idl of share values) orslowly
(hy s<itting back and wwiting for the div-
ddends or inlerest paynents o How inth In
e end it albcomes down toa Int ol parasiics
doing verv mely at the expease ol the restof
359
Three
nlace:
Foodhe Dovve wf wew adigres b conrpsies o
raise cxird cash. Buat thas bos been declinmg
in importance since the mid-1960s (see table 2),
In years when the value of shares lalls rapidly,
a5 in 1974, companies find it tmposstble to raise
money by this means, and are forced w o rely
on Lhe banks, Whereas shares are titles of

main sorts of fransacrion  Lake

Table 1
Who Qwns the Shares

Ownership of
Shares %

Insurance Companias
fnvestment and Unit Trusts
Fension Funds

COther Instiiutions
(inciuding Guerseas)

Individuals

(Total Value of Shares £36.000 million)

ownership, and get areturn ot dividend only
when the company 1s 10 profit, bank loans
have to be paid back over a shortish tme
s regondless of the health of the firm,

2o the sale of Cpilt-edged srock by rhe
goventmetd 10 raise cash. These sales help
the stde tohoidae the gap between taxes and
spending. In orecent years they have been
cuinrmous al around £7 mibthon annually,
Gult-edged stock carries a fixed vield or
rertirn, 10 the financial investors refuse (o
buy this stock they can torce down 1ts price
e the market, and force up the rate of
return or ntlerest they get on such stocks.
That's been happening all over the world,
pushing up interest rates generally. Finance
capitalists  gain wi o cventually  pay
through higher taxaton,

3. Fhe sccond-hand mark et in stocks and
It 15 this market which hity the head-
lines. The FT share index, the Dow-Jones
Average {for New York) ete all summarse
the rise and tall in the second-hand value of
exvisrore shares. Shdares tn a company can
lTuctuate witdly repardless of the company's
dctud] performance. But the price of its sha-
res does matter to g company, 1t prices are
hizh so s Uie company™s credit-rating and its
abibity 1o obltiin new money trom all sour-
ces, IF prices are low the company becomes
viera e akeaover.
iuble 1 shows the power of the financial
mstitutions on the stock market. The mdi-
vidual  mvestor 15oa declinming breed
(athough there are stifl some very wealthy
shuare-owners about) Putting money mto
the buniding socicty or the bunk earns a
smaller return 10 tmes of boom, but 1s a 1ot
sitber 1 uoes of slump.

1here is a myth that the rise of the pension

funcds and insurance companics means that
woe are all capitalists now. In practice work-
crs have no reat say over these funds which
are uften controlied by merchant banks n
the ity Indeed workers are losing out as
the value of pensions in particular Fails to
heep up with inflation, Tn ettect the funds
have become & device for channelling a por-
fon ol wdges anto propping up British
capitaliam.
CGroee ndlation s taken inlo account, it heco-
mres chear ihal stock markets have beenin a
had way since the early 197050 As Graph 2
shows clearlv, in Britan share prices have
never really recovered since the collapse of
1974 (after the miners brought down the
Torv government). Or as the Lconomist
conmented on the LS situation:

shrepres,

Net Purchases {+)
or Sales (-)
by Sector 1976-80

18 % + £3.082.9 miliion

_ £ 179.2 million
- £6.365.0 miilion

Mot Avallable
- £3 320.0 million

NOTE — 1% of the population owns 80% of individually owned shares,

Source. Fanancizl Trmes 24th September 18981
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Graph 1

People are right to say thata Wall Street
crash will net oow brneg world sivmp
because the Wall Street crash has ocour-
red already. The Dow at arownd N5 1s
onlv 2% times 1928% peak of 381 Foran
economy with a money GNP now 25
times lateer, so the Dow could already be
called more than mine-tenths underva-
lwed  compared  with  rthen” (26
September).

That probably underestimates the impact
of the current collapse. but the essental
point is correcl. The long-term decline itn the
profitabibity of industeial cpaital i partice-
lar, has meant low dividends awd o hagn
degree of risk from buving shares. Whon
Inere st hizh a for more noney can
be made by investing iy wilt-edged or build-
INE SOCIeLles, oT property,

[1 Brituin share prices were weakening
well before the September collupse for an
additional reason.  Singe the liltog of
exchunge contrals in October 1979, and with
the scale of the slump since the summer of
1980, money has poured out of the country
(Graph 41 The share of pension tund money
going overseas has risen from 7% 10 257 i
the lirst hall of 1951, For insurance compa-
nies it has gone from 470 o 1777 Investment
and unit trusts have acivally reduced their
holdings i Britsh capttatism.

The mam factor behind the workdwide Bl
share values in September wus the state of

riles e

Table 2

the LIS economy. Thigh mrerst rates n the
Ulted States have torced up mterest rates
aronind the world.

High mterest rates atfect the value of sha-
Fes 1T LW W ys

|. They make the return on government
stock, bank deposits ete higher as well as
safer than the return on shares in industril
COTLPUILESS.

2. They 1acrease the cost oi horrowing
from the banks for both individuals and
companies. When rates of interest are lngher
than the rate of profit on investment in new
factories and machimery, investment rates
will naturally plummet.

In Britain the more far-sighted capitalists
have put therr money (nto the financial mar-
kets rather than mnvest 1t 1n new physical
assets. Armold Weinstock' GEC, the tirm
Thatcher always likes to quote, did just thag
with its E600 nullion cash surplus {ast year,
and did very well as a resuit,

The fall on the London stock exchange
[ollowed that on Wall Street. But 1t also
followed three connected cvents in Britatn,
There was Thatcher’s cabinet reshuffle, a
vlear stalentent that there would be no -
turn. Fhen ceme the forcing up of 1nterest
rates by two points to try and stop the out-
tlow ol f'unds which was causing the value of
the pound to fall. 1hgh mterest rates hit
mdustrial capital which 18 in severe (rouble
ATy Wi Y.

Thirdly, a series of forecasts and survevs

Main Sources of Working Capital—Industrial & Commercial

Companies

{“s of total) HRetained Profits
1966
1968
1970

TOr
1979
1980

I- - -

?'5 E”

Source: Financial Statistics May 1951 Tanle 9 2

77.7%
73.8%
5}8 1%,

+ " -t e
| - Sl
N L 3

65.1%

Sale of Shares The Banks

16 8%
12.0%
4.7 %
W0

L il

o
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3.68%

H.8%

(Note — excludes Nanonalised Industries and State suosidies to Industry)
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showed that no recovery was in sight, that
profits (apart from North Sea o) had fallen
by 15-20%¢ 1n the last year, and that the real
rate of return on industrial capital was atits
lowest level ever,

The fallin the stock markets s much more
a symptom of the crisis than 1ts cause, Tt

not comparable 1o the 1929 crash when
stock markets were vastly over-iniluted any-
way. But it does show that all talk of anearly
recovery s s0 much hotar It will add to the
pressures forcing down investment levels
(investment in manufuactuning fell by 85 In
L9840 and by another 1377 i the first halt ot
JO¥ LY Unemplovrocnt will o on resmgp
covvinipeds o Yo el mgsck 10 Britam.,
v ooy answaer the Thgteiiers and Rea-
catis lbve o toodvn the workeee class even
harder witl 4% wape limus (e real wiage Cuts
of B¢ at the current inflation rate) and vven
nastier culs in the welfare state, But as the

Graph 2

Graph 3

last few months have shown even the ban- .

kers and stockbrokers are losing confidence
that that will suve them.
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Alternative paper—
or paper alternative?

It seems that there is hardly a dispute any-
where these days which doesn’t produce
some discussion about the possibility of ‘set-
ting up a co-operalive’.

Journalists, more than almost any other
group of workers, are attracted by he pros-
pect of going alone, liberated trom the bos-

ses and free to produce the sort ot

publications we've always wanted 10 work
for. In the last few years there have been
several attempts at alternative/co-operative
papers and with many more redundancies
threatened in the industry, there are likely to
be more.

Most ventures have started because of dis-
putes which either cnded in defeator looked
too difficult to win,

The Noningham News was started in 1978
during the national pay strike by provincial
journalists. A group of 28 NUJ members at
the Norrinvhant Fvening Post were sacked
when they joined the sirike—having warned
the union leadership that once outside the
doors they'd almaost certainly not get back
without a fight. Fyvening Post proprictor
Christopher Pole-Carew had aircady suc-
ceeded in smashing the much more powerful
printers” union NGA by bringing in new
technology, The NUJ was the lasl apenly
organised trade union in his company. It
would have taken a massive campaign of
picketing, sclidarity action and blacking to
get the 28 reinstated. But alter cight weeks
strike, the rest of the membership patienally
settled and went back to work—on the
advice and instruction of the NUIJ
leadership—leaving Nottingham on their
own.

The Nottingham strikers began produc-
ing a weekly paper as a strike weaponand a
means of keeping the members together. But
the Nofingham News came to be seen as a
way of hitting back at Pole-Carew by buld-
ing an alternauve 10 his scab produced
paper. [t has kept going—but only Just, with

the union still paying the wages of the Jour-
nalists. It has been a hard battle to keep it
alive, despite the eanthusiasm and
dedication.

The East End News was launched after a
tong battle for trade union rights at the
Stratford Express Group. A series of strikes
over a number of years eventually wore
down a once-strong NUJ chapel. The fasi
Ender, a relatively new bul popular weekly
was closed down. leaving the Fast London
Advertiser—staffed by all non union
labour—with a monopeoly 1n Tower
Hamlcts.

Uncertain future

Not long after a promising start for the
News, the ELA management—who had
taken over the Stratford Express Group—
started undercuiting on advertising 1n &
vicious attempt to kill its rival. The News
survives, but money is hard to come by and
the future uncertain,

The latest alternative paper—about to be
launched onto the scene—is Ciry Lismiis,
produced by the former statt of Fime Out.
the London listings magazine.

Journalists—and print union members—
went on strike in May when Time Our owner
Tony Elliot tried to end their unique pay
parity agrecment. Joint action between the
NUJ, NGA and SOGAT meant that black-
ing was immediate, and Fime Our was stop-
ped straight away.

But 15 weeks into the strike, the chapel
voled to abandon the fight and set up their
Oown Tival magazine.

At the Camden Journal we (00 were pre-
sented with the choice between fighting clo-
sure and launching our own paper—by the
management. I we would go quictly, Lthey
were prepared to let us have the rtle for k1,
they said.

Was this an act of goodwill by a torward-

R
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Tony Elliot; Back in business
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looking munagement reluctantly forced 10
make nine redundancies at Christmas? No!
It was an attempt 1o divide us and make it
more ditficuit to win selidarity support—
without a doubt!

For a start, the redundancy terms they
otfered—the bare minimum of £240 tor the
majority—would hardly have turned us into
press barons overnight! We knew from of
old that our management had no particular
concern for our welfare, The letters teiling
us that we were sacked expressed no regret
but had the ring of a military communique.
And if we were cynical then, the confusion
their ‘offer” caused in the following weeks
morte than borc 1t out.

‘Why don’t you go and run it yourselves?”

Let's look at the realities of running a
paper of your own,

Omn your side you have the commitment,
the dedication, expertise and a desire to pro-
vide people with an honest, progressive pub-
lication. A bit like going into a darts
tournament with a perfect aim and no
ATTOWS.

What they’ve got is the capital—the
money and the resources. Most newspaper
proprictors own vast amounts of gxpensive
machinery and plant—paid tor with the
profits from our labour over the years.
When the going gets a bit tough 1n a reces-
sion dre we going to walk away and let them
have all that for tlhemselves, while we strug-
gle to maintdin our alternatives?

Many of them have other interests and are
prepared to maintain loss-making newspa-
pers as valuable propaganda weapons. Co-
operatives have to make encugh money to
be selt-linancing. So how long 1s 1t 2oIng to
be betore the need to attract advertisers beg-
ins to affect editorial content? What about
costly distribution, and all the expensive
promotions needed to establish a steady cir-
culation? How do you stop principles being
sucrificed because of absolute necessity of
making money to stay in business?

Setting a trend

But aside from the viability, there are
other factors o consider. Our managemert
would have welcomed our taking over the
Cantden Journal 10 remove a number of
union aclivists from the arena (seven of
those sacked held chapel. branch or council
pOsSItions).

Setting up ce-opertives doesn’t just wed-
ken our strength and ability to challenge
munagements, it setsa trend. Every time one
group of workers decides to go it alone, 1t
makes it that much more diflicult for the
next group toargue for jobs and win support
in their fight.

And in newspapers, there is the guestion
of press freedom. Who is going to challenge
biased reporting, racism, and fight for the
right to reply if our orgapisation s wea-
kened? Some years ago, the Camden/Horn-
sey Journal chapel was among the first 1o
take industrial action over a National Front
advertisement. A ban followed the action
and it has been taken upin other places. Are
poorly financed, struggling co-operatives—
however good the linished product—an
effective challenge 1w the right wing mass-
media?
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INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION SECTION.

hulletin; and Michael Foot and Tony
Benn will be sending messages of support.,

UNALP 15 aiming for g big campaign,
quite explicitly linking the fight against
cuts to the fight tor affiliation. Bul
actua! strugeles barely get a mention
{Lthe Liverpool typisis’ struggle is referred
tooin passing in preasely oge of the |3
reconunendations for a campalen strate-
£v}1. And whether UNALP will have
much to say about gerwal Labour-led
opposition to the cats (such as the
flasco of Lotinan council’s collapse in
the tace of the Tory attack) remains to
be seen.

The irony is that this ‘hig campaign’
{and 1t will have to bz big to convince
NALGO members of the wisdom of
affiliationd is in rhe nature of the
QPEeratiaon going 1o beavery bureaucratic
affair, CNALP is concentrating on the
official macinnery of the union and
hending over backwards to involve the
pro-2ffiliation  section of the NEC
{called FLACG TFor Labour Affiliation
Group). Neceessarily that means playing
down anything that emphasises conlhcr
Letween the leadership and the rank and
l[ile of the uninn,

17 the NU'L the push for affiliation is
coming {~om the STA (Sociahst 1eachers
Afliance}, a3 prouping that wvaciliates
lretweesn rank and file politics and broad-
leftism. At this yvoar's NUT conference
the newly revived Docialist Education
Association called a {rninge meeting to
disciss why the NUT should be in the
Labour Party

Present uas prnincipat speaker falong-
side a leading SYA activist) was a former
president, and executive member from
Birmingham; that is to say, a member of
the very same exacubive thal has witeh-
hunted mmbhitanis and association officers
willing to lead fights against the cuts.

in fact the NUT executive has not
discussed the issuc and 1s 1 general
hostile to awry political issues being
raised in the union {such as atfiblation
to UND or the Right to Work Cam-
paign). As far as motions to conlerence
are cancerned, despite STA  efforts,
affiliation did not figure among the first
fifty, which scarcely indicates a high
priority among the membership,

Our attitude

What should the aftiiu.c of revol-
ujlongries be towards alfiliating? The
mhoslt templing answer  mmleghi he Lo
oppose, The Labour Party, whalever ils
prefensions, 18 2 party  of capitalist
government which invariably finishes by
seeking to impose lower wages and waorse
conditions on working class pecople when
i office. Even supposedly ‘red’ Labour-
run councils, such as Lambcecth or
Lothian, have caved in and implemenied
cuts.

Whenever the 1ssue comes up we
should be pointing this out and insist-
ing that the only politics that the trade
union movement should be aftibated to
1s rank and file strugple for control over
production and services, socialism from
below by workers’ self-activity, rather

than socialism from above, bureaucrati-
cally dispensed by well-intentioned
representatives.,

However, opposition when it comes
to the vote would almost certainly mean
hlocking with the right, who are opposed
to aff politics in the union and who want
to keep the union from participating in
general political movements that unite
and strengthen many partial struggles
{the examples that spring to mind are
the ANL, CND and the Right to Work
Campaign). We could always abstain,
bu{ in practice that is likely to mean the
same thing as opposing (because of the
number of votes required in favour for
aftiliation 1o take place}.

S0 in the end we shall have fe grit
our teeth and vote for affiliation {(in the
same way that we vote for Labour in
general elections), The danger is that by
vating for we shall be helping spread
iflusions about the Labour Party. That
cann only be aveided by a merciless
attack on what the Labour Party stands
for and by refusing to be dragged into
campaigning for or prioratising affili-
ation, .

We have to insist that the only way
forward pohtically 15 not by diversion-

ary campaigns on affiliation (a long haul
for little result) but spreading support
for each and every struggle. In NALGO
that means the tvpists’ struggle in
Liverpool; in the NUT, the right of
associations not fo be victimised for
taking unofficial action to fight the cuts
in the CPSA rebuilding confidence after
this summer’s defeat.

There is one other reason why if il
comes to a vote for affiliation we have
to vote for. Despite the unholy alliance
leading the campaigns {some of whom
should know better than to peddie
Hlusions about the Labour Party} there
will inevitably be involved some genuine
Labour Party activists, with rank and
file leanings, who will take voting against
as sectarian and siding with the right,
They will have to learn for themselves
what we know to be the case with the
Labour Party (and have experienced art
Lambeth and Lothian). To them we
have io say: all right, we’re not going {o
oppose affiliation, but what really
imatters are the struggles going on right

now, so let us unite to spread support!

for them. That is where we begin to
butld a fight back against the Tories,
Gareth Jenkins

Typists
jolt NALGO

The strike by 350 typists at Liverpool city
council over low wages has brought about
some remarkable changes of attitude within
their umion, NALGO, at both Jocal and
national levels,

The typists came out on strike on 6 July
over a regrading claim, which was lodged
last October, It is NALGO policy that
tvpists should negoniate their claims locally,
although Liverpool cuy council will not
Fecognise this

The cound - made one offer to the typists
carty on in 2¢ dispute which was a maxi-
o of two rorements—a few quid—lor a
unv  aunriber of the women involved.
~ < LGO and ihe local authority employers,
both at a national kevel, recomimended arbi-
tration, which the Liverpool branch reluc-
tantly accepted. But the city council refused
1 co-operate, Sir Trevor Jones, the Liberal
lecader of the council, described the typists’
clilm as ‘outrageous’—the average weekly
luke-home payv 18 just £48.

After 11 weeks of sirike action the
outcome looked grim for the typists. Many
were demoralised by the lack of real support
from NALGO members locally and
NALGO national committees, They were
getting £20 a4 week strike pay, and all of
them, especially the sole wage-earners in a
family, were feeling the pinch. The city
council seemed prepared (o sit out the strike
until, demoralhised and weakcened, the typists
drifted back to work. But then. things began
(0 change.

Twio NALGO members at the city council
were suspended tor refustng to scab ob the
typists’ strike, This came just a few days

"
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before the third request for real support—
escalation—put to a special meeting of the
NALGO branch. Most of the typists felt
that 1if the reguest was turned down, the
sirike would be over.

At that meetingevery speaker emphasised
that the issue wids not just more money for
the typists, but that, following the suspen-
sions, 1t was about the right to belong to 2
trade union and to act as a trade uniow
member. Many speakers warned about the
implications of refusing to unite around the
typists for future fights—against redundan-
cies, against the four per cent wage limit for
the public sector. If the branch was not uni-
ted around the typists, they said, then the
uion would be smashed and that was
exactly what the city council wanted.

Picidre
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The meeting voted Lo escalate the typists’s .

acton by other NALGO members refusing
to collect rents, rates, service charges and
fines. Taking action on behalf of another
groeup of workers—even those of the same
union—is  almost unprecedented o
NALGO. The most clementary concepl 1n
trade union consciousness, sohidarity,
showed itself at that meeting.

Local authonty workers are sulfering the
most brutal attacks of this government.
Unuil now, among the white collar workers
the resistance has been mimmat. With the
decision over the typists, that may now

26 Socialist Review

e — wr T e

R T s aon o B '?.Hﬂ*-_—i—-r'\..—w—n'r - _""
= o - . .

o e




.

RLE AT EE N

-

begin to change.

In accordance with NALGO rulesa ballot
of members involved in supportive action
had to take place. That ballol gave a clear
majoeity in tavour.

The second major victory in the course of
the dispute was over the typists’ strike pay.
Representatives from the Liverpool branch
went to0 NALGO's national emergency com-
mittee to ask for an increase m strike pay to
55 per ccur of the typists gross wages. The
cmergency committee turned them down
over 4 over again, on the grounds that it
would encourage typists in other local
authoritics to strike for more money, that
the union could not afford 1t, that members
should not be paid to strike.

But on | Qcrober NALGQO's emergency
commiller reversed Its previous decisions
and agreed to increase the strike pay as the
typists requested. The mecting was lobbied
by mure than 50 typists trom Liverpool and
hy NA[L.GO members from five London
couneils. Three ot the typists argued for
more that two lotrs 1n the committee, and
Wl |

NALGO. g a4 nanional level, supported

INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION SECTION

the strike trom the beginning by making the
action official. But for 13 weeks the union
refused to give the typists what they needed
in order to win: money. Why did the natico-
nal executive members on the emergency
committee change thewr minds?

When the strike started, no-one envisaged
such a long, bitter struggle. Few pcople
thought that the typists would be so deter-
mined, least ot all the NAT.GO ofticials and
executive members, But the real significance
of the struggle i1s that it has grown irom a
regrading claim lor a small group of workers
to a fight over trade umion prnciples, prim-
arily sohdarity amongst workers.

The NALGO buresucracy has sutlered 2
severe jolt. The fact that a group of low paid,
badly organised women workers are now
showing the rest of the union that it 15 pos-
sible to fight, that they have won secondary
action within thewr branch, that they have
detied the six-picket law, and that they have
taken on both theiremployers and the back-
ward elements (n their umon, has forced
NALGO nationally to give the typists more
than just verbal support.

Mollie Simpson

Robbing Peta to pay Pauline

Times are hard for women, both as
workers and in the family. Unemploy-
ment scars, the wages gap grows, social
services are cut and Tory taxation
policy penalises families with children.
At such a time, what are socialist
femimists discussing? Strikes, occupa-
fions, price riots? Hardly. For many of
them, the answer now seems to he i a
new Labour programme for a ‘feminist
incomes policy’, ‘soctalist family strate-
gy, or ‘alternative social strategy’.

The ‘feminist incomes policy’ version
has now been advocated for over two
vears by Beatnix Campbell and others in
Red Rag. It involves a wholesale attack
on ‘patriarchal pay bargaining’, in which
male trade unionists are accused of
having used the concept of the family
wage to increase their privileges at the
expense of women, Wages militancy 1s
sneeringly denounced as giving socialism
a bad name, and free collective bar-
gaining is blamed for the Increase in
maule/female wage differentials since
197% even when figures are given to
show that the effecl largely came from
government intervention in the form of
Clegg. (Red Rag, August 1980)

The conclusion of this argument is
that a redistribution of incomes between
men and women workers and within
families is necessary, and that this can
only be achieved at the national politi-
cal level.

Anna Coote 1n the New Stateswman
has been milder, but has tended un-
mistakably in the same direction.
Fxplaining the devastating effects of
Tory taxation policy on family incomes,
she suggests a socialist family policy for
Labour which includes a redistribution
of incomes between men and women
‘within the share of total income
which accrues to working people’.

(New Statesman, 20 March 1981)
Michele Barrett, discussing the need for
Labour strategy to take women’s necds
into accaunt in New Soctafist (No 1)
does not explicitly advocate incomes
policy but clearly thinks there is little to
be gained by struggles in the workplace.

This headlong rush into LRabooar
reformism by a significant section of
feminists is  partly the product of
pessimism, which is hardly surprising
at this time of ‘downturn’ in workplace
militancy. But is there more to it than
that? Alongside the first ‘femimst
incomes policy’ article in Red Rag was
another by a feminist who had worked
in a factory with other women  hemoan-
ing the fact that they were not much
mnterested in having their consciousness
raised. She concluded:

‘Mayhe the WLM as it is can only
hope to be a servicing organisation
for working class women, agitating
for facilities which will benefit them
but without their active partici-
pation.’ (Reprinted in No Turning
Back, Feminist Anthology Collective,
1981.)

A movement without workers thal
does things for workers has moved very
far from both socialism and the initial
militancy of the feminist movement in
Britain, which after all began with {he
Ford machinists® strike,

We should be quite clear that these
women are absolutely right to attack
the sexist bias of the trade union move-
ment. It is true that skilled male workers
dominate most unions, that the pursuit
of traditional pay differentials penalises
women, that flat rate increases and
union democracy are important demands
{all the Rank and File organsations

I know about regard lhese as central).
But all these have to be fought within
the trade union movement, There 1s noe
way of getting round this, appealing to
a higher authority (such as a left l.abour
government), or whispering in the boss’s
ear that he could do a better deal with
you instead,

To see the answer to amy workers’
problems in a redistnbution of incomes
within the working class, rather than a
redistribution from profits to wages, 18
to abandon socialism and accepl the
Tory argument that ‘greedy, overpaid’
workers are at fault,

No incomes policy ©ian succeed
transferring wage incredases cetused by
one employer to the low-paid workers
of another. Ford are not going to make
aver the money they refuse al PDagenham
to East End clothing sweaishop workers,
When high wages are at a standstill, all
wages are at a standstill,

The hard fact of ife under capitaiism
is that nothing 15 won unless if is fought
for, however just ot reasonable the
cause, The Wilson government’s incoimes
policy of the 19605 thd not raise the
wages of the low paid  bul the 1969-T0
wave ol stnkes by dustmen, teachers
and lower-paid car workers broke the
policy and raised wages,

Often the fight 1s led by rehbitively
high-paid workers being organised s
how they got to be hagh-paid, atter ail,
But the nuaners’ victorv in 1972, tor
example, was followed by successtul
strike aclion by hospital nurses and
ancillaries, who were never organised or
militant hefore,

Fiddiing around with taxaiion policy
-.even if it begins only by reversing
Tory fiddles that benefil the managerial
seclor  very soon becomes a malter of
transferring resources from one_ set of
workers to another, and one proposal of
Anna Coote’s (abolishing the married
man’s tax allowance, ramsing chidd bene-
[it by L2 and still saving enough to raise
lax thresholds generally} seems to me 1o
he transfernng resources away lroms one
set of women (the non-emploved, who
do depend on their husbands’ incomes)
to anolher!

11 is pertectly possible to say thal we
want foth a tamily wage and economic
independence  for  women, because
women's needs vary, especially at a inme
when many find 1l impossibie to get
work. Our logic is wot the logic of
employers or governments —we want a
higper slice, Lo have our cake and evatl 1t
too. hecause, as someone said, what we
really want is the whole bloody bakery!

Ng  Marxist ever suggested that
wares mitlancy alone would overthrow
capitalism, but it is the starting point of
all real struggle. If you can tell 400
Liverpool typists, on strike for higher
wages {challenging the grading sysiem,
the union leadership, and the sexist
local press) that wages militancy 15 a
patriarchal institution, 1U's beginning to
look as though you are on the opposite
side of the fence from your working
class si1slers,

Norah Carlin
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and most radical city in France. And
increasingly the defence of Paris came to be
in the hands of the Natonal Guard, which
largely consisted of armed workers. When
the conservative politicians who headed the
republic surrendered to the Prussians at the
end of January 1871, 1t was not simply
because of military exhaustion, il was also
because they preterred the Prussians to radt-
cal Pansian workers with guns in ther
hands,

So one of the first priorities of the Thiers
gavernment was 1o disarm Paris. Early in
the morning of 18 March they senta column
of troops 1nto Pans to seize the national
Guard artdlery. [t was a peculiarly provoca-
tive move because the guns they were trying
to seize had been paid for by subscriptions
from the guards and were legally their own
property.

But the plan miscarried. Working class
Paris rushed to defend the guns, fraternised
with the troops, most of whom retused to
obey orders, Those that remained under
control of their officers beat a hasty retreat.,

Later on that morning the Central Com-
mittee of the Nationai Guard took power in
Paris. *The proletanans of Paris” went their
proclamation. ‘amidst the fatlures and Lreas-
ons of the ruling classes, have understood
that the hour has struck for them to save the
situation by taking into their own hands the
direction of pubhc aftairs.’

The Paris Commune had been born. Lt
lasted for two months, untif Thiers’ troops
crushed it with a ferocity that left 30.000
dead.

Immediately the Commune was formed,
Marx set 1o work to write a third, much
longer manifesto on i, It was complewed just
iwo days after the last Communards were
shol down in the cemetary of Pere Lachaisse,
and 1ssued vnder the utle Address of the
Genera! Councif of the Inrernational Waor-
Kingrnien's Assaciation en the Civii War in
France.

It is a passionate defence of the Parisian
workers against the slanders and bloodlust

of bourgeois Furope, Marx pillories the

*defenders of civilisation” who drowned the
Commune in blood. He supports absolutely
the vielence the Commune used (o defend
itself, But amidst this be spells out what it
was Lhe Commune had achieved,

[t 15 this that turns a brilliant and moving
pelemic into one of the basic classies of
Marxism.

Marx had already recognmised that, “Lhe
state power assumes more and more the
charactcr of the national power of capital
aover labour, of a public {force organised for
soclal enslavement, of an engine ol class
despotism.’ So, ‘the working class cannot
simply lay hold of the ready made state
machinery, and weld 11 tor its own
purposcs.’

So how was o 10 take power? This Marx
discovered from the Commune.

“The Commung was formed ot the
municipal councillors chosen by unrver-
sil suffrage in the various wards of the
town, responsible and revocable at short
terms. The majority of 1ts members were
naturally working men, or acknowled-
ged representatives of the working class.
The Commune was to be a working, not

a parhamentary body, executive and
legislative at the same time, The police
was at ance stripped of 1ts political attri-
butes and turned into the responsible and
at all times revocable agent of the Com-
muneg, S¢ were the officials of all other
branches of the admumistration. From
the members of the Commune downw-
ards, the public service had to be done at
workmen's wages. The vested interests
and represcalation allowances of the
high dignatories of state disappeared
aiong with the high dignatorics
themselves.'

This breaking down of hierarchy and
assertion of sell activity extended into all
tields. ‘Like the rest of public servants, mag-
istrates and judges were to be elective, res-
ponsible, and revocablc.” And the first
decree of the Commune had been “the sup-
pression of the standing army, and the sub-
stitution for it of the armed people.’

This was the mass democracy that the
Commune substituted for *deciding once in
three or six vears which member of the rul-
ing class was Lo misyepresent the people in
paritament.’

Such a massive revolution in politcal
Institutions was quile unprecedented and
was mevitably subject to many different
interprerations. But for Marx

"1t true secret was this. it was essentially
a working ctass government, the product
of the struggle of the producing against
the appropriating class, the political
form at last discovered under which to
work out the economic emancipation of
labour.’

‘Except on this last condiuon, the
Communal constitution  would  have

becnan impossibility and a delusion. The
political rule of the producer cannot per-
sist with the perpetuatin of his social sla-
very, The Commune was therefore to

-
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serve as a lever for uprooting the eco-
nomical foundations upon which rests
the existence of classes, and therefore ot
class rule.’

Of course, 1n two months and with a
rather confused politicat lcadership, the
Parisian workers only began this task of
using their political power for their eco-
nomic emancipation.

“The great socigl megsure of the Com-
mune was it own working existence. its
special measures could but betoken the
tendency of & government of the people
by the people.’

But they were impressive enough and are
recorded by Marx with evident joy at the
common sense creativity of workers for the
first time controlling their own destiny, That
15 what makes The Civil War in France such
exciting reading.

‘Workingmen’s Pans, with 1ts Com-
muneg, will be forever celcbrated as the
glonous harbinger of a new society. Its
martyrs are enshrined in the great hean
of the working class. Tts exterminators’
history has already been nailed 1o that
eternal pillory from which all the prayers
of their priests will not dvall to redeem
them.”

That 15 how The Civil War in France
concludes.

They were detiant words written Just two
days after the Commune had been crushed.
But what Marx learned from the Commune
makes them lar more than defiance. Forty
six years later Lenin was cagerly re-reading
the book as an essential prelude o the Rus-
sian workers seizing power. A hundred and
ten years later iL1s just as vital reading for us.
Mary's "The Civit War i France’ can be obtained
for 4ip (plus 24p post) from Book sarks, 265 S even
Sivters Read, Lomidon N4

i
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The worm that was turned

The SDP is indeed lortunate in its ability to
attract persons of vision and integrity, It
now numbers o s ranks not only Michacl
(Y Halloran but one Roger Roscwell,
Rosewell, who describes himself as an
‘indusirial  retations  consultant’,  was
recently clected as an S5DP distnict coun-
cillor for Aston, Bampton and Standlake 1n
West Oxtord. But his wisdont 18 not being
confined 1o his rustic constituents. On Sep-
tember 25th he addressed a conference,
organised by the right-wing Aims group. on

‘Managers and Marxasm'. about the role of

extremisls 1o mndustry,

‘I have scen extremists at work tfrom the
inside and they are worse than anyone else’,
he told the New Srandard. {23.9.81)

Some of the older extremists who read
Sociafisi Review may remember Rosewell,
for he was at one time the industriat organ-
iser of the International Socialists {the pre-
decessor orgamsaton of the SWP),

However, people should not worey 100
much that Rosewell wil betray the innerm-
ost secrets of the party to the class enemy.
Fortis clear that Rosewell is sutfering from
a severe attack of amnesia.

When asked how 'ong he had heen an [5
rmember, Rosewell told fabour Weekdy
{144 81

‘I can’t really remember, s diificult 1o
be sure because b anly really started an
1968, sa [ would sav about five vears”

In fact RoseweH was a member for eleven
veirs, from 1963 10 1974, Throughouat that
period he wroete regularly for the publica-
tions of the organisation, and for 4 good
part ot it he served on variouws leading com-
mittees. As Tor the claim that 15 began in
1968, Rosewell wrote, 1 1973, a pamphlet
called The Sirngele for Woerkers Power, in
which he gave a perlectly accurate account

of the founding of the organisation in 1950,
It is (ragic that a decade of activity and
wriling can bhe so bloticd out of a man’s
mind.

If Rosewell intends to carry on with his
carcer 45 a lecturer on the role of Marxistsin
the nnions. he may tind some ol his own
garly writings useful, Te maght well beneht
from a rereading of the pamphlet On frcs-
tricd Work which he wrote in 1969 under the
bizarre pseudonym of B Warsrawski.

In this he discussed the necessity of buld-
ing revolutionary Iractions and rank and hile
groups in the trade unions. He also siressed
{page 6) the necessity for IS members to be
open and clear ahout their political ideas in
dealing with any contacts they make.

He might follow this with a reading ot his
article *The Seamen’s Strugele’ (infeinario-
aal Sovciofissr 54 & 55, 1973). llcre he
showed clearly that the right-wing grnip in
the NLU'S was based on the passivity and
inactivity of the rank and file. and that the
Broad T.eft in the union faited to win leader-
ship because:

‘Tnstead of leading a fight against the
policies of the right wing and attempting
tr mabihse the rank and fie behind
them, they remained silent, hardly ewver
producing any propagands and accept-
g productivity deals, Instead of iight-
g for more wnon democracy and
exposing the methods of the right wing
they accepled full-time appointments.”

Rosewell would clearly be most helptul to
his new friends f he told them the truth he
once clearty understood. that revolutionary
activity 1n the untons s aboeut politcal hon-
cstyoand mass mnvoelvement, rather than
regaling them weth storics of consprracy.

Rosewell might also tell the assembled
manhagers something of bus first hand experni-

Roger Rosewell

ence of ‘inliltrating’ the (rade union move-
ment, In 1974 Rosewell, stili beimmg pald asan
1S full-timer, applied for a posilion as 4n
appodnted official of the National Uinion of
Journalists, without consulting s comri-
des in I8, and told the interviewing panel he
hidd Teft 15, Since IS policy had alwavs been
apposed 1o the appointment of vnmon ofti-
clals, the TS National Commuttee suspended
him tor two months, Shortly alterwards he
stippod out of the orgamsation.

T account (which can be documented)
wosomewhint at vanance with Rosewell™s sta-
lemeitl to the New Standerd {23.9.81) that;

Poguit the SWEP I0 vears ago wiven |
realised that, comoe the revolution ot
would not just be bloated plutocrats whao
were oalt gpy against the wall—there
wouild be o of oihicr people as well

Alter leaveng IS Rosewell retired 1o aca-
demic secluston o write a history ol the
Fectricians Union, Somewhere along the
Itne he scems to have been struck by the tact
that it so many ex-Stalinists could get to the
top of the TTETPLUL then mavbe there was a
future for an ex-Trotskyist, In the SDP
Rosewell has indeed tound the colleagues he
deserves.

lan Birchall

LETTERS

From the editor

This 1s the twentieth issue of Seeial-
ist Keview produced by the present
editonal team. We like 1o think we
luven't done a bud job of 1, SWP
Members v particular seem o bke
the KReview and sales liave nisen
aboatt 20 per cent in L8 months.,

However, we feel that there
remanns one weakness  n the
Review, We have done very well in
andlysing the news and, 1 recent
months, developing the ladustrial
Discussion section, We have not
been nearly as successlul in dealing
with ideas, particuliarly with Marx-
st heus. You s is espeaally
important at « tiene when the Jow
level of working class struggle s
fcading all sorts of people 1¢ move
away from these.

S0 we are sturting in this issue
three  new  oceasional  series—
*RBooks Are Weapans™. "What™s in a

Word' ond ‘Inside ¥iew'. The furst
attermes to cxplain the slgniticance
of and the background 1o Marxist
classics, Those retatively new to
sociabism aften do nol come across
such works. and when they do anre
otten put off by some of the histori-
cal detail they contam (How many
neople, Forimstance, kow what the
Isth Brumaire was?)

The second series attempls o s1m-
tlar ok wath some ol the words
which arg wsed in political cirgles,
much tor the bewiliderment of new
comaers, We start with ‘fumpengoro-
letariat’, but for the future hope to
deal with  other words such as
‘Rooynesiamism” and “dialecucs”.

‘Inside View' aims (o present the
experiences of people who have
worked mmside some of the institu-
tions of capitalist society. We stari
with the Navy—Dbult the senies could

st as easily deal with the police
the BBO, u sex shop or @ mental
hospatal.

Cine final point, The limiled suc-
cess we have enpoved »o lar would
not have been possible without the
mant unsehicited aricley we pet
sent from readers. Sonme at he best
things woe have ponted—Dhke ths
article o Lathian in the last issue or
on the lLumpenproletariac in this—
have simply turned up, unexpected.,
o the post, The new series will ot

Gay omissions

| was interested to read Joho Lind-
say's articte on the gay niovemuent
today (SE 1981 7Y hut was sur-
prised tor find several major amms-
stons 11 s analysis,

Iirstly, it s guite remarkable that
e fails o mention the difierences in
the movement hetween esbians and
fay men. These differences have of
couurse been there as lorg d4s the gav
movement atself, bhuat they huawve
become mercasinegly  pronounced

work umless our readers write,
Sead articles tor passthle enelu-
s (o Seodtalisnt Review Fditonal,
POy Bos 82 Landon E2. The dead-
line foc any issue 1s the third 1 hurs-
dav ol the month before, Please
tvpe articles if voucan {falthough we
realise this 15 ot always possiblel,
irebfe spaced—and try to keep a
copy lTor yourse]l, simce OCCasio-
mallv 1ems pet Jost in the post,

Chris 1{arman

over the vears, Many lesbians now
Fiwd it s difficale Lo work with gay
men as they do with sroiaight men
and have opted for separatist solo-
ltoms. As o pay man, 1 nd this sad
bul understandable. In the shott
terv, the maost that we can probably
hope Tor i co-operation on single
Issie cdmpaizns  with o arractures
which  are  acceptable w the
leabiuns.

Secondiv, 1ielt that John's analy-
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LETTERS

sty of the payv male sg¢ene as “gay
capitalistn’  was  nadeguate net
because the scene is oot cipitidist
but because it contans a numbur of
other impartant Jeatures. The very
fact that the seene exists at alt roeans
that a large number of young goax
men arc able to work out theor wen-
tities and 1o establish tricndships in
situations  which  are exclusively
gay, We are buing explorted o the
pubs and clubs but the very fact that
the scene exists, along with the Dy
switchboards and seli-help gronps
which John mentioncd, s helping
to bring a new gay male communiry
intor existence, There have buen gay
networhs tn Pritam for the st cen-
tury, but this new gay commuanmly 1s
open and seli-contident 10 a way
that they newver were and ooser
could be,

An  example ol bies osell-
conlidence can be seen tn the g
commumty 1 Huddersticld, The
gay movement, as sach had made
very little trpact there bot there
was fand sull =) o large club the
Gemini, which was patrenised hy
pay men from all over Yorkshire
and much of the North of Englind.
When the clob wis raded iy ke
police and the owoers and custom-
ers harrassed not only there, b
alsorat work, the response was clear
and strong. Geminds was not [ust o
capitalist institution, If was o focus
for the pay community and they
delended 1t

John s wrong to give the impres-
sion that the guy people who lie-
yuent the pguy scene are mercl
dupes and pawns of capitabsm, 4 he
gay scene enables them we develop
their identity an something
approaching their own lerms, 1 hey
value that identny encagh to defend
L.

That degree ol cullective vons
clousness 1s an uporiant fvatuee ot
any political movemeol,

Thirdly, there is the guuestion b
gay politics at the workplaee. John
gquite reghtly tadks whout the advun-
ces madde by univans such s CPS AL
NALGO and NLUT, But he amits o
mentiont gt the face that there are
woll-ormanised gay proups working
within each of these uniois.

The support wl raneg and Dl
groups has boeen invaluablie e ald
these unlons, and several others in
the campaign for gay rights hut the
mitinlives have alwivs come from
the gay groups.

Gay and leshiun tade amonisy
have met together, shared experen-
ces, drawn up ther demands and
led  the campaignes  themseives,
Without this tmpolant clement of
self-organsation there would be no
gay righis policies oF campaigns in
any umons al all

It seems that where some depree
of selt—organisation s aking place
— whether ot 15 by lesbiun sepira-
tisks. or by the gav mile scene or by
trade wnian gy croups — Johin has
not mentioned 1t Hes article would
have been much more vitlwible had
he analysed the gay-leshian mowe-
menes as they are, nol, ws he thinks
they oupht 1o be
Bob Cant

Narth fondon

INTERVIEW

The drama of history

Pdon Favlor is o Treclance draouna div-
ceter, curreatly working  Tor  the
BEC, wha s wrnitien al feast ien
eleyision pluvs and nine stage plavs,
incleding several abour the Fnglish
Civik Wars Tor example: A Lase Pivi-
tear for My Hagh Peter abaat Urom-
wells chaplain, Paradise Restored
ahoul Milton., and Fhe drreement of
ihe Peopde, on the Lesellers, [don
MNupens tnierviewed him regarding
his special mterest and  attilodes
Eowatrds telesisivn,

[y Tavlor bogen b explanneg
whin Bl sows sl s s T pserla s,

T ceporient e wderstaad atl
P i i B e mnake Tl s B
whl QL b et b onre cae o,
Al e hestoswal sl fos e
ahorut the Fupiisbh Revoloinon, §t
woirn e Tt mewdernn revaluznn, o
lppeered oo Faglasd, aod 10 seomes
s el Lhe pundebines ol palibgin)
thontelsl =toee we e God doss i ag tiund
I,

Wt the Levellors then waated
win Pseddly o Tiberal dentocoigy,
wlne b For thatl o wsts omense |y
sdiced aml Lar seang, i sadily
the  isteenth ceotuery o wiich
cuels hods voted, wlicln oo
padved oopare, because the wonen
wite worv nupariant o tiwe Doveller
Lo Hhesy wantad Lo pive ol
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Catitalios,  this happeocd
frrpalaned nnd s ot ks s b e
Faelisdn poopic as o whals, aad s
ol ol o puatcs e b s jobl Drinnk,
e ke o feriage knowen,

i Bevcicnon created the
crae Ll Bl ork fun Bourgeoes
captlilism e =irvive, Tl oy termes
b the men themsclves, they wory
the Tosors anel wers meeer mwendio-
ned une o this contorey, The s
eet1e ] Cottliry webwe Bsboey Jn Lo
sl st men and shey wrete gl
Coronewed] crmd bis neoteves, by the

A o v Lseesveresd Hhae

ORDINARY PEOPLE

Cronvwell dad this wied thet beciose
e Tk 30000 men pasbiong hio e
pE, LIl there Was 0 @ o rimon s 2 riss
Foots movenenl ameng the toglish
sldiers

AL oene sBge 1L bociie oone el
Lo Ironn below . ichecame o revaela-
o o whwh the vrdnuery puy
stoad npoand sard 1w ant 1o be hs-
teniodd tos Thes only stoed for abisn
Pk v s becatise the ralimg classes
said vonTre Dlowody ot goeng Lo e
besberread T [ v nske o Pss about
10w skl you, The gruss rools
roseieill wis totally destraved,
Il saoldicrs, the mass of owdinary
peoaple, pal ahaolatels nothetg.

‘You've got to try
to create the reality
of how people
actually live’

P alroes she whon some st -
vl hlirsists say that the evellers
were suliead of thesr time, and there
wips 1wy they conld passibly
v e stcceeded Pecatise the obye-
Loy e woteditions o Bisoors weieil’t
recht, Wello Tden'o thonk chan somee
derfernainisig applics . I oan covesaps
A osituation an o whiwh mmere conddd
Lave Tween o homad or success 11 cer-
biann thitngs  bind
ditherently,

Vo are 1 thimkh. oo pre-
rev ol one s pluese o s St ey,
and by Tookop at this persoed we con
learn sormethiing  abvout e ow
societs, and, despric the eceinenng

b Jr e N

aod relieal ditterencess peoplc
Pzl bee revedud ooy cend-
Doms, (e el wlhich covens
s 1imes. To puesent thes s prars
cr wl aoplaswiielt ought teode”

NEW \RE@.(IRIID

MIKE CARVER

. SUMDN SKINNER
JIll BYWATER

@ Write to: Bookmarks, 265 Seven Sisters Rd, London N4.

Proceeds from the sale of this record will be divided between the Londaon H Block/
Armagh Committee and the Brixton and Liverpool 8 Defence Cemmittees

2o was then asked ot he was
L g L 0l wwer o coberent view-
posnt b Nis o, ol Jusl 1o Taisg
QLIS is,

Laliek g pas vl polivcad con-
cer alwasn s Lontes ceeer, bac Foon't
think phvw riting e o geod mediuem
P convimwing people hout parti-
s ot ot vicw, I sou put avera
wory strooelys propasandest o view-
poial throagh o character. | don't
Lhink vou’llh convinee anvhody to
change themr view. T think what
vl vl gl 1o dho s ley to ereate the
ety or eas people aetuatly live,
Opinmons will emeree froem that
incvitably, bat b v start saviog
i ow et Tt b prt over’, youl
Fomes Beciitse voll won'looet thate
aernse of reality and e audience
wirlt 1 cegept the gaome, they'l be
Fesenttul wod detached,

Wl worked very well was Law
died Creder, Tos podisicni post o was
very e bon o was aocenuples and
ey e work ot dadaTo sl
PUcomvieed o gl sows dre,

Vv an g for cvervhody, From
tlwe mest oghiv cdneaied o the
et educitedl Trom the most inte-
restedd Lo the least mteresied. But
I o s Deenls T booe phizet™s ot
dchewed.

CLhe Unelisbeoceloural seene i
Bttt e aprarthorcd of lizhbrow
etd T b that there’s e kind
sf work sulable for the workme
chass s and there™ ome Kimd ter the
el lpe st nuidhdle clices [0 heresy
L threugn tae el as oweli, Jos
cvaotmple, e ndea thar subsadies
Slbald e withdrian Troe apera
otk grvenn Do poch et

Lok s s amies It thie miilss
orf thae pessple Wt time-Con sumeng,
natd-desteon g rubhishe and
Phat ™ whit™s pronaded Yor thamn,
amd hey're cncourdsed T wani
Uil T gt dram whaiever
porivnd. eed opan conipaay with
sonte Mloraist cotics e, 154 libe-
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ratinge and
business.

"Havydn, lor cxample, was o
lackey of the aucion regime at its
worst, He was g pand servant ot a

Hungartian prince who kept thou-
satds of peaple tn serviude, bhot the
music that Hydn proctuced  hos
nathing to do owith that, The art s
liberating and belangs toall of us. |
think certain works ol artare mijor
because they transcend the hmia-
tions of their ume, they have some-
thing in them bevond cluss and
social organisatiaon, That™s why we
can shll relate 1o the Giregk pliys:
there's a leve]l of expernience bevond
class definition alone.”

Don turned to relevimon as a
medium and  commented oo s
fintitations,

1 entered television with a burn-
g idealism twent vy vears agoabol
what it could do. which | haven™
whaolly lost, hot T'm dismaved at
what's happened ta it because of the
commaercialisanon and the tact thiet
it's become a toy i the hands ot
peaple who have a contemploots
atitude 1o the pugss of the viewing
audience. In the carly (s, woe really
thoxughl ol it as the g2read hiberator,
here s the one medmom that actualls
does reach evervhody, and now et i
the one medium thatl nobody takes
S ATSIEIR'S

"I osuppese Dve done more oon-
maturahiste televiston than almost
anvbody, 1 tlunk o0 hberales the
word, T'movery muoch apmnse the
dormimance ol Blm, o savs a lot bess
thun 11 pretends o, Povstdl devoed
to the wrirten word, Frhank voucan
sy maore inoa shorter nome, What we
wint s someone o speik too us
aboat the world. to try hurd 1o
understand thines. And for that vou
need a sophisticated languaee thot
Can expaess conce pts send shades of
meaning.’

Lyn was then asked bow Tar he
thought  welevision, throueh s
Organisation, peneral content, and
ctlect on our views, eulralises dis-
sENTINE vonees and COntroversy, so
that rather than using TV, such von-
ces are used by e

mind-¢xpanding

“There's 2 Jot of that. All I cansay
15 that wlevision would be a lon
worse (it wathouat us. Thething rhat
keeps e gomg s that every time ]
dor something good, 1 oget letiers
From members of the public, very
vlten xoluted people at odds with
society,  who o say “Thank  Crod

somebody thinks Like me’™, and who

are delighted, when in the puddle of

all the pap. something by el or
ten directors who supply their kind
ol thing comes throoeh.

"My position witiio (he BRCO i,
precareus. [stll don't Rinow wlhen
Il 2ot ancther plavy on, Mavbe

never. This s all to do with personal
relutionships and finding people
wlhiarare prepared to work with vou,
Pve gota good list of credits over
Lhe Bt twenty years, but every one
ol those vears has been o battle,
Playwrights and directors have no
power,’

BOOKS

Pale shades of Lucas

Papular Planning ler Secial Need
A Declaration spomsered by Coven-
v Liverpond, Newcastfe, N Tene-
secle aned Buenley trades conncily and
e Puntop, Mendd Box, Scetch
WAtk v aned Lucay Aerospaee com-
Dot comniniees.

I thas Revien we have often been
criticad ot the Lucas Plan for abler-
native production. Bur at least i
wos tinked 1o strone, rank and file
orgamsation  and needed to be
detended wpainst the hostility both
ob the cmplover and won leader-
ships. The samue canoot be sid
abrout thes most recent planning
venture,

Propdere Planeing For Secial Need
brings out and magtites all the
wetknesses of Alternative ans,
Pespate sharp uriticisms of the List
Labour government. 1L avoids the
problem ol whether wsy Labour
HOLCTTICI, however  well-
imtentiered, can avoud having to
operale o terms dictated by
vipil.

Despate criticising the TIIC
Allernative Feonomic Strueey for
conceding a0 much to capitalist
nolens of competitve sucoess, 1l
avourds the problem of whether any
plans this swle ol socialism will not
nske concussions Lo capitalist ego-
TIGTIC PEIckrTigs, _

[espite the assertion that the
plin widl oly e meanimgiul b
Bused on woerkplave cumpiigning
rather Lhan wuitme for the oeal
Labowr povernment, it gives detal-
led attenuon enly G the legislation

to be passed by oa tfuture Labour
admimistiration,

The documient i full of slippery
Lerms (Cpopular’ o the most ohy lous
one) and bears all the hallmarks of
Lsang wmbiguous hinguape o order
Lo avened offence, For example, the
section that asserts the need o pul
st reguirements fiest oaned Lo
avord natienal narrowness conkains
this sentence: “We rejeet the wea off
putling up frade controls only on
the basis of mtwonal needs — espe-
ciittly when they serve wo protect the
profees ol private companies,” Thul
ke support From these totally
opposed 1o imporl contrals — hut
doesn™ dsallow supportirom those
who supporl thent.

Mo dorbt, the document wall get
cnormons support, espectally Trom
those o the nen-revaolutionary et
whose naturat home is left reform-
s hut who dislike the norrow
mationalism and parliamentary ori-
entaticon of Bennism fand, inciden-
Lallv, the CP)L Its analysis 15 not
posttively wrong (in the wiay Lthe
AES planngly sy and it provmises
activity e the here and now, a1
prass-rools level.

But 1015 an enormously mislead-
e diversion, A thousand  plaags
mity bBlooem o o thouosiand
subcommitlees—beat they will not
lake us one whit ncarer (o how we
buid an orgamsation capable of win-
ning vven the mast minmum conces-
stons fover wages and condinons)
from the emplovers or the stade,
Working on plans wil consume un
tncTedible amaount of enerey lor -
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the result genuine nubitants who
wiant (o have o go will be wasting
ume alongside thase who wouldd
rather talk anvway,

Fuor the real problem with alter-
native plannmg fgquity apart Irom
any errors of unalesisbis that it gives
g uite takse estimate of regfd sup-
port. bBven the best of such plans,
ke de Lucas prlan show thao o all
the suppart gainmed trom natwenal
damd mtermitonal trade  union
Podics it possible 1o give support
withoul any commitiment to action,
cither because the commitment is
Nl there o hecause 1b s not pos-
wible to trenslate conmmitment into
action. he 227 midlion strong West
Oerman melal  workers”  union
cltered ~ohidarily when Mike Coo-
wWhowis victimused — bat that ofter
ded not materinlise despire supporl
ior e Plan, because rank aond fiie
oreanisation wis lacking that could
b phass hireaaeratee imert,

With this larest document, whigch
choesn’t even live the merit of hav-
R comne oot ol ongomy sirggale,
Lhe problent will be oven worse. I
will attract support from all and
wiandry but will be useless and diver-
stoniry when i comes to the test. I
will ke highjacked and incorporited
1M huregucratic negoiialions,
Jeaving rank and e organsationm
doguite simorphoos and passive state
— sl recipe Tor disaster,

We hase to be critical of such
trtves despete the et that the
Itpets comes from simeere and
Mardworking socialists, whose
vision ol the world s otten close Lo
ours and hosule vy muoch of the
relornmst currends o dentimant i
the Labwrar movement, Their ansly-
w15 goes e, but not L enough,
stiece 10 Fails o identifs what forees
and what comditions are needed dor
dlieenative. sceahist planmmnme. It
fadges the guestton o working-
class sel-activiey; e todges the ques-
tiem of what kind ol socialist parny
in evded: i fudges the guestion of
whether the capitalisgstate has o be
destroved, TUwilltherclore only sow
LlTusions and praducce
e moradisation,

[ratsky once deseribed centrism
as capabhle al nmes ol going a long
way ity anmlysis hat us meapabie
o graspire the mcans wlich could
vut through the obsticles prevent-
ing socidist pransformation. 1 wis,
e wrote, "o kotle witlhout o blade)”
M tcT rhe s conel] Be sand ol this
sort o Alwemative Plunning,

Ciarcth Jenkins.

ety el M fheclwratien aee avaffofde

Feeny i i e (0 wverere Fraden

Coenpecidy 8 Seeporer Rewnds Cevendey,
Weechon, v frenn fime Plongore 08 nairy
ereesperg e Cendfiine). 0 RaRianiee
Sreewds eestion . Loes, [rree XN peer
Font L, oo s e dedd o odeleb s gl o
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Sinister ‘scholarship’.

The Cheka, Lenin’s Political Palice

& Legger
QUP £22

With a resurgence tnthe Cold War,
the academic apologists for Wes-
tern imperialism are once againera-
wling from the cover they adopted
in the late sixtes and seventics. J.ike
those they denounce in the Eastern
block these apologists push therr
Jine in the guise of histoncal ‘obec-
tivity' and constantly praise cach
gthers’ impeccable scholarship.

Edward Cranksihaw, lrevor
Roper. Michael Glenny. [eonard
Shapiro, all have made for themsel-
ves a good living as " experts’ on the
Russian scene, while s genunc
Marxist historian ke [saac Deut-
scher who could write rings around
them all found himself blacklisted
from academic jobs, Bur as hme
passes. however, even the most
abject apologists must succumb (o
the ageing process. And so they are
constantly on the look out far new
recruits. They ve turned up a beauty
in George Lepgel—hence the adula-
tion heaped on this volume m the
guality press over the past couple of
months.

On the face ot it Legget’s book 13
an impressive plece ol histoncal
research, containing as 1t does a
wealth of factual information on
the formaticon of the Nrst Soviet pol-
itical police force, the Cheka und s
relationships with the other insuru-
ments of Soviel power in the il
period of the revolution, It s as
massive a volume ol histongcal
research as they would have us read,
and it Mr Legget has shipped in 4
few of his own persenal apimions
here and there, well that couldn’™
really harm such meticulous
research .. or could it”?

It depends of course on Lhe
nature of the opinions and prejuds-
ces being shpped in. Legget is a
straighttorward unreconsiructed
apologist for the White torces and
his use of sources 1s to say the leust
dubious.

On page 53, for instance, he
guotes as an example of reviolulio-
nary terror, anncident in the Don
country where Sovict torces alleg-
edly threw White prisoners into the
blast furnaces of u local tactoey, He
guotes as his source for this incident
the ‘Denikin Commission Roeport
on Events at Evpatora’. An ‘objec-
vve' historian would perhaps make
mepticon ol the fact that Demkin
was at Lhe ime of the writing of this
report engaged oo pililess war
agaimst the Soviels, Coming 8o soon
alter all the horror propaganda sto-
rics of the First World War—with
plucky litle Belpium being ‘raped
by the Germans’—and the subse-
quent horror stories aimed at isolat-
ing the Bolshewik government. it
realiy 4 a bit much to guete such
sources das gospef truth,

On Page 55 we are then weld that
insetting up the Cheka. Lenin *sum-
moned the cruel atavistic terror ot

the Russias, harpessing it to his pur-
pirse’. The book s laced with such
staiecments—there are references to
elemental discharpes of hatred and
venpeance by the dark multinudes™;
we are told of Lenin’s ‘cold political
cruelry,” of his  ‘idiosyncratic
Marsisr ',

Even poor old Victor Serge is pul-
led out of Legpet’s quotation hat 1o
prove that ‘the formation of the
{Cheka was one of the gravest and
masl impermissable errors that the
Bolsheviks committed”, But wair a
minue—wasn't it Seruge who wrote
that wonderful novel Conguered
Ciry, where the main characters are
{hekists? Aren’t these main charac-
ters shown (o be so precisely
human, Lo be {ull of the faibings ahd
feglings of the human race?

J'o be sure there were brutes 1n
the Cheka and there were honest
revolutionazries who became bruta-
lised by ihe tasks they had to per-
[orm. But the brutes in Lenin’s
Cheka were the exceptions. To
make the comparison hetween the
Chekists and the Cezarist Okhrana
and to hind the Cheka wanting in
comparisen is the most disgustng
sleight of hand,

Those killed. we are tald, by the
Ok hranag were (0 the main ‘revolu-
tionaries Tor specific acts of revolt
or subiversian agatnst the state’, The
Cheka, on the other hand executed
nnocent hostages and class enc-
mics'. There we have the oub of
Legper's argument—the Czarnst
slale was fegitimate, the Chela was
the terror organisation of a political
party.

That some nnocent hostages
were vaecured 1 a tact which we
could not deny, but given the cir-
cumstances of prolanged civil war,
of starvation in the cities, 11 18 &
tmibute to the Bolsheviks that more
weren't, Legget gquotes figures of
140,000 killed dunng the period
1918-21. that ix during the time of
Ihe 21 armies of imtervention, of the
massacres of red pnsoners, of the
discmboweling of commissars by
the White peasants, of anti-Jewish
poaroms in the LUkraine which
alone killed 150000 people. If car-
rect, the figure of 140,004 killed by
the Cheka is bormifie, But when you
rememtber the millions murdered by
Czinsm in the course of the First
Worid War or when vou notice thal
Lepger fnls to compare it with any
Figure of those execuled by the
White forces, then it does acquire 4
sart of perspeetive. OF course, the
Cheka were not Briosh country
coppers un  bicyveles, Durnng 2
period  of extreme  revolutionary
uphcaval 1t was necessary to ereale
1 hord and ruthiess para-mahtary
force enpable of defending the revo-
lution behind the lines

After their first penod of post-
revolulionary naivity. the Bolshev-
ks were driven by the very aclions
of therr enenues 1o adopt o prao-
srittme of sysfematic 1error 42ainst

b | 1

them. What l.egget does not even
mention 15 the fact that after the
successful uprwsing of October all
sorts of officers, functioraries etc
were allowed their treedom on their
prosmive that they would notiakeup
arms against the Soviet State, [t was
only when they rencged on therr
promises and led armies agaimst the
revolutiom  that  the Cheka  was
estahhished.

But Legger does suececd in show-
ing, despite himseif, that the Cheka
dit not come ready formed from
Lenin's brain, 1t was set upin a very
piece-meadl lashion n response 1o
countee-revolutionary activity, tirst
by the Whites and then by the semi-
anarchist Lefl Social Revolutionary
Party. What the Cheka became
later as a tool of the Stalinist state
bears no more relation e the orga-
nisation set up by the successlul
workers governunient than does the
gavernment of Brevhnev to that of
Lenin and Trotsky.

Felix zerzinsky-: head of the Cheka

When Legget asks s binal ques-
tion: ‘was the Cheka necessary™” be
answers it by saying it was inevi-
table as a by-product of Lemin's
“terronist pohtics”, The tragedy 1s
that the Cheka was made necessary
not by Lemin's politics but hy the
politics of Lepgel’s predecessors—
those who would have maintained
by any means he dictatorship of
capilal,

One final point,

In his potled biographies ol lead-
ing Chekists Legget makes a point
of stressing the nationality of the
individuais. In the case of those of
Jewish background this is mentio-
ned along with their natwonality.
Now what possible reason could be
given for including the religious
background of some of the leading
Chekists while ignoring that or the
others? Surely this "abjective histor-
jan® is not using methods usually
associated with anti-sermitism?

Jim Scott

w

Socialism through the Press Council

Power without responsibality
J Curran and J Seaton
Fongame £2.95

Curran and Scawon hive done an
enormous amaunt of research and
worked hard to produce a book
which can be read both by students
of the mass media and the more
penera] reader. Yet the end product
s disappolnting,

The authors are both genuine
Labour Party intellectuals, as
ppposed to Marxold pigs in sheep's
clothme. Indeed. James Curran s
the editor of the [abour Party™s new
theoretical journal. They are both
non-Marxist, and in the ciase of Cur-
ran, avowedly ant-Marxist, Yet
since hoth teach inarcas which have
been dominzted by Marxond discus-

sion in the fastten years, thev havea
very uneasy relationship wiih i,

Omne consequence 15 that the book
falls intoa number of quite ifferent
parts. Trotsky once remarked that
British labour leaders get mare rad-
ical the further away an issue is
from home. In the case of Labour
Party theonsts, they get more rade-
cal the {urther away events get from
the present. Thus the book apens
with James Curran’s very radical
account of the historical develop-
ment of the press, cataloguing the
strugeles of workers against press
laws, the rise of 4 gapuialst-
dominated comntercial press, elc,
ete. Bul it ends with a vety tame sct
ol cntirely legislative proposals lor
change which including such blood-
curdhing ~ropasals as:

‘The (BBC) licence lee should be
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replaced ... with a relling quinguen-
nial grant awarded by parliament.
This would give the BBC more real

independence and a talr and predic-

lable outcome.’

and:

*The Press Council should be
more representative of employees in
the press industry and of the general
public.’

and:

“The British Film Institute should
become a film copyright library.’

To be tair, some of theirr propos-
als are a little more impressive than
this, but they are all, withoutexcep-
ticn, within this pettifogeing
reformist tinkering with a svstem
which, on their own analysis, is
domtinated by capitalism through
and through.

All of Curran’s splendid detailing
of capitalist domination of the press
and Seaton’s very much less splen-
did detailing of capitalist control of
the broadcasting media, are thrown
out of the window in favour of what
the authors think they might per-
suade the left of the Labour Party to
do about convincing the rest of the
Labour Party to doabout tilting the
scales a little less heavity against the
working class should they ever
manage to get elected. Despite their
impeccable Bennite credentials, the
little word ‘socizhism”™ does not
appear on their apenda for the
future.

In this, of course,.the authors are
absolutely typical of the currear of
political thinking to which they
belong. As soon as'we logk hehind
the high-sounding phrases of the
Bennites at their detailed proposals,
we find that they ambunt to a recipe
for a Little more state intervention in
& basically capitalist economy.

Having said that, however, the
hook does have considerable
strenpths, These are mostly in Cur-
ran’s historical section on the press,
a subject upon which he 15 an an
acknowledged expert. But even here
his cuniows relationship to Marxism
leads ham to difficulties, As he has
developed the analysis over the
yveats, it has become much more
uncompromising and much morte
matenalist. [t is, In fact, a very
mechanical account of how eco-
nomic forces have shaped the basic
structure of one of the major forces
of contemporary cultural life,

‘What s missingis that active con-
ception of consciousness which dis-
tinguishes Marxism from mere
mechanical materialism, Thus,
while Curran is forced to concede
that militant workers use newspa-
pers for rather different purposes
than do capitalist newspaper pro-
prigtors, he is not really interested
in developmg this perspective. For
tim. the evalution of the capitalisi
press 15 maore interesting than the
patient unravelling of the relation-
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ship between militant workers and
their own independent newspapers.

This, of course, ties directly back
to his pelitics. Ingtead of concen-
trating attention on how the labour
movément can develop s own

ways of arpanising in opposition to
the capitalist press, he is much more
concerned with how its leaders can
scaop out a little miche for themsel-
ves within the existing set-up.

Colin Sparks

THEATRE

Putting bounce
Into bolshevism

It might seem bizarre,
but 1t’s a great
opportunity for
soclalists. Two
hilarious farces by the
Italian revolutionary
Dario Fo are now
showing to packed
houses in L.ondon
West End. Glynnis
Cousins looks at the
background to them,

" Can’t Pay? Won't Pay?

by Dario Fo, directed by Robert
Walker with Maggie Steed, Affred
Moling, Syfveste McCor.
Criterian, Piccadifly Circus,

Accidental Death of an Anarchist
by Dario Fo, with Gavin Richardys,
Wyndhams, Charing Cross Road.

Darioc Fo and his c¢ompanion,
Franca Rame, have worked long
and hard to promote communist
cultural activity throughout Itaty, 11
vou buy Pluto Press’s edition of
Fo's play We Can't Pay, We Wan'y
Fay and read Rame’s introduction
you will see how they aperate, They
recruit workers into the production
priocess and where possible site their
plays in and around workplaces,

One of their plays has heen show-
ing in the West End for two years,
and now 1t has been joined by
another.

Admittedly the centre of London
is nat the ideal location but |
strongly recommend you organise a
branch/workplace group outing if
passible. You won’t be
disappointed.

Fo threads his plays wath a criti-
que of the Itahan Commumst
Party; he aims for an audicnce
which 15 essentialiy reformist and
his polemic s sensitive and winning.

Fo inflates that farcical edge ever
present in capitalist society, chan-
nels it into punch-lines and charac-
ters that hurt the belly and whams
in the socialist message inways that
left propagandists can learn from,
It's a technique which works better
than the weary sarcasm or moral
outrage frequent in socialist litera-
ture { Sociafist Worker not exiuded).
In peddling the ideas, we often fall
on tedious “the rich are sinners’ rhe-
toric and then wonder why we are
confused with religipus sects.

Dario Fo points to a system
which s stupid, uncarmg and brutal
without looking lunatic or dreary.
He is very witty,

Ot course, it isn’t funny that an
Italian railworker is murdered by
police interrogators who then claim
that he simply fell out of a fourth
floor window. It takes intelligent
and committed talent to translate
the experience inte a respectful
farce that leaves vou never forget-
ting a3 murdered comrade or police
violence. Accidental Death of an
Anarchist, set in 1969, was immen-
sely successtul in publicising a

police cover-up an the death of-

Luigi Pinelli. It leaves you wishing
for more plays of similar kinds on
50 many of the cover-ups we have
witngssed in Britain (Blair Peach,
Richard Campbell, The Deptford
13, ete).

Fo's other play Can't Pay? Won't
FPay? agitates on something diffe-
rent. [t's about the wave of “autori-
duziong’ struggles initiated some six
years back in Turm.

Workers refused o pay a rise in
bus fares. the 1dea caught on very
fast. Soon, gas, telephone, and elec-
tricity biils were paid at old prices.
The press waged a furious cam-
paign agamst what became. a
nationwide tactic to beat inflation.

The Communist Party didn’t like
1t very much at al] and denounced
some of its own members for such
“unlawful™ activity. 1ts criminal
membership grew overnight. Some
infantile miditants even asked why
goods had to be paid for at all. This
lumpen logw led to an epidemme of
proletarian  expropriations which
got the CPI truly frothing at the
rmouth.

I'o uses this context for his play.
He sets the scene with two men, two
women and a curious policeman,
divided and fighting over the price
of Daz. The Daily Telegraph, a right
paper getting 1t right — accidemally
~— declared that the play "'makes
you feel good to be alive™. 1t does. [t
puts bounce into struggle (of course
the Telegraph did not quite under-
stand  the play’s apgitational
dynamic), you leave feeling cheerful
about the prospect of change.

Fo gives the story a socialist
Waltons ending: Luigi sees the
Light, promises neverio be duped by
CP timidity again, kisses his be{ter-
sighted companion and makes up.
[1's not all commie schmulz howe-
ver. If you can’t see it, at least buy
the book — but do both i you can.
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Will there be gold?

Undoubtedly the most
significant film
showing 1in London at
the moment 18 Man of
{ron directed by
Poland’s best known
film maker, Andrzg)
Wajda, and set agamst
the background of the
occupation of the
(dansk shipyarads last
yvear. Brian Morgan
and Jules Sores gave us
two different
assessments ot 1t.

Bircly Ias there beon o oloser ci-
necieen brrween the theme of o bdm
And the Futurs ob the Bilimeonese
Woijdu's Last 0done Megr aof” YWarhie
Wi relegsed alter the dedvar ot the
FPobinlr warrkors i 97 anad wos oy
allormedd 1o beoshieswre o Bl
et Cllies 1 tweir wooe ks, Vo o
Feowr wlieh contmues the story o
Aan of VMaride - Ttas been able e
ey o e neral rebense heciise of e
ety workers” wictory i depaees.

L e corlice Bihm slwewed e
edTores ol o Tk student e discover
thye truth ihout the Stalinist Poland
ol 1he 1950 T hirowgh vid censuned
Idtns she traees the creatien ol i
Fodish versnon ol Stakboanmes — the
archetypical. mnerm-bustimg medel
worker, Sl

clisconcrs how e

neeved Tront the mnocenoe of
conn iy worker tootat o] glory s
i Lo el Taheur, whiose photoes
stittiies aree o Polish o workers 1o
cvol o medler o saceibtices  anmd o oser
hicher prodoctivite, bar ended aip
disgraced alter strogelhine agiamsl
the corraption aod decen o the
dving  mysterionsly L
Cadunsk . e filmaepnieiel i cen-
scited aond her it vel ot wlen
she tewes T Lind out Jeesae Be died S
citeds AVean nf Aaehde

Tl Mo al Tren™ i the new Tl
v the Porner Staklumovie’s s,

Fegiinte,

I'he Filn becis wile Tum leading
the  cecnparon ol oe ol the
Gidansk sTapaards a0 Auwust s
YeiLr.

A hielils successtul TV reporter,
Winkel, i ordered by lus superiors
va o prepaire material o Toroa proe-
crannny showimg that the son Tus
Beett witkley of unti-state aetivilios,
howsliganisin and carrency specali-
thenn. The wome st prepars the
spound Tor s arresb, s as 1 T pre-
verl b becoming o e,

Woinkel discovers thul i T8OHN
SET I T studeint
Jemonstrations, Fle pieaded 1 van
with Trs ather toocall out the ship-
vird workers aod support e siu-
dents. The students” movement wis
smarslted [ 1970 the warkers rose

quetive 1 the

WP apanst priee irereises dnd
vty called v stadent suppoert, The
old Stak hanosite, along with hoee-
drads al other workers, was shol
awn by the podice and  arms,
Sathentic Db e Decemitnes
L9770 shiows the thanks, e shoot-
s the beatings and thwe arreses,
e some abandons his stodies,
slitrts work o the Cidinsk shipyanrd
Amd s arrested Lor suppoerting the
tmpriscned workers atter the sirug-
ahes ash Y6 T e il eneds with the
sianing o the Gdansk agreemciel by
Woilesat on behalt ol solidanny and
Jazie[sKi tor the state,
There e protlenys wath the Tl
Wajda desenibed bis o moan
pnderyiew 10 Lhe second issawe of e d-
et Solidanty's publication:
“Ihe ocupation of the shipyards

in Cidansk opened all chapters ot

aur bistory, but we were nalahle to
show the essence o that turmimg
ot we weere Lo glose to the event
vl could only judee o opurt, We
o™t knew whul e owill hring, ]
wiltit v slow o someane’s Ll
restlts 10 the Adgist eyents i the
Cydansk shipoards, There will be
mans works o the e ol the
crenis i Cidansk. My ambition was
v he 1iest — s tovbe first to lines b
vhe tihm Waw o Atarbfe™

B concentriting on e bio-
praphy ol ane mdividual, Wagda
avetds  and  disloces the central
proaflenr ol the

developiment o

Carual

R ) N Y R T B S [l ces i al an

wierhang  cliss movemoents

iochividnal™ oo, e relataon-
slip between lewders and rank amd
il begormes nrsstical — the miss ol
workers are bhodhy Tellowing the
accidental paissions el the Teader,
e expoerienee oF (LY o 1 el-
cead 10 the strngeles of the working
Class woald shaw that workers pos-
wins Viind leroie peteneialities which
woottld never be realised uidess 1hes
vl become conscious of the nedd o
creite sk belong oo o revalatio-
Ty grop or party. Thiowgh the
infinite wviriety of every doy struge-
vles weninsl capital, through e
most varied arguments on all sih-
jeets the working cluss can become
vornsciaus of their clivss aims and

[ L S S BS B Y

Tor really woderstaod the class
strungles i Odimnsk and now matio-
mitllv, it strengils amd woakaesses,
Woadi would have 1o deal wich the
signilicance o oatonalist senti
menls wlneh could be progressie
Gr oreachiomues depending on their
AT —  pragressIvie 10 Thme sed-
tens of e working class whose
strieale Tor an dependeat Palaod
ltam Bussion topeeinlism isalses i
strugele to create aworkers” sovnl-
DAL, Tectaolry T ghose sew-
Lioms o suppaert Moczalski's atns
for Lhe restoration ol capitalism

(KNP
Flomawcewver, thie film s well worrh
seving — ospectally il you are able

toraet tosee Mo ol Warhied witich s
getting soine reshowings as well,
Hrian Morgan

Nothing to lose

I s et odlen that a socinlisn sees o
Nilny w hich coallv merves vow wiehnes
depiction obf the oliss straeele—
espeatally at anoart e ke e
Acadeniy in Tonden., Mas af Trosi s
v o the Tew Hlmes which will das
Sk

[t lalls n the
vernninel v popalar s oppesed Lo
areyd peditieal Nilms as 2, Sture of
Sivoo, Baetde of Afvier,

silmre eliss ol

Like ey of these other Tilms. 1l
v sbhjeet o eriticIsn hodiiuse
of Its attempts 1o be popubar —
thare are ok i churaciersation,
ap points there s w sHpping into sen-
timentality, g ssues o over-
porsoatlised, Take  them the
proalinigal Bioe s Bevooes s perlect,
But adso Tike them, the impact on
anv ctedenes wall be o muke them
think about  read polities, cliass
palitive, e g ness wity, ths prosid-
g an epoeating for those whoe might
gor further 1o the areuorent thuan the
ILhie's otk rs.

At rhe core of Mo of fron s one
of e greatest worhors” struggles in
~ 1hat which reached s
lerst climmis i the victers ot the Pol-
i<l workers over burgaucratic state
capitalemnrn Codansk Tistvear, And
whal  comes povwerlully
Uhrewel the Blny 15 that 18 swas oulh
the warkers wlo could aclhiweve such
Jdoviclary s AL o poene il charieter
wincse bather was kilted when police
fired on strikers i T9200 sk wl,

FIRGTR

(114 b

wlten prmalists continoally crawl
betore  unthoaviey. e workens

dabwies cnd up nghung back:

1, hecaase they Lave nathiog we
ilf'?\l.'.‘

Yoo he comments, T har™s sa
v Bather alwivs sand.

The film s put togetber oo gt
criginl way . There s lot ol pre-
viowsly banned tootaoe ol ey
beating up students o TR
shoating dows werkers o 1970,
Aond oy ol the socnes ahaut Gist
vear Litke place agaimst the Dack-
arerg e of the actual Shipyarnd ooen-
pations I rather as i Pesensdem
had been able to make erher m
PO 17 rarher thaore DY sears Loer. ]
came oul owishing [ ospoke Polsh
andd wis i Warsaw, rather than
being stuck in e vuddle ot an
miediustreal downwno o Lendon,

(7 course Lhere are el
Gaults with the film, It dees 1ol
tonch all the guestieons wloeh have
coerged i Poliond veer the as
vear —ibe guestioos chont s hether
the workers showld erect their oane
altermative to e svsqem o meres
conlenl themselves witly Leving o
Block ats excesses. Te i~ almest aadin-
Loy aboul Wilkesa, Todoes ol
challengee those ke the Chorolyw e
jumped on the Sobdarioe andwi-
vy e e Tesimie homin srerach,
BBt ad| these thngs wit] e casier 1e
talk 1y people abour onoe they e
secty the ilon, Cne tor sece sl ey e
ke s ot I shewn i s Tocal-
1y, ey don’t conne o Bt hetter,

Jules Sorel
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e THE REVOLUTIONARY CALENDAR

in Northern Spain rose in armed insur-
rection. Although poorly armed and
heavily outnumbered they held off the
Spanish army for nearly two weeks and
began to organise socicty on a revol-
utionary basis.

A new reactionary government had
launched an all-out assault on the gains
workers had made atter the fall of the
Monarchy 1 1231, It was hacked by {he
semi-fascist CEDA, now poised to join
the povernment,

In the face of these altacks the
Socialist Party underwent a sweeping
radhicalization. Its traditional reformist
eradualism was increasingly replaced by
openly revolutionary language. In order
to meet the fascist threat revolutionary
groups had inspired the formation of
the Workers Alliance, a united front of
most workers” organisations. The 5ocial-
ist leaders joined it—1if only to frighten
the bourgeolsic from working with
{'EDA. However, the Alliance had one
preat weakness—the absence of the
glunt anarchosyndicalist union, the
{NT.

Only n Asturias were the workers
truly united. The harsh reality of this
mining community produced a tradition
ol co-operation and unity rarely seen
elsewhere in the peninsula. In March
1934 the socialist and anarchist unions
in this reglon signed a revolutionary
pacl. The Workers Alliapce was aimed
to mobilise Lhe working c¢lass against
fascism but not just to defend the
democratic republic, but {o make ihe
revolution - fhis was the only way (o
defeat fuscismi,

On October 4th the CEDA entered
the government. The socialist lcaders’
Rutff had been called and reluctanily
Lhey called a general strike,

In Asturias this immedialely took on
tnsurrectionary praportions. The miners
had watcd months for this day, and
hastily  formed militias quickly ~lay

OCTOBLR

seige to most of the provinces’ 90 Civil
Guard posts, The local Workers Alliance
commiliges rapidly took over the villages.
In the key mining town of Mieres the
Irovincial  Revolutionary Committes
proclaimed the founding of the socialist
republic 1o a wildly enthusiastic crowd.

The revolutionary committees organ-
ised every aspect of local life from lood
and hospilals through to transport and
communications, A makeshift war indus-
try was rapidly set up, and factories
were converted to turn out armoured
vehicles, weapons and ammunition. In
the socialist stronghold oi Sama the
workers even produced a benrol sub-
stitute for petrol, made from coal, The
communists set up theiwr own radio
station in Trubia which kept the masses
inmformed of the revolution’s progress.
Red Guards were organised: to ensure
revolutionary order, looters were strictly
dealt with and well known right-wingers
arresled. Women were heavily 1involved
at all leveis, many joining the men 1n the
militias,

However, it was in the malitary field
tiiat the workers showed most initiative
and courage. The miners had few arms
and relied on those capturcd from
government lorces or arms faclones,
Above 41l they suffered from a chronic
shortage of ammunition and the prin-
ciple weapon throughout the insurrection
was to be dynamite. The adepl use ol
the explosive brought the miners 4%
of their military successes. in  the
mounlain passes gant catapults were
used to hurl the dynamile al the enemy.
In the cities the dynamiters crepi for-
ward smoking cigars with which they lit
the lethal sticks stuffed in their hands.
Numerous miners hit by cnemy firc
were blown to bits.

A thousand armcd men were immedi-
ately dispatched to take the provincial
capital ol Oviedo. Here, where the local
parly and umon bureaucricy was imore
dominant, the workers were slow to risc

and 1t needed the arrival ol the miners
to spark off the struggle. Revolutionary
power  was soon . estahlished in  the
city’s  streets. Prostitutes joined  the
workers on Lhe barricades in the oflen
bitter hand-to-hand fighting with the
2000 odd government forces, who were
quickly driven into a few isolated
strongholds.

The forces sent by Madnd to deal
with the rcbels mei stiff resistance. In
the  southern mountain passes several
hundred miners armed mainly  with
dynamite held up one such force for
twelve days., Wlen their dynamite run
out they fought with rocks before heing
DYETILDN,

Tragically, the Asturian Commune
remained 1solated, Unfortunately much
of the socialist leaders’ new found
militaney  was only hot air; they had
thought they could frighten the ruling
cluss with taik of revolution at not go-
ing fturther along the road to fascism.

However, such was the oplimism of
the Asturias that news of the failure of
ithe movement ¢lsewhere in Spain was
dismissed as government lies. Leaders
who suggested this was true were nearly
shot by lollowers, When most of the
Provincizl  Revolutionary Commillee
abandoned its post on October 11th,
the waorkers arrested them and a new
committes was established,

But inevitably, desperalely shortl ol
ammunition, the 20000 strong Red
Army were gradually pushed back by
the enemy forces. As with the Paris
Commune of 1871, the bourgeoisie
were determined to drown this ouirage-
aus assault on the sacredness of private
property in a sea of blood. The govern-
ment’s intentions were soon clear when
advancing troops uscd prisoners to form
a4 human shield, and aircraft hombed
food queues,

On October 1&th, after protracted
negotiations the revolutionaries surren-
dered. But many workers refused to
hand over their arms, either hiding them
or fleeing to the mountains to begin a
sucrilla struggle,

The bulk of the Llroops sent to crush
the nsurrection, under the command
of  General Franco, were Moorish
mercenaries or Foreign  Legmonaires,
Despite part of the surrender agreement
being that these thugs would not enter
the mining villages, they had soon lefta
trail of murder, rape and torture through
the wvalleys, Over 2000 workers died
during the revolution, nearly half as
result of the systematic terror unleashed
by the government, The terrible sufter-
ings of those taken prisoner contrasted
starkly with the model treatment of
righiist prisoners durnng the insurrection.

Nevertheless, the miners’ heroism
was not 1n vain, They effectively under-
mind  any ‘legal’ atiempts o install a
fascist regime. The Oclober uprising
inspired the whole Spanish working
class. And when in July 1936 the mili-
lary atlempied to nse, the workers did
not hesitate to pour onto the skreets
and take over the factories,

Andy Durgan




