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the bill
that bites

Norman Tebbit’s name was

unknown to most people until a
coupie of months ago. But the
Bill he 1s preparing to push
through the House of Commons
is rapidly changing that. For it
represents a very big challenge
indeed to certain basic forms of
trade unionism, even if the
challenge is dressed up as a mere
tidying up of odd aspects of the
existing law.

A number of elements in the proposed Bill
are especially important,

The press has concentrated its attention on
the question of the closed shop, But the real
centre of the Tory attack s somewhere
else—in 115 complete banning of all types of
‘secondary’ industrial action. *Lawful’ trade
disputes are to be restricted to ‘disputes bet-
ween an employer and his own employees’.
So any attempt o stop one hrm funcuoning
normally 1n order to aid workers in another
tirm will be open (o action by the courts—
injunctions and the imposition of damages.

In effect, virtually all torms af sehidarity
would be illegal. So would attempts by wor-
kers in unionised establishments (o force
emplovers of non-union labour to come to
terms with the unions.

So, tor example, container drivers [rom
well organised firms have been using black-
ing on the Liverpool docks to bnng to
heel firms with weak organmisation, whose
drivers accept appalling condinons and low
wages. [his would now bellegal, since nei-
ther those calling tar the blacking nor those
enforcing 1t are "in dispute with their own
emplover’, Again, printers in the NGA and
SILADE retuse 10 work with graphics or
typeseting not produced in union shops.
This oo would be illegal.

This represents an improtant tuighteming
up the provisions of the exisung Tory
Employment Act. When that was drafted
there was a lotof pressure from Tory MPs to
ban all secondary action. But in the end, 1t
was malnly “lertary actions (for example,
the banning from some ports of lorry firms
that had scabbed at other ports) which were
made unlawtul. lighter restrictions, it was
argued by both Prior and important groups

Tebbit:
Now for

of employers, would be counterproductive,
by provoking defiance and stnkes against
the law.

However, in the 1% months since Prior’s
law came into lorce, unton leaders have sat
hack and allowed the courts to diclate what
can and what cannot be done. And the rank
and file has not felt confident 1o act without
official support. Now the Tories feel they
can easily get away with a further restricuion
on workers’ rights.

linked to the attack on basic solidarny s
the making unlawful of *disputes relating
sclely to malters occurring outside Great
Britain’. This would. of course, penalise
workers who blacked products meant for
South Africa or Chile. It dockers refused to
load coal meant to break a strike of miners
in, say, Poland, that too would be illegal.

Most immediately, it would meanan open
attack on the campaign the International
Transport Federation has been waging tor
some years now 1o force “flag ol conveni-
¢nce’ ships Lo pay union rates.

The third thing in the proposed Bill which
will be of particular significance 15 the way it
extends who can be sued for ‘untawtul
actions. Until now only individuals have
been liable, not umons. In this way the
Tories sought in the Prior Employment Act
tor avold antagenising the irade union
burecaucracy and, above all, to avoid what
happened with the ¢ngingering union over
the Con Mech dispute eight years ago—the
whole union memhbership came out on sirke
when the courts seized 1ts funds,

But again, the failure of unions to respond
to legal attacks over the last vear has con-
vinced the government it can getaway with a
lot more now.

Not that the Tories are really 1ntent on
extracting large sums of money from the
AUEW _ the EEPTU or the TGW1L], Rather,
the cleverer of them recognise that threats to
the unions' finances will be a marvellous

excuse for officials who want to persuadé-

their members not 10 engage in certain
actions. They believe that Terry Duffy,
Frank Chapple and Alex Kiutson will
instruct their members not to picket for
solidarity action rather than risk a loss of
UNton Money.

(nce unions have denounced their own
members, it will be much easier for the
courts to get away with imposing punitve
damages on individual strikers.

It 15 here too that the proposal 1o make
explicit a ban on ‘political” strikes is IMpor-
tant. You can just see union officials arguing
that calls for, for example, stoppages against
Heseltine's attack on local authonty servi-
ces and jobs cannot even be discussed, since
they would put the umions funds at risk,
Finally, the proposals on the closed shop—
which increase the level ol compensation for
scabs who refuse 1o join the union—have a
sting in ther tail. This compensation would
no longer be paid tust by the emplover. "The
government believes the trade union should
be liable 10 pay 4 share of any
compensation,’

At the moment, umions are only hable for
such compensation only o the emplover rat-
s¢s the question of union pressure on him-—
something which 1n practice docs not
happen. because an employer who wants to
placate the uruoen by dismissing a scab s nat
then going 10 upsct the union by demanding
that it pays the compensation.

The new Bill will change this state of
alfairs. The sgched seah can demand pay-
ment from the union,

It is easy to see the bitterness this will
cause in many factories. Scabs will effectiv-
ely be able to blackmail the union into giv-
ing them some of the dues paid by the union
membership. Being a2 non-unmomst  will
hecome a very profitable business.

The Bill 1s not just an example of crude
Tory union baiting. Tt 1s anintergral part of
the Tories” plans to increase the competiti-
veness of British capitalismat and when the
economy begins to expand out of the
recession-—as David Beecham shows laterin
this assue. It will hamper struggles where
secondary picketing 1s crucial to success
(and that 15 an increasing proportion of
struggles). [t will provide added excuses for
the ‘moderates’ in the umons to sell out
strikes, It will make it much more difficult
for unions to control the intreduction of
new technology by blacking products pro-
duced by weakly orgamsed workforecs.

The Tories feel confident thev can get this
taw through now, without much bother
either from the union leaderships or he
rank and file, because of the very wides-
pread defeatism and demoralisation on the
factory floor. The TUC, no doubt, will orga-
nis¢ the token protests—as it did over
Heath's Industrial Relations Bill. But this
time there will not be the widespread unoifi-
cial action that built up the pressure for
deflance of the law in 1972 and 1974,

The Tones could be right. But there are
tactors in the Bill which could upset (heir
calculations. For their proposals open the
door for maverick emplovers and greedy
scabs to initiate legal actions that, trom the
point of view of the ruling class as a whole,
are tactically mad.

The situation could arise in which a single
cowboy lorry firm was to try to drag a
powerlul group of workers, ke the Mersey-
side contatner drivers, before the courts or
in which a non-union scab provoked his
workmates bevond endurance by demand-
ing that the union ‘compensate’ him.

It was such cases that undermined the
strategy of the employers and the govern-
ment in Heath's time. The working class
movement feels weaker today. But they
could still reduce Tebbit’s plans to chaos.
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jett? Interview with Nigel
Stanley.

5 Denning: How judges make
the law.
i 6 Poland: The alternatives to
Walesa.
Facts have to be faced, however hard they are to bear. Crosby 9  Tunisia’s phoney election.
confirms that the social democrats are much more of a force than 10 Nicaragua
any of us expected. It is possible to speculate endlessly about how 11 Leyland; Down and then
much of their support they will hold through to the next general oul.
election. But one thing is now absolutely clear. The havoc being :; fl:fefhﬂ?rc::::: had it?
wreaked by Thatcher does not guarantee a Labour government i 13 17 The origins of Christianity.
months or two years time. Those who believed that the swing of the 20  Should socialists join the
pendulum plus the packing of a few committees would be enough to Labour Party? tariq Ali
bring about a ‘Labour government of a new type’ will have to think ‘H':zf;:’ with Socialist
dagailn. 24  Briefing: Heseltine's Bill
26 Whats ina word—Centrism
Already we can see the social democrat  tions of work, resisiance to redundancy, 28 Movements: CP Congress;
gains pushing Labour to the right. Foot  opposition to renl and rate increascs. This is Socialist Society
hangs on to every potential defector, giving  precisely the kind of agitation that the 30 Writers Reviewed: Karl
key jobs to people who have been suggesting  Labour left have not, in the overwhelming Vonnegut Jr
openly they may make the switch, The soft majority of cases, been prepared 1o carry in 31 Baoks: Trade Unions,
left around Kinnock hang on to Foot. The  the past. Tt has seemed unimportant com- Poland, Red Diary,
‘hard' lefts tind themselves isolated, not  pared with their obsession with passing Capitalism, Nuclear Power,
knowing whether to keep fighting as in the  resolutions, electing conference delegaies, The Dollar, Third World,
past, or to repair their bridges to the softleft  winning reselection conferences, manning Socialismin a Crippled
and the centre, council committees. They simply have not World, Shorts
But no amount of manoeuvring will  noticed how cut off they themselves have 34 Theatre; Cast’s new play
enable the Labour left tocometoterms with  been from the vast bulk ob working class 35 Films: Gallipoli, Mephisto
itz problems. For the source of them is not  people in any locality. 36 Revolutionary Calender;

an *accidental’ defeat in conference votes or
an ‘accidental” slump in the vote at Croshy.
it 1s that they are weak and have been pre-
tending they are strong.

The honest elements of the Labour iett
want to challenge the present system. But
the forces they have to challenge it with are
still. a small minority inside the working
class.

That minority can be encugh to get the
occasional resolution through the commit-
tees of the local Labour Party or to get the
right sort of constituency delegates to confe-
renges. bt can even be encugh to get quite
large one-off demonstrations, But 1t s not
enough to gain substannal victories in the
face of determined opposition from a highly
experienced and still powertul ruling class.

Of course, those of us who are revolitio-
nary socialists are an even smaller minority.
But we recognise a minornity can begin to win
if ——and only if—1it retates 10 wide sections of
less political workers who tind themselves
struggle against this ruling class, often on
issues which seem ‘trivial’ or “economisuc’
to the established politicos—wages., condi-

Now theyTe paying the price for it.
Crosby was one part of the price, The miser-
abiy small demonstration that greeted the
Jobs Express in London was another. Even
the political minority will not keep agitat-
ing and demonsirating indebimitely unless

- they feel they are getting somewhere.

In the past year the very low level of real
class struggle has been accompanied by a
‘political upturn ‘—-an increased nterest n
politics among a several hundred thousand
strong minority of workers, The danger now
is that set-backs suffered by the Labour left
and the failure of demonstrations by the
minority to achieve anything will lead 1o
renewed demoralisation anod
depoliticisation.

The job of revolutionaries 18 Lo counter
this. by going out of our way 0 involve
supporters of the Labour left in jointacuvity
around real struggles. These may besmall at
the moment, but in them the small victones
can be won (hat sustain morale, rebuild
organisation and prepare the ground for the
rise in the level of class struggle that is to be
expected in the not-too-distant future.

Greece 1934
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NEWS & ANALYSIS _
The Labour left and

the mood for compromise

The Labour left would not
accept most of our analysis of
what is happening in the party.
But they were having to make
some reassessments even before
Crosby. To get one of their
views, we sent Jonathon
Brearman to interview Nigel
Stanley, secretary of the Labour
Coordinating committee
(speaking in a personal
capacity).

Nigel began by insisting that Healey's vie-
tory al Brighton should not be overrated.
First of all [ wouldn't take (he defeat of
Tony Benn as a loss. [t would be very inac-
curate. Two years ago nobody would have
thought that a candidate identified with the
left would come s0 near to capturing a
major position. The fact that he did so well
wits quite an achievement for the left.

The lass of the teft majority on the NEC s
a big problem. But it would be wrong 1o say
there had ever been a hard left majority on
the NEC.

Nigel went on to talk of the ‘soft’ or ‘inside’
left in the parliamentary party and on the
NEC who have refused 1o support Renn in
(he struggle agiainst the right,

[ think they werc (oally wrong, They may
well have had legitimate political criticisms
of Tony Benn. Howcver, to express those
criticisms by letting tn the candidates of the
right, and the bard right, seems to me totally
WTOTE.

But 1 don’t think there is now any point in
going through a stage of defining the
Labour left as very narrow, or going
through an orgy of recriminations.

‘11 would be tactically divisive®, he said, to
gppose ‘sofl kefl” MPs af reselection confer-
énces, He then went on (o argue (hat a rerun
of the deputy leadership contesl next yeur
might not necessarily be'the best way For the
hard left o fight back.

The LCCiself has decided at its AGM, by an
overwhelming majority, that there should
bc a moratorium on discussing whether the
deputy feadership should be contested.
seems 1o me that 2 whole number of issues
will have o be taken into account before
that. The bkelihood of deleating Denis
Healey would clearly be paramount. But
there are ather factors as well, The party at
the base are begmning to think more of the
nexl clection, and mav nol wani 1o have
another prolonged inner-party struggle.

- Certainly the one thing the lelt shoold be
learning from the deputy leadership election
was that those nmons which had the most
democratic provedures, apart from the
NUM, tended (o ga 1o the right wing candi-
dates, S0 the left is beginning 1o think of
goeveloping astrateey which will win support
;nr lett policies outside the narrow ranks of

inner party struggle. It could well be that
winning suppart among the rank-and-file of
the unions could be more important for the
lefr over the commg period rather than the
precise form of inner-party struggle around
the deputy leadership question.

Very few people on the l.ahour left have
ever claimed that socialism itself is very
popular. [t may wecll be true that some
[.abour policies like unilateral disarmament
and oppositon o EEC membership, a
return to full employment are popular poli-
cies, bul that doesn't mean there 18 mass
support for how a socialist sociely should be
organised, Those on the left who think that
usually find it 1s a2 mistake.

There are no short culs, One can’t wait
[or the inevitable swing of the electoral pen-
dilum 1o put Labour into government. This
15 why the LCC is committed to cxtra-
parhamentary mobilisation. We are sill
clearly a long way Irom that mobilisation.
Many of the things we are gome to do are
going to besmall at this stage. [ means morce
campaigning, hnking inio (he pecace move-
menl, which is clearly mobilising many
people. It means going out and winning
support for our policies.

Nigel recognised that one tactic for winning
the party 1o the left which has been made
mtch of by the media — the reselection of
MPs — had not had any great effect as yvet.,

[ 1s an error to assume thal most constituen-
cies have hard left majnfii 1es in them, allow-
ing reselection or deselection at will, There
are some people in the [Labour Party who
thought mandalory reselection would have
a dramatic etfect. But | have never thought
that. The left simply hasn’t heen strong
enough,

In ong sense t think there is a mood for
compromise. The [iberal/SDP Alltance
poses a major threat to the Labour IParty.
There are certainly no easy assuniplions
about Labour winning the next election,
Indecd, [ would go so far as saying that it is
extremely unlikely that Labour will have an
overall majority at the next election.

S0 there 1s some kind of haltening-down
the hatches in a pre-cicction period. There is
aiso of course the local council elections
next vear which g lot of people are worried
ahbout. But that is not the reason why MPy
are not being desclected.

There is a very real problem . But to say
there i1s a mood for compromise is not 10 say
there will be a capitulation. Historieally
compromise has alwavs meant that the left
capitulates. We dare not going (o capitulate.

There is a danper that il we continue with
mner-party struggie it could actually beneti
the right. because they could use that 1o iso-
late the tett from the centre. After the List
clection there was an alliunce between the
ictl and the cenire. Bul that has now broken
down. The centre are now more in alijance
with the right. To use Gramsei™s phrase, we
were then m a war of manocuvre, we are
now In A war of position,

I would argue thac the Teft needs o payv

much more atlention to developing realistic,
not i the right wing sense, but more
thought out policies. The Ieft needs policy
on social policy questions as well as on
saample ‘yes, no’ issues like the Common
Markel or not, whether vou have the Bomb
or not. That seems 1o me the kind ol battle
onc can have with the right, withour it being
able to isolate the left from the centre of (he
pariy.

The discussion maoved on the question of
what the Labour left in the local authorities
can do.

The situation facing local government is
very serous, We arein acleft-stick — thereis
no easy obvious way out. Some coungils did
try to mobilise mass support. On the whole
those mass campaigns have not besn
successiul.

Tosome cxtent the Tories are winning the
local governmenlt offensive at the moment,
They have clearly won in Leothian. The
dilemma then is the extent to which Labour
continues in the local government machine
when it’s not been able to force a successful
confrontation with the Tornes at national
level. Should we tust opl out into opposition
and (hrow Lhe whole system into total
contfusion and attempt 1o build mass cam-
paigns outside the councils chamber? Many
councils are beginning (0 come round to
that conclusion, Derbyshire County Council
has already stated that. [ think other coun-
cils will as they are lorced to make cuts or
make massive rate increases hitting the
domesiic rate paver.

Nigel finished by talking aboul the weak-
nessin Labour™s support revealed by the rise
of the SDP.

One of the things the LCC pointed out in
our analysis of the last election was the
crushing 1deological victory that Thatcher
scored  the first clection since 1945 where
there had been a swing towards the pofitics
of &4 party.

Labour’s elecioral base has been declin-
ing steadily since 1951, [f you look at the sta-
Listes 11 s the inerease in the third party vote
which  has led to subsequent Labour
victories. The 1abour Party is lacing a crisis
towards which it has been heading for many
vears. The Liberal/SDP has  actually
exposed that,

5o how docs one rebuild support? | think
thal will require some kind ol fundamental
re-thinking. We can't assume electonal support
any more. We now have 1o go outl and win
active support. Thal means an ideological
aftensive.

tabour certainly has 1o ook at the mili-
tant minorities, but there is something 1o be
sald abour having a much more feminist
perspective ol the world, or the kind of poli-
cies the ethnic minorities need, and only
really look towards the Labour Party for.
These seem o Torm some kind ot constit-
uency which can be brought in. We have to
develop the riehi kind of practice towards
them,

Bul that of course doesn™t substitute lor
the organised working class. The number of
Irade umonists (hat have not voted for
Lubour but for the Tortes has risen dramat -
weally in the last Few vears. Some of that may
well switch 10 the SDP and Liberals.

4 Socialhist Roviaw




NEWS & ANALYSIS

The long, sordid tradition
that leads to Denning

When we went to press it was
still unknown whether the
House of Lords would overturn
Lord Denning’s judgement on
the GLC’s cheap fares policy.
But one thing was clear—i1t was
the decisions of judges which
mattered, not the outcome of
elections.Mark George, &
socialist barrister, tells how this
is far from the first time judges
have made the law.

Denning’s judgement was as clear an
example of judges making political
decisions as anvone could imaginc. It
showed how the judges can actually make
the faw,

For, apart from Acts passed hy
Parliament, “statute law™. English law 15,
also made up of the “common law™ - the
collective decisions of the judges going
back over hundreds of years. It is true that
on occasions the most pohtically
unacceptable decisions of the courts have
been overturned by an Act of Parliament
but that can take years and 1n the meantime
the judges' decision represents the law of
the land.

Political intervention by the courts is
nothing new. Lord Denning may be the
current most active exponent of the art but
he comes from a long and sordid tradition
of ruling class warriors in judges robes.

At the beginning of the 20th century the
senior judges tried to undermine the night
to strike wheh has been legalised in 1875, In
1901 the House of Lords decided that union
blacking of a supplier's products was illegal
and that the union officials could be sued
for conspiracy to injure him. Then mn the
Taff Vale Railway Co. case. also in 1901,
the House of Lords held that the trade
unions could be sued for losses sustained by
employers as the result of strike action.

These decisions were a serious blow to
trade unionism. and they caused major
political upheaval resulting in 1906 in the
Trades” Disputes Act which restored
protection to the untons.

More recently. in 1964, the Lords
delivered a judgement strongly reminiscent
of those of the early 1900s. A BOAC
employee left the union which had a closed
shop agreement with BOAC. Union
members threatened strike action if he was
not removed which management duly did.
He then sued the union members for
conspiracy, and the House of l.ords
declared the action of the unien members
unlawful. This ncw attack on the night ta
strike was only reversed when the new
Labour government passed the Trades
Disputes Act 1965,

The Thatcher govevernment  has

LEEETEEERED i
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attacked the right to picket effectively. Its
action, however, is only a culmination of a
number of legal decisions of the last 20
years which made pickets liable to arrest for
offences like obstruction. In 1960 a picket’s
conviction for obstruction was upheld in
the High Court after a police officer refused
to allow more than two pickets on each
entrance to the factory. In 1966 the High
Caurt held that pickets who sealed off the
roads leading to a factory were guilty of
obstruction. In 1972 the House of Lords
upheld a conviction of a picket who
prevented a vchicle from entering a site for
obstructing the highway.

Political prefere'flce

The following year the police prevented
pickets approaching a coach carrying
workers out of 4 site. In the ensutng scutfle
a picket was arrested tor obstruction and
caonvicted.

The impact of such decisions was greatly
to limit the lawfulness of picketing. They
made it much easier for the police to
prevent effective picketing and indicated
the extent to which the judges were
prepared to go in backing up tough police
tactics.

The judges are in a position to interpret
the faw in such a way as to favour their own
political preferences.

The Tameside Council case of 1976 15 an
example. The Tories won controt of the
local council and informed the Labour
Secretary of State for Education that they
did not intend to implement the plans of the
previous Labour Council to re-organise its
secondary schools along comprehensive
lines. When the Secretary of State ordered
them to do so the council went to court and
although they tost in the High Court, both
the Court of Appeal and the House of
Lords ruled in favour of the council. The
legal reason for this decision was that the
minister had no reasonable grounds for
acting as he did. Behind that, however, it is
easy to se¢ that the judges were concerned
to maintain grammar schools and put a
spanner in the comprehensive system.

Undoubtedly, the most blatant example

of the involvement of the judges in making
political decisions was the National
Industrial Relations Court (NIRC)
established under the Industrial Relation s
Act 1971,

More recently, however, it is the
‘ordinary’ judiciary which has conducted
the attack on the right to strike and picket
which began in the ruling class hysteria
surrounding the picketing at Grunwicks in
1977. Then followed a series of decisions
which anticipated many of the provisions of
the Employment Act 1980 relaung te
picketing and which no doubt encouraged
the Tories to move to implement their.
proposals shortly after the 1979 election.
Oftery the courts have said that it is for
Parliament to change the law and not the
courts. But the various decisions are a vivid
tlustration of the power of the judges to
make law when they choose in anticipation
of any legislation by parliament.

By ruling that secondary picketing and.
other basic solidarity action was not “in
furtherance of a trade dispute” Denning
prevented SOGAT members at Express
Newspapers from blacking extra copies
when journalists on the Daily Mirror were
on strike in 1977 and he prevented the
blacking of the Press Association duning the
1978/9 journalists’ strike.

He had the same concept in mind when
he declared the picketing of a private
steelworks illegal in the 1980} steel strike.
Although in that case the House of Lords.
quickly reversed Denning’s decision, ne
doubt aware that the position would be
changed again by the Employment Act,
Denning was able 1o destroy the
momentum of the strike at a crucial point.

The response of the leadership of the
unions to these judiciat attitudes has, all too
often, been to bow to ‘the rule of law’. But
the judges are a powerful arm of the ruling
class. and they, as their decisions show,
have no doubt at all about where their

lovalties he.

of Phil Evans

By Phil Bvans and Jteve Iroms,
with a foreword by Dave Widgery.
100 page bock £2, Out Shortly.
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NEWS & ANALYSIS

At the Solidarity congress in
October there were divergent
views within the leadership as to
the way forward. Three
candidates who stood aganst
Lech Walesa for the presidency
of the union received, between
them, 45 per cent of the votes.
But what did they stand for?
Karla Weber looks at the
arguments that have been taking
place.

The Polish union, Solidarnosc, has united
very nearly the entire Polish nation.
Peasant and student organisations proclaim
their alllegtance to the working class
movement by uwsing its name. The
intelligentsia, if not actually in the union,
hover round its edges as advisors.

There 1s no doubt that Solidarity is more
than a trade union, but being so ubiquitous
it can hardly fail to contain a very broad
spectrum of political ideas. The birth of
wsolidarity was an example of unparalleled
unity. Now, in¢vitably, the vanous currents
within it have produced not only internal
debate, but also guite bitter fights between
its various factions.

While opposition 10 Walesa 15 quite
widespread 1t 15 by no means coherent or
organised. Thus he was opposed by no
tewer than three candidates for the
leadership of the union, although his three
oppaonents had much in commoen.

First, the genéral comscnsus. There is no
one who openly advocates the overthrow of
the present regime. Thus the ideas of
national renewal, ultimate cooperation
with the state. the necessity of cconomic
belt  tightening,  are  universal.  The
aspiration to self-management’ is also
generally accepted. Therc is little evidence
of controversy surrounding the issue,
except in the degree of militancy with which
real control sheuld be pursued.

The disagreements arc over union
intcrnal democracy and militancy vis-a-vis
the state. Many of the criticisms from
Walesa's opponents were very pertinent,
yet not one of them seems to have seriously
looked to victory in the unian elections, to
have oftered an all round alternative
strategy.

One likely reason is an unwillingness to
launch nto a disruptive faction fight which
could damage the union. The conditions

Marian Jurczyk a

The

alternatives
to Walesa

are still so harsh, the penalty for failure so
great. that arguments aguainst rocking the
boat still carry a lot of weight. Disrupting
unity is one of the charges against Andrzc]
Gwiazda, the most serious of Walesa's
opponcnts — & charge which probably lost
him a lot of votes. Solidarity members tend
to mimmuse any differences. Even as Karol
Modzelewski was resigning as the union’s
chief spokesman earlier this year over
Walesa’s cancellation of a general stnike
without refercnce to the union's national
commuission. he insisted: “It is incorrect to
speak of divisions in Solidarity . . . There is
no better course for the union than to
support Lech Walesa.™

Yet the dangers of allowing a charismatic
figure to rise so far above the heads of other
union leaders must now be apparent to
many Solidarity oppositionists.

In addition many Polish workers -ure
suspicious of politics. and. especially. of
parties. This too makes it very difficult for
any group to orgamse around an alternative

programme. For too long, the words
‘faction’ and ‘party’ have been associated
with  thievery, repression,  arbitrary

decisions and incompetence. By contrast
an apohtcal appeal scems dignified and
honest,

Marian Jurczyk was the most popular
runnet up in the election, achieving nearly
three times as many votes as his nearest

-
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ressing a Snlidarlty
memorial meeting for the dead of 1970,

rival. When asked whether he was in favour
of a government aof national salvation he
rephied:

“I've never been a politician. I'm a trade
union activist. I want to defend the
working people. I want them to pet
decent wages for their work and [ want
them 10 live a decent life. That's my

k-

1ITL.

It would be unfair to say that this sadly
naive respons¢ sums up alt of Jurczyk’s
pelitics. He wants to insist on rank and file
control over the union leadership. He
wants a more militant line taken by the
union, with fewer compromises and
retreats. He wants free elections to the
Sejm (Polish parliament) and a government
subordinated to it. However, he shares
such views with the other candidates. It was
his “honest Joe' image, contrasting with the
image of the other candidates as radicais
and politicos, which seems to have
accounted for his popularity.

Jurcyczyk’s lack of sophistication is
disappointing in view of the fact that he is a
veteran of the Szczecin shipyards, having
been on the strike committee in 1970
Moreover. Szezecin is also the home of a
union publication called Jednose (Unity)
which has published some very apt Marxist
analyses of the Polish situation:

‘Berween the apparatus on one side and
labour on the other, a deep class conflict
exists which causes antagonisms and
conflict in the social life of our country.
There remains the class struggle of the
Polish proletariat whose aim is social
control over the nationalised means of
production  and,  through  that,
strengthening the forcc of the entire
people’s labaur.

“Up to now the only effective disposer
of the socialist means of production is the
pohitico-state and economic apparatus,
acting as a whole with a collective
monopoly, as de facto private owners. It
imfluences all spheres of tife as well as the
most important — control over the use of
force, the militia, army, court and prison
apparatuses.

“On the left of the power apparatus is
the world of labour with its own needs
and aspirations which run counter to
those of the tormer. The waorld of

labour’s needs and aspirations are
authentically represented by the
tndependent,  self-governing  trade

union, Sohdanty, organising in unions
both party and non-party people.™

Jan Rulewski bccame nationally well
known when he was one of the union
activists severely beaten up by the police in
Bydgoszcz. He has since gained a
reputation as a radical,

His most interesting contribution to the
pre-election discussion was an anti-Russian
speech which broke a taboo, giving voice to
the resentment and hatred of Russia which
underpins the Poles’ excessive nationalism.
[t cost him many votes and he came bottom
of the poll. but it was much more than an
anti-Russian speech. He placed the Poiish
statc 1n the international context and,
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Andrzej Gwiazda

although he concentrated on Poland’s
relationship  with  Russian  imperialism,
what he said could easily be extended to her
rclationship with her Western imperial
creditars.

“The mass media will argue that I have
gone beyond the limits of union activity.
Ladies and Gentlemen, the problems of
the union have to be seen in a wider
perspective. We have to examine foreign
policy and no one can fawfully deny us
the right to cxpress opimons on this, as
foreign policy is connected to economic
matters and arms production. Itis easy to
prove that our activity, our control and
formation of public opinion on foreign
policy issucs mean the control of state
budgets, of how much 1s spent on
armaments, and how much on minmum
benefits for the seven million Poles who
are starving.

The faction centred around Andrzej

Gwiazda 15 probably the best defined as a
group. Nicknamed “the constellation” {from
the Polish meaning of Gwiazda's name,
‘star’) their relationship with Walesa's
followers is very bitter. Gwiazda himself
explained his low vote in the poll by
alluding to the number of foul smears and
rumours circulating about him.

Like Jurczvk and Rulewski, (ywiazda has

attacked the lack of democracy in the union,
but his attack has been more central to his
politics and much sharper. Speaking of

W

alesa’s “dictatorship” he said in July

* A dictator whe does not have a a police
force or an army at his disposal is reduced
to maintaining his popuiarity and his good
relationship with the authorities. In
order not 1o risk his position he has 1o
pursue the politics of co-operation and
move towards ever greater Concessions.
until  a  rebellious  reaction  and
insubordination appears among the
workforce. Then. in order not te losc
popularity and in order to maintain his
dictatorship he has to turn about and lead
the rebellion.

“This results in politics catastrophic te
both the wuwmon and the country.
Necessarily it is a chaotc  polites,

il _/nﬁ | iInside the system: l .

At the recent CP Congress something
like 40} per cent of the delegates clearly
liked the idea of the Russians going mnto
Poland to smash Solidanty. When
pushed as to why, individuals would say
to you that talk of Poland joining the
Inernational Monetary Fund showed
that ‘Solidanity was  counter-
revolutionary’. What they forgot to
mention was that only a few weeks
before one East European country had
actually joined the IMF — Hungary.
Who rules Hungary? A man called
Janos Kadar. How did he pet there? He
was put in power by Russian troops who
‘crushed the counter-revolution’ there
in 1956, killing 20,000 Hunganan
workers in the process. '

People who wonder why the Russians

have not yet moved into Poland may
consider the following news items of the
last few weeks:
#*» On November 16 Leonid Brezhnev
told the central committee of the ruling
party in Russia that ‘food supplies have
become the central problem of the
present Soviet five year pian’.

It was shortages of food that led o
strikes 18 months ago in Russia’s huge
auto-plants at Gorki, Togliatti and
Karma River.

On the same day it was reported that

‘food shortages have provoked a wave ot
strtkes and  demonstrations  in
Reoumania.” The biggest stoppages were
on 16 and 19 October in the coal fieid at
Jiu Valley. The strike occurred despite
the fact that the miners were met with
harsh repression after their last stikes
four years age.
This time the strikers held Emil Bobu,
a leading figure in the regime, hostage
until the country’s president, Ceausescu
agreed to meet them. Ceausescu is
treated in his country’s media as the
country’s greatest ever national hero —
but when he arrived in the mining area,
‘he received a hostile reception and
young people threw stones at him'.

All Czechoslovakia's problems were,

.of course. solved with the Russian

invasion of 1968, That is why the
country’'s  ruling Communist Party
teadership spoke recently of
unprecedented difficulties and warned
that the economic situation will worsen
in the next year. This year industrial
growth which was supposed 1o be 4 per
cent has turned out t¢ be 1.7 per cent
only.

A recent statement by one ot the
Russian imposed leaders, Vasil Bilak,
that ‘unpopular measures’ needed to be
taken for the sake of increased defence
spending, led to ‘massive hoarding' of
meat, sugar, rice, wine and even
detergents.”

Bilak claimed that it was better ‘to live
in modesty than die in afflucnce.” Many
of the people who heard him seemed to
have felt that a better slogan would have
been ‘feod not bombs’™.

But it is what is happening back mn the
USSR that must be worrying Brezhnev
most. On 23 October there occurred the
worst outbreak of ‘civil disorders’ in 25
vears, according to the Financial Times
correspondent in Moscow. *Thousands
of Soviet citizens besieged the local
Communist Party headquarters and
fought pitched battles with the army for

three days in Ordzhonikidze, a
regional capital  in the north
Caucasus. .. Bricks and clubs werc

hurled at police and soldiers attempting
to disperse the crowd with tanks.'

The demonstration against pohice
brutality and corruption only ended
when Solomentsev, the prime mimster
af the Russian Federation rushed to the
city and promised to meet pecople’s
grievances. But then a strike followed
which paraiysed public transport in the
guarter of a million large aity.

‘Food not bombs’

Observers noticed that ‘as  the
demonstrations grew, many of those
participating seemed consciously to be
imitating scenes from films about the
Russian Revolution.’

Could it be that Brezhpev is afraid of
getting bogged down.in a war in Poland
when he might need his army nearer
home? Could he be afraid that going
into Poland might encourage sirmlar
developments in  Hungary  and
Roumania, Czechoslovakia and  the
Caucasus? Could it be that he too has
seen the films of 19177 Or are any
such suppositions }ust ‘apologies for
counter-revolution’

The popular press in the West often
rejoices at the signs of crisis in Eastern
Europe. Look, they say, that proves that
our kind of capitalism 13 the only way to
run things. The alternative for them Is
food shortages, with people being forced
to give up meat, eggs, cheese and green
vegetables for bread and potatoes,

Next time you hear that story, think of
the latest Ministry of Agriculture Natio-
nal Food Survey for 1981, This reveals
that consumption of food per head n
Britain this year was 2 per cent less
than last. And there was ‘an increase in
the sales of cheap, filling foods hike bread
and potatoes at the expense of milk,
cheese, butter, red meat and eggs’.

[1 is not only in Eastern Europe that
‘food not bombs’ seems an increasingly
apprapriate slogan,
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hurching from one extreme to the other.
[t is much more erratic than the politics
conducted by a democratic organisation,
a politics which can change with the
rhythym of fluctuating influences of
tractions and differing groups.

“We have everyday examples of this.
Walesa, who 15 presently devoting all his
efforts towards suppressing strikes and
formulating demands, has agreed to
support the strikes at the ports and the
atrline (LOT) in the face of their
determined stand simply because he
knew his popularity among these
waorktorces would suffer.™

Gwiazda has also drawn attention to the
fact that “a dictatorship in the union is a
necessary (and sufficient) condition for
the absorption of Solidarity by the
system. " In this way he has drawn a link
well recognised by British trade unionists
looking at the TUC, the link between
collaborationist  policies and  the
burecaucratisation of the union and its
possible  future  absorption  and
neutralisation by the ruling class.

Victimised unionists

Gwiazda's account of the ground lost by
Solidarity over the past year is honest. In
every sphere, the right to publish its own
papers, the right of access to the media,
the defence of victimised unionists, the
right to information about the economy so
that workers can form sound judgements
in the sphere of sclf-management, the
union has made no progress or has lost
around.

“I think it is & mistake,” he says, “‘to
think that it is possible to pacify the
authornties by making concessions . .. We
will not aveid conflict by retreating,
concessions can only lead us closer to the
ultimate conflict.” These views are shared,
not only by Rulewski and Jurczyk, but also
by many of the rank and file.

Although Gwiazda has said that the
warkers should ‘take control’, it seems

Jacek Kuron: The state now feels
confldent enough to raid his home,

that he is referring to the management of
the economy rather than to political
control. He 1is still articulating the
reformist  consensus:  ultimately a
compromise with the government is
possible, but not a compromise which
gives ground already pained, since there is
no prospect of stability while the basic
needs of people are not fulfilled and

secure.
Even though a reformist, Gwiazda i
seems to be a man whose ideas could carry {

the movement forward and who would
perhaps move to the ieft in the light of
further experience. His chief weakness
seems 1o be an inability to organise within
the union.

“I do believe™, he has stressed, “‘that if
ten million people decide for some
reason not  to  overthrow  the
government, then a thousand leaders,
however bloodthirsty, will not be able to
do anything about it. Conversely, if ten [
millton people want to overthrow the
systemt then even the most
collaborationist leaders will be unable
to prevent tt.

Fine. Reds under the beds do not cause
revolutions. But it’s poor stuff in a
situation where what is desperately
needed 18 an organisation to argue and win
workers to a specific way of moving
forward instead of sliding back. A
personal friend of his once commented
“Andrzej is no good at pushing himself
forward.”

Just how desperate is the need for an
alternative leadership in Solidarity can be
seen from Walesa's own election speech.
Popular though he 1s, many delegates were
appalled. He seemed to be a desperately
lost and tired man. Like one mesmerised
by a cobra, he seemed capable of talking
only of defeat, a theme to which he
returned again and again.

“1 am worried that we Dbadly
underestimate our partner. We have
too much self confidence and at the
same time fail to notice problems,
troubles and methods by which we can
be defeated.™

“I mean that we should remember
that winter is coming, they can exert
PFESSUTE On us, and very cunpingly so.
Simply turn off the taps if we don’t show
proper respect for them.”

“Our problem is that we do not talk
often enough amongst ourselves, that
we do not look at the partner who is well
equipped. who tactically, step by step !
and 1n an organised way is attacking our '
credibility and society’s trust in us. This
is a deliberate action leading to victory,
but not our victory."

Never has the need for a political party
been greater. The Polish state understands
this. For the first time since the upheavals
it has raided a meeting in Kuron's private
apartment — because, it claimed, it was
being held to organise a new political
group. Kuron's group would noi be a
revolutionary organisation — yet that is
what 1s required,
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How Bourguiba got his

ninety-eight per cent

Tunisia had her first *democratic
elections’ early last month. This
was of considerable importance
for Tunisia and the Arab world.,
even if the elections were the
expected farce. Abu Samed, a
Tunisian militant, looks at the

background.

Ever since the so-called 1ndependence
given by France to her local henchmen in
1936, Tunisian pcasants and workers have
been strongly peliticised and have rejected
the government's policies. Immediately
after independence they refused to accept
the treaty drawn up by France or to
surrender the arms they held to the
military. This lead to massacres of
waorkers.  [n the [960s, they rejected the
regime’s “collectivisation " of the land
which produced the robbery of the
peasants tor the benefit of the big
landowners. There were uprisings in the
poorest areas of Tunisia, some of them
armed, so the regime and their.backers in
the White House had to make a scapegoat
of the economics minister and put him on
trial. Unions were suppressed, leaders
imprisoned. and the rtuling party split
between those favouring out and out
repression and those who felt they would.
last longer by allowing a degree of political
liberty.

The revolutionary movement began to
show itself and was viciously rcpressed.
Every year saw a series of trials both of
Marxists and nationalists: 202 militants of
the '‘Tunisian Worker” group were tried in
1974, 66 more in 1975, The student
movement also had its share of resistance
and conscquent  repressien: the  first
independent  revolutionary  group  of
Trotskyist militants. formed from a spli
from the banned pro-Soviet CP, were tricd
and imprisoned in 1968,

Though revolutionarnies rejected any
assoclation  with the regime and s
institutions. they realised the need to fight

within the unions’ within the working class’

though these  umons  were  often
government-run facades. The workers
became more and more radicahsed

throughout the 1970 and their demands

Wildcat strikes across the couniry
followed with resulting repression.
Staggered by the militancy of the rank and
file, the union leaders did a quick about
face and backed the workers” demands. A
new government union organisation was
created and rejected by the working class.

On January 26 1978 the workers replied
to the government attacks in thc best
possible way: a general strike. 4X) workers
and students died that day, a curfew was
imposed, the clected union leaders
replaced and imprisoned. The new union
organisation (UGTT) was blacked and the
opposition  went  underground  to
reorganise strikes and other resistance.
Those sacked after the peneral strike were
financially supported by their fellow
workers and the students staved on strike
for a furthcr month, when the regime
closed the colleges and arrested the
student leaders.

On the second anniversary of the general
strike there was an uprising in the south
western town of Gafsa, backed by the local
people and carried out by returning exiles.
The Tunisian army and French paratroops

took a week to put it down. In the face ot

widespread anti-government feeling, the
prime minister was replaced. the pohtical
prisoners released on certain conditions
and an independent trade union movement

allowed to exist. The President, Bourguiba,
announced that any opposition party
gaining 5% of the popular vote would be
legalised. Elections were to take place on
1st November 1981. _

The elections were a farce designed to
defuse the situation and allow the regime to
survive. Some ‘opposition’ parties took
part, the Democratic Sociahst Movement
run by a fomer home affairs mimster, the
Popular Unity Movement Political Bureau
run by a former economics minister, another
split from the ruling Destouvian (Consti-
tutional) Socialist Party, and the Tunisian
CP. The union bureaucracy formed a co-
alition with the ruling party. |

The election campaign saw more activly
from the regime’s militia than the
opposition:  breaking up  meetings,
threatening assassinations and attacking
opposition supporters. In the polling
stations the opposition observers were
barred. |

The results, not surprisingly., showed the
regime with 98% of the vote, winning all
136 seats. No party had gained the required
5% to be legalised, and the DSP remuins
the only legal party. Throughout Tumsia
demonstrations condemned the fraud.

The elections provide a valuable lesson
to those who believe in the possibility of
democracy coming through parliamentary
proccsses. They are a slap in the face for
those who expect any change from the
regime. The only way forward in Tunisia is
through the unity of workers. students and
peasants in militant and ultmately armed
struggle against the allies of western
imperialism and capital.

TUNISIA

Algeria
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became clearer: an independent workers’ ——
movement, effective  representation, D Kigmetres 100
improvements in conditions, pay rises and
the night 1o strike. ) Tuswms

In the face of the increasing class ok
Cﬂll‘{ﬁ?if}USﬂﬁﬁrﬁq Fh; repime formed its own . Aahesys
militia to intimidate and attack the
workers. This proved to be a failure. In P o national Atrponts
1977 there was an enormous wave of kel Vaior Ports Lib
strikes — led by the workers themselves 8 i Inya
without the support of the prn-regime Bt S
union leaders. who had signed a soctal
contract agreemng to a five year ban on Fe o
strikes. increascd production and a wage o Chpinehen
freeze.

e

Socialist Heview 9



NEWS & ANALYSIS

‘Actions injurious to

the national e

The first priority for the left in
relation to Nicaragua must be to
oppose Reagan’s threats to the
country. But that should not
lead to the mistake, made so
often in the past (Russia, China,
Algeria, Cambodia to name but
a few cases) of viewing
everything that happens inside
the country uncritically. Recent
events show that it is by no
means movingunambiguously in
a socialist direction. Dave
Beecham tells what has been
happening.

On 21 October, the Nicaraguan authorities
arrested 28 people. Four of them were
otficials of various employers’

B

s "
r h_

conomy’

orgamsations, all members of COSEP, the
Nicaraguan -equivalent of the CBI. The
other 24 were leading mcmbers of the
Communist Party and the CP-dominated
union CALIS,

All were detained under Nicaragua's
public order law and emecrgency
regulations, issued earlier this year. These
make it an offence to publish information
that might ‘incite foreign governments and/
Or 1pstitutions (o take actions or make
decisions that are injurious to the national
economy.” It was made clear when this
decree was issued that such action would
include strikes.

Nicaragua's emergency  regulations
provide for brisk decisions. You have 48
hours to prepare vour defence, and vou are
sentenced after a further 48 hours. When
the cases came to trial three of the business
leaders were convicted. onc freed. The
three received 6l) day prison scntences.

Of the union and CP leaders. who
included the general secreriary and two
members of the Council of State. only four

B3 4
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The Sandinisia Junia has abaoiute ntrnl of the armed forces,

came to trial. Threc were convicted and one
was freed. So far a triumph for even-
handedness. The difference was in the
sentences. Eli Altamirano, CP general
secretary, and two CAUS lay officials got
60 days plus 29 months. 1t is true that there
was a difference in the gravity of the
oftences. The three businessmen had taken
offence at a statement from the leader of
thc Nicaraguan ‘junta for national
reconstruction’,  Daniel  Ortega, that
businessmen who opposed the Nicaraguan
revolution wouid be strung up from the
lamp-posts. They published an open letter
In protest, saying that the junta was leading
Nicaragua to disaster with a ‘Marxist-
Leninist adventure’.

Offhcially at least, the arrests of trade
unionists and Communists was for saying
the opposite — that the government ‘was
diverting the revolutionary process to a
capitalist Ime’. They also called for what
they quaintly described as a ‘worker and
peasant  government” - an  obviously
dastardly act in revolutionary Nicaragua.

Their rteal offence was not  words,
however. The junta’s paper Barricada
finally came c¢lean at the beginning of
November. The guilty men had "incited and
participated in the takeover of the Plasticos
Modernos factory’ in Managua. In other
words  they'd orgamsed a factory
occupation.

The Chile experience

[t 1s fur trom clear whether the CAUS
members actually did what they're accused
of. But the factory was occupied by
members of their union.

There does not seem to have been any
significant protest inside the country about
the arrests and sentences (and precious
little outside — after ali, Reagan doesn't like
Commies, other Communist Parties think
the Nicaraguans arc ultra-left, and guite a
lot of ‘revolutionaries’ want to cover it up).

Whatever the 'special circumstances’ and
‘objective factors’ that may be advanced to
justify three year prisan sentences for those
organising factory occupations, the simple
fact 1s that the Nicaraguan junta is
proceeding along more or less the same
class lines an the leaders of the Allende
government did in Chile in 1972/73 before
the coup — antaganising the business sector
but moving harshly against the left.

There the similantics with Chile stop -
the Nicaraguan junta has total state power
and zbsolutc control of the armed forces.
Its repression against the left s therefore
more powerful and its concern about a
workers’ upheaval greater because
Nicaragua 1z much weaker economically
than Chile was. It 15 one of history’s many
little ironies that in Chile t1 was the CP that
was doing the repressing of workers'
struggle — in Nicaragua 1t’s the CP that’s
bcing repressed. Be that as it may the logic
of both processes 18 sinmmlar: oppose
workers™ self-activity, some things are just
10O revoiutionary.

P.5. Thse readers who think that a
government can't be all bad if it ails both
businessmen and Communist Party leaders
are bewng disgracefully sectarian!
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At the beginning of November
it looked, briefly, as if the most
amazing thing was going to
happen. The workers 1 what
the press treat as the biggest
lame duck, Leyland, seemed set
to lead the whole class in an
onslaught on the 4 per cent pay
[imit being imposed by the
government and the CBI. For
one day the company was
completely strike bound, with
pickets that recalled the miners
strike of 1972 or the steel sirike
of 1980 rather than the
passivity that normally
accompanies car industry
disputes.

The strike did not last
beyond the second day. To tind
out why —and to find out why
key groups of workers struck
again over conditions a week
later — Chris Harman talked to
three SWP shop stewards n
Longbridge.

A — ——— e aa——

They began by siressing the preparedness to
fight that existed in the factory prior Lo the
strike,

‘In the fortnight before we had a contin-
ual barrage of leiters and propaganda ofy
the management. Yet if anyvthing the deter-
mination got stronger as (ime wenl on.
People’s feelings got all aroused, partly due
to theeats we were geiling. ['ve never known
the feeling as good as in those two weeks,
and there didn't seem to be anything the
company could do right.

*There was the mosi thorough prepara-
tion we've ever seen for a strike there. The
stewards put out printed sheets, halt of
which was information, the other halt a list
of things people could do to help the strike
— picketing, whether on nights or days,
supplying tea and sugar, geiting their wives
involved - for them to tick off and supply
their names and addresses. Rotas were
drawn up.’

This showed that: ‘Quitc a number of
stewurds are beginming 1o learn the lessons
of past setbacks. There's been a fair drop
the number of stewards we've got in the
nlant since the sacking of Robbo two years
ago, with a higher percentage of the stew-
ards who do remain prepared (o have a po.
We're nol in a situation where anvone could
take a steward’s job because they thoughu it
was Lhe first step to being a foreman or any-
thing like that. In taking a steward’s job

INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION SECTION

nos you're nulting your neck on the hing,’

*Al some of the gates on the Monday
there were over a hundred pickets. The
cvening ~hitt was very well covered as well.
There was probably (wo thousand of the
workforce actually  participating 1n the
pickets on the Monday and the Tuesday.
That’s out of a worklorce of 144
thousand.’

Lost momentum

What destroved this momentum was Lhe
deal  stitched up  between trade union
national officials and (he company on he
Saturdayv night. On the Tucsday, workers at
pongbridee and most  other plants -

although not al Cowley —voled two L0 onc.

1o aceept the deal.

Yo can still see the eftect of the reliance
on officialdom. So many of the arguments
in relation 1o strikes now revolyve around the
issue of whether it will be made olficial or
not. [ was only a minority —although the
ize of the minory surprised me—who
aceepted (he argument that we go on strike
and if the officials back us that’s a banus.

‘Many of the people whe did vote for 2
return 1o work have been apologising to me
since tor doing it. They say, what could we
do. we didn’t see how we could win when the
officials have done this deal c1¢.’

‘People realised (hat in order to defeat the

. W

Tories’ pay policy and the iikes of Michael
Edwardes — who hasn’t lost a battle vet over
Leyland — we would have to generalise the
strike. The fact of challenging the Tormes
and the involvement of Len Murray,
Michael Fool and Lhese people oniy served
to reinforce the idea that we were talking
about a national issue for the working class.

‘People went along tethe park thinking
that we didn’t have enough going for us
without the massive official support from
outside to win the dispute.’

One factor that reinforced this feeling
Lhal they weren'( strong emough 10 win was
the way Jack Adams put the stewards’
recommendation [0 continue the strike.

‘1 don’t think it would have made a decis-
ive impact on the vote, but there’s no doubt
the way he presented it did help the vote to
go {or a rcturn Lo work. It was agreed the
day before at the leading stewards meeting
that they wouldn’t bullshit the workers, that
they’d give a proper presentiation to them of
what happened at the meeting between the
officials and managemem at ACAS on the
Saturday,

‘But they would also be putling the
recommendation of the leading stewards
that the strike continue and the reasons for
it. What happened was that Jack Adams
leant over backwards to give a fair represen-
tation of the officials’ case, and hts presen-
tation of the leading stewards argument for
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the rejection ot that case was low key.

*Jack Adams and quite a high percentage
of the leading stewards are very concerned
about their relanonship with the officials as
well as their-relationship with the shop
ftoor, and they are trying to keep a very
careful balance between the two. That's 4
relic of (he old participation system, where
the link up with otficialdom and looking o
a higher level of leadership reflects itself
particularly through the senior stewards.’

In terms of the officials, it was not only
the nght wing leaders of the engineering and
electricians union who effectively sabotaged
the strike. The ‘left’ leaders of the TGWU
were not that mach better.

‘Kitson didn’t come out for the deal. But
his attitude wasn’t really much different
from that of Chapple and Bovyd. | saw the
union leaders on Weekend World. If any-
Lhing the attitude which was adopted by Kit-
son had a worse effect than the attitude that
was adopted by Ken Cure. Everything Kit-
son said was ducking away [rom any sort of
positive approach, He wouldn’t say go back
to work and he was saying if you stop out
we’ll continue to make it official. But he was
putting it in such a way as to give Lthe impres-
sion that 1t would be a complete waste of
tume.’

*The T&G over the last couple of years
has always wanted to appear maore closeiy
involved in backing their members than the
other unions. Rank and lile members have
zot more conirol and have more influence in
what goes on inside the T&G than in the
AUEW arthe EEPTLU. But what Kitson did
in this dispute, was to allow a whole number
of T&G policies to effectively go by delaulr.

“The so-called ‘compromise’ deal
mvolves a new arrangement of the trade
unions inside Leyland, with a severe sapping
of any power the shop stewards have got
and a no-sirike clause, The T&G had a
policy of being opposed 10 these things. Yet
they wenl through on the nod in the so-
catled improved offer. Kitson overlurned g
whole year or two years’ work by the senior
shop stewards inside BL by allowing this so-
called improved offer 1o go lorward.

‘Leyland have not only got away witha 10
per cent wage cul, bul have managed Lo
shove in every piece oflesislanion they were
looking for over the last 18 months or so.’

“The new procedure agreement wipes oul
the role of the shop steward and institutes a
type of work council system where vou’ve
201 representanyes sitiing in joinl commil-

tees with management responsible for deal-
ing with any sort of negotiations. [(’s like
the old Whitley council system.’

The vote at Cowlev went the other way
than at Longbridge. The three stewards
gave their views on this:

‘Basically, Cowley felt more secure. They
were in as good or even a betier situation
than Longbridge were last year. They ve got
the Acclaun, and the reorganisation means
the Rover plant being shut down and jobs
being moved across into Cowley. It looked
to them as if they’d got a secure future.
They've gol weapons they can fight with,
since the company can’t afford (o lose the
Acclaim now.’

‘Longbridge 1sn’t as secure as it was last
yvear. The Allegro 1s definitely known to he
tfinishing at the beginming of next vear. The
Mini is working at a quarter of the capacity
it was working at and there’s doubt about
how long it will carry on. There's only really
the Metro —and now pcople are beginning
to have their doubts about the golden future
the Metro promised. To people in Long-
bridge it looks now hike just another in a
wide range of similar cars. 5o there’s greal
feelings of apprehension about the future at
[Longbridge.’

Bell to bell

But why were people who were fnghtened
{0 keep up the wages strike back out of (he
gales a week later over what would seem to
be a less imporian( 1ssuc?

'On the surface of it it looks ridiculous
that workers accept a 10 per cent wage cul
and then walk out a few davs later over the
rest break thing.

‘But we laced the same position last year.
At Faster the work force was faced with this
ultimatum “*accept (his 92 page document —
It you start back after Easter you will be
deemed to be accepting it People did start
back. Yel within a few days they were fight-
ing it.

There was the dispule over logging up
allowances for certain groups, which was
very much a minor issue. But it was an issue
that everyone could see. They were faced
with it every day, 1t was a real genuine issue,
and they thought that they were the only
ones whoe knew what 1t was aboul.

*‘National negonations on national wage
claims and procedure agreements tend 1o
wash over the heads of workers. But when i
comes Lo a gquestion of actual working con-
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ditions, daily then they know what it's
about and they are quite prepared to accept
that no-one else knows what it’s about, and
they are prepared to fight on it.

‘Fach time they've tried to introduce par
ol the 92 page agreement that atfects work-
ing conditions drastically, they've had
resistance. Usually one part of the plant has
been isolated, they've been oul a couple of
davs, they've gol broke and thev've pone
back. They haven't gained the support.
That’s the dilference this time basically.

*[t's still confined to ane areaof the plant.
But 4 lot of other workers have been Lad oft
and ihe feeling is still relatively solid.”

‘In some areas of the plant the company
lasn 't really imposed the 92 page document
yel, In other areas, where they have been
working flat out from bell to bell, the people
really feel that the imposition of the rest
allowance cuts on them was just the final
straw,

‘1t s very Litte o do with 1ea breaks. We
don’t have tea breaks as such. They're
called relaxations allowangces or rest allow-
ances lor a specilic reason. You need the
rest allowance to recover from the work and
Lo have a chance of surviving. In the breaks,

. which only last 13 minutes on the track, vou

have to go to the toilet, get vourselves some
tea, e0 and get vourselves food if the can-
teens are open. For a bloke whose working
himself into the ground to keep pace with
the track these rest allowances are the only
thing that keeps you sane. 5o tt's not a tea
break strike. That’s the important thing.’

‘It isaMatigue allowance. Fwas reading an
article on Tavlorism that some Phd fellow
wrote, He was talking about the Bedoe sys-
term . Buili into the tming on the job 1y the
systern of latipue allowances. They caleu-
late on the very cold scientitic basis that the
opumum work that they can get out of
people spread over a pernied can only be
rcached it there 15 rest from fatigue. So the
rest allowances are actually part ol the
calculation in getting the maximum eftic-
ieney out of a worker.,

‘Without adeqguate breaks, the level of
absentecism nises. [t reflects itself in the
bPloke who can't get in on the Friday or the
Monday.’

‘But the company think they've got the
answer to that with the way they operate the
disciplinary scheme. Half the people i our
arcd have ot written or further warnings on
thetr necks at the moment .’

*The management are Laking the Bedoe
syslem (o ity ultimate, breaking down the
fatigue allowance calculanien by whipping
out all the old people and the sick people
and s0 on. When people come back aller
heing sick, and sign on back because they’re
fit for lighter work, they've been welhing
them. “*We've gol no work for vou, go back
on the box or take your redundancy™
Thev're irving to get nid of the old, the sick,
the disabled and just to kcep the young
pcople. With three milhon unemployed,
they don’t think they have 10 worry about
keeping people Tor a Iii‘elirne. They just
wanl the young sprinters.’

‘tt’s the law of the jungle up there. Only
the fittest survive, W you're not prepared 1o
supply the amount ol energy they need, they
gef rid of vou.’

The pensions people did a survey a couple




of weeks ago, and they reckon that in Long-
bridge there’s only two people who will
reach retiring age in the next twelve
months.’

The danger for the rest allowance strike at
the time of the interview was that only part
of the plant so far is affected — the body and
assembly lines, as opposed to the part sup-
plying engines tor Cowley.

‘Any strike can’t stand stll. it’s either got
to escalate or its going to stagnate and deter-
10rate.’

Unfortunately, it was a fortmight before
the senior stewards agreed 1o try 10 get the
other sections out.

‘At first they tried every bureaucratic
manoeuvre under the sun to prevent a reso-
lution for this going through the joint shop
stewards. Al the first meeting al the begin-
ning of the dispule we put a resolution in,
but we weren’'t allowed 1o move 1t because it
hadn't been on the table for five days. At the
second meeting, our resolution was talked
out by another raised at the meeting. At the
third meeting we found they’d moved round
to our position —two weeks too late.’

The result was that a large section of the
plant was not touched by the first two weeks
of the strike.

Demoralisation

‘In the track areas, on the body side and
the assembly side, the argument was put
successfully on the first day on the night
shift that though management weren’'t
imposing the cut in rest time on them yet,
they had to take action. The works commit-
tee advice 1o continue working normally
didn’t have much effect.

‘But in the power and train area — which
produces  engines for Cowley —there
weren’t the people there to put these argu-
ments. The easy option was taken, so they
found themselves working untif such time as
management feel the opportunity 1s there to
impose what they want.’

The strike so far had been very passive.

“The overwhelming defeat and the over-
wheiming demoralisation that came out of
the defeat on pay has had its effect on the
people who would normally be arguing for
pickeling the gates, for taking action and
activity. They just haven’t had the energy to
argue for those policies. The only people
who've actually argued for them have been
committed revolutionaries —basically the
SWP and our contacts. And we are far too
small to swing major issues like starting
picketling.

‘There’s no cars being produced, apd s¢
people have felt ‘‘why bother pickeling?”’
It’s a very passive strike.’

Yet despite this:

‘[t"s got to be pointed out that the present
strike is the fongest major strike in Long-
bridge for a good few years.’

‘It’s the longest strike [ can recall, going
back to 1953, which was the 13 week strike.’

The batile over pay in Leyland may have
joined 1981's long list of defeats and catas-
trophes. But the one day of mass picketing
and the subsequent rest break strike show
that there is 2a minority of workers prepared
to fight, despite evervthing. And that fmeans
Thatcher and Edwardes cannot expect (o
get their way for ever.

INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION SECTION

So many of the arguments in relation to
girikes now revolve around the issue of
whether H will be made officlal or not.
It was only a minority—although a
surprisingly large minority—who
accepted the argument that we go on
strike and i the officials support us
that's a bonus.

o
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Reaping a bitter harvest

In the engineers’ union

The latest batch of election results in
the AUEW contain few surprises. They
confirm the trend which was highlighted
in 1977 when Terry Duffy, until then
an unknown from Wolverhampton, beat
Bob Wright assuccessor to Hugh Scanlon.

Last vear the trend was speeded up
when Duffy stood for re-election and
romped through on a first ballot (taking
more votes than all the other candidates
combined) to putl him in the job for life.

This time round there were four
glections for places on the seven-seat
Executive Council. Again two of these
were won outright by the ‘moderates’.
Taick Whyman demolished Roger Butler,
one of the strongest Broad Left con-
tenders trom Seuthall Disirict, for the
London and Home Counties seat
(13,581 votes to 6,706). In the North
Bast Jim Murray, convenor at Vickers
and leading exponent of ‘Workers
Pians’ was hammered by George Arnold
(12,934 votes to 4, 895). The other two
EC elections for the South Wales-West
Country arecas and Midlands-North West
g0 to 2 second ballot which the right
should win comfortably.

So far,so bad. But it doesn’t get much
better. Out of a totfal of seven elections
for Divisional Organisers, four were won
outright 'in the first ballot by the right
wing —wiping out the hopes of key
Broad Left candidates Derek Robinson
and Ron Halverson in the process. To
rub salt in the wound Robinson was
beaten by Terry Duffy’s brother,
[dennis, in perhaps the most symbolic
election of the lot, The vote was 9,064
to 4,325 —another clear majority of
about two to one. Halverson went down

by 4,224 votes to 2. 874.

Curiously, the headline in the Morning
Star which reported the results read:
‘Left holds ground in AUEW poll’. Later
the article admitted, ‘the left was dis-
appointed at the iow votes declared for
accomplished candidates.. . but no left
positions were actually lost to the right’.
Ron Greenwood might need thisreporter
in Spain,

Hardening attitudes

Inside the same issue of the Star there
were three different analyses of the
election results. The first two, com-
pletely contradictory, came from Ken
Brett who topped the poil in the ‘battle’
to find & replacement for John Boyd as
generat secretary. First, he said, ‘My
emergence as the top candidate of the
poll is indicative that members appreci-
ate my record as assistant generzl
secretary for 13 years, which ihey
recognise as the necessary prerequisite
for a competent general secretary.” But
then, he went on, “The maximum effort
of all progressive members must now be
harnessed to combat the machinations
of the right wing forces and its agents in
the media to reverse the resuli of this
ballot.” Why stop now, Ken, when vou
were doing so well?

Brett, in fact, has virfually no chance
in the second ballot when the votes of
Cravin Laird (54,708) and Gerry Russell
(21,805) will combine to destroy his
first round vote of 55,143 votes.

However, the other, and much more
serions, verdict on the results came from
Derek Robinson who claimed his own

Cerek Robinson’s charges of fraud only stands up In the sense that nigh on everything John

Boyd does is fraudulent’,

LY.

defeat was the result of a ‘fraud’. He
had, he said, been ‘guaranteed” at least
7000 votes but came out with less than
5000. So what happened? Did his own
supporters exaggerate the ‘guarantees’
they could win from the members or
did 2000 votes go down the pan at
Peckham Palace?

Well, there is no shortage of evidence,
of dourse, to show that procedures for
counting ballot papers at Peckham Road
are a farce. But that, in itself is only a
minor propaganda point. A little bit of
fiddling at head office can no more
explain a set of ballot results than it can
make sense of the much more serious
defeats workers have suffered in the last
few years, at BL and clsewhere,

The ‘fraud’ charge only stands up In
the sense that nigh on everything John
Boyd does is “fraudulent’. It would be
rash to expect anything else from him.
The sacking of Derek Robinson himself
is one example. There's the Esward and
Hughes case, the regular sell-outs of
workers fighting back as at Bl., Plansee,
Laurence Scott and many more. The
censorship of Brian Kelly’s election
address. Blatant manoeuvres on amalga-
mation. Abuse of the union journal. The
bumping of Norman Atkinson. Attacks
on AUEW conference delegations, All of
these things are a “‘fraud’. But Bovd gets
away with them, despite all the gnashing
of teeth from the left, because the
balance of forces, unfortfunately, is still
i his favour. And the election resalts
show it.

The reasons why are not hard to find.
Engineers have been hit as hard as any
group of workers by redundancies, short
time working, attacks on union organis-
ation and erosion of shop stewards
power and influence. To held any
organisation together in the present
industrial climate is a monumental, up-
hill struggle —and all the pressure is on
to ‘keep the head down’.

This is notl a situation in which
militants can expect massive victories,
especially in major elections. Public
humiliation at the hands of Bovd we
need like a hole in the head. However, a
s0lid minority does exist inside enginecr-
ing, as elsewhere, which grows increas-
ingly bitter with the treachery of the
present leadership. That minority, and it
is very small even if you include all the
various factions which exist, must make
ils [ocus around every factory strugsle
which does take place.

Never 1s the difference between
left’ and ‘night’ so c¢lear than when a
group of workers are involved in struggle.
Through solidarity work in support of
disputes like Staffa Products or Laurgnce
Scott, spreading the struggle arnound the
couniry, a fighting opposition can be
rebuilt on much stronger grounds than
the electoral sands of the past.

Recent strikes at BL and at Roils
Roycee in Scotland, and a number of
smaller disputes, give much more cause
for optimism than any of the AUEW
ballots, That 1s where our future strength
lies,

John Campbell
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Are the
Tories

finished?

The government’s loss of a safe
17000 majority seat at Crosby
followed on from some bitter
criticism at the CBI conference
at the beginning of last month.
But its record 1s not simply one
of failure fro a ruling class point
of view. Dave Beecham takes a
closer look.

‘Mad Monetarism’ 15 a favounite phrase of

the Labour left, union officials in partic-
ular, 1t lets them off the hook of having to
explain what Thaitcherism is about, what the
serious aims of the Tory governmenl are
and, above all, what the employers think
they can win from the crisis.

The fact that there s an economic and
political logic 1o the government’s stralegy
and the employers’ offensive threatens any-
one who believes in reforms or parliament-
ary roads . ..or reconstructing the Labour
Party. The central amm of the employers s 1o
shift a proportion of ‘national wealth” from
wages to profits, using the economic down-
turn 1o raise the level of exploitation, so that
British capitalism is in a much sirenger posi-
tion tocompete internationally i arecovery
than 1t was during the recession of (he
rid-197(k.

The issue for the employers 15 produc-
tivity - which as Seciafisi Review observed
in September 15 a central part of the dratt
social contract, Econoinic fssies Facing
The Next Labour Government, agreed
between the TUC and the Labour Party.,

The Problem

Rut they may not get it. The problem was
well described 10 an article in the favestors
Chronicle last June:

*Anupturn is unlikely till next vear and by
then some of our shimmed-down compan-
ies will be close 1o starvation. Second,
when demand does eventually pick up
there will be considerable short-term
productivity gains for the survivors., Bul
management must then be able 1o resist
the inevitable pressures to merease wages
laster than productivity and to re-cmploy
some of the 3,000,000 plus workers who
will still be without jobs. This will be dilii-
cult. For the upturn will gquickly bring
aboul a profits bonanrza, and workers
who have been forced 1o accept low wage
increases in the recession will want 2 large
shee of the cake.”

It was this guestion  whether companies

were ‘slimmer, fitter and tauter’ 1o use the
Tory phraseotogy  (hat dominated (he
CRIMs national conference al the beginning
ol November.

The issue was no longer whether they
cotld shout loud enough for the govern-
ment 10 hear their protests about interest
rates, the Nauonal Insurance Surcharge etc.
They were discussing the tact that some
reflation of the econoemy was necessary, and
whether they could cope with the strains. In
particular had they made enough gains on
the shop Moor, in terms of conditions,
speed-upy, use of machinery and s0 on, S0
that they could either resist or ride the
pressure for higher wages when it comes?
Nol in 1981 or at the start of 1982 bul, n
their view, at the hack end ot next ycar.

Pay in 1982

One speech especially at the CBI caplured
the mood. [t was made by Ronald Utiger,
chairman of Bnonsh  Aluominiom, Tube
Imvestments managing director and somc-
thing of an unknown ‘cadre’ of the ruling
class.

The gist of his argument was as follows.
The monctarist areument has conlused eco-
nomic debate - there should now he *a grad-
e recovery not a rush™ enabling grealer
productivity and lower pay seltlements o be
built on.

Above all (he said) therce should be a
balanced recovery: Tory policy has been
knocked oft course by events in America;
seleclhive government investment in industry
is required along with action (o reduce emp-
lovers costs  rates, energy and national
insurance. ‘Simplistic arpuments’ against a
change in strategy should be rejected and 1t
should be accepted that 'some risks have to
be taken’ because "the prescnt situation has
cqually g risks - a vicious cirele.” Finally,
Ltiger moved (o his key point, the notion
that ‘anyv recovery will mean we fose controf
GVEer pay

*Think carcfully abow this argument it
15 3 danger common (O @Ry YeCovery al
any time. Are those who use this argu-
ment really saving that we have-got to
conanue in the present situation forever
in order to control pay? [ conaot believe
that this conference can aeeepn that”

There are several points 1o emerge from
this. '

The struggle at [eyvland has been just a
dress rehearsal. The real battle on wages hias
vel 10 come. The cmplovers and thus the
povernment are mast concerned aboul whal
happens in, say, 12 months time, when they

think unemployvment will not be working as
cffectively Lo Mmghten workers into submis-
S10MN.

Secondly, the intelligent ruling class view
is that ‘pure’ monetarist policies have had i,
There has to be state intervention: the econ-
omy ‘is not a sireet-market’ (o quote the
chairman of Dunlop).

Next: they are very worricd about a sud-
den upturn. They do noi believe they can
control it. They arc also concerned abhout
alicnating the union bureaucracy too much,
especially with any big new Icgal attack on
the unions. On the other hand they are
aware that controthng militants will be very
hard in any upturn. So thev arc seeking
changes which, ideally, allow rhesr to
choose the battle pround (as with the
Employment Act) and which enabfe cmp-
lovers 1o take the offensive.

Hence the hikely move, for example, (o
legalise victimisation by making it lawiul to
select strike leaders for the sack. The move
1o permit employers to sue unions for civil
damages would be in the same vein, The big
emplovers do ner want (o 1ackie the closed
shop head on, nor do they want (o make
agreements  legally binding. Both  these
moves maght bring them up against their
ultimate allies, the union burcaucracy.

Productivity Offensive

Behind all these hopes, fears and desires lies
the main issue - productivity, and in partic-
ular whether the employers can gel more out
ol workers in the same, or shorter, time;
whether they can run thetr expensive mach-
inery maore  continuously, for  longer
periods, in order to compete with their inter-
national rivals. They have overall problems,
but i individual cases there has been a
highly successtul offensive: in companies
like Rolls-Royee, Perkins Enwines, and
paris ol GKN.

The battles the employers are really con-
cerned about also show thewr prionities, The
mportance of the Longbridge relaxation
time dispute has not been that ic’s Leyland
macho management out to ‘get the unmons’,
but that 11’y symbolic of the current offens-
tve that compames want to claw back time
and wan! 10 intensify work, because il they
don’t do it now thev will lose the opponun-
Iy,

The strategy of the more intetligent emypp-
lovers faced with cuts in the working week
to 39 hours has, therelore, been 1o use 1L (O
bring in wider chanpes: a new shift system,
elimination of breaks with machines run
connnuously, changes to machine manning,
even wholesale moves 10 completely new
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working systems and new bonus schemes
with cuts in hours beyond 39 a week, se long
as workers can be made to work more effic-
iently,

At the same time, and on a much wider
scale, there has been non-replacement, cuts
in numbers of indirect workers, introduc-
tion of self-supervision, eliminaton of staff
back-up, introduction of VDUs onto the
shopfloor etc.

Some of these changes, unlike the BL
stick-wielding approach, have been quite
cunning: for example, the moves at Rolls-
Royce and elsewhere 10 a 4:-day week,
with a half-day Friday, in return lor longer
shifts on the other four days and the fact
that maintenance is no longer done at week-
end overtime rates.

Enter The Social Democrats

How far is the of fensive down to the Tones?
The employers themselves are divided on
this. This year’s CBl conference witnessed a
real break with slavish devotion to the Con-
servative Party.

Instead of a pep Lalk from a Tory minis-
‘ter, they had a panel of speakers, with the
Tories in a minority. The most quoted polit -
ician at the rostrum was Shirley Willhams,
Favourable references to Tory poelicy which
two vears ago would have got wild cheers
were now greeted with a stony silence, or a
contrived nipple of apptause. Indeed when
one speaker referred to the Thatcher gov-
ernment having given back Lo management
the right 1o manage, there were a dozen dele-
gates desperately applauding to make it
appear the CBI backed the hard-line strat-
egy. In contrast a resolution calling for a
nationa! plan to help school-leavers was
passed by 210 1.

Nevertheless it does not appear that the
Tories have forfeited the support of busi-
ness —~despite having done more to harm
British capitalism in some senses than Tony
Benn could hope to do.

A recent Sundav Times article, which
reported that Leslie Murphy, merchant
banker and sometime Labour ¢chairman ot
the National Enterprise Board, was whip-
ping up boardroom support for the SDP,
rather emphasised the fack of a break bet-
aween companties and the Tories. Not asingle
company was mentioned as financing the
SDP, though several amonymous individ-
uals were prnnuuﬁﬁed ‘sympathetic’.

This 15 not really very surprising. For a
start the Tories have deeply infiltrated the
places where these decisions are made.
Secondly, these people fear the unknown.

Lord Welnstock

Thirdly, they think there 15 more to be got by
nudging the Tones into policies they
approve of —especially now that the Tories
must be nearly as frightened of the Social
Democrai/Liberal Ailliance as Labour 1s.

But though the CBI conference did nol
overtly ‘break’ with (he Tories, it marked a
major switch in emphasis. For the tirst time
in fifty vears there is a real alternative rufing
clgss party, untainted by any messy assocla-
tions with union votes which put its collab-
oration in doubt.,

The Problem Of Cadre

The existence of the alternative gives the

centre Of the Tory Party and the mainstream.

of the CBI a much greater authority. It
means that therei1s a much greater chance of
the ‘moderate’ Conservative policies win-
ning through in the latier pari of the govern-
ment's term of office. What the employers
do not have, however, is any great confid-
encc in their ability 1o deliver the goods.
There 1s a problem of cadre.

One of the striking things about the cel-
lechion of semor managers and direclors
that makes up the CBI conference is their
age groups. There are a few youngsters, who
do not figure in the major policymaking;
there is a large *middle-group’ conlent to go
along with the mood for the most part {one
year ‘bash the unions’ - the next year ‘help
the unemploved’); and there 15 a third
group, almost entirely at the top table.

These men are over 55, and by and large
over 60, They represent an age-group which
grew into posilions of authority beginning
with the last war - in most cases because
they were trained 1n the state machine —the
bureaucracy, the services, arms manufac-
ture, the government scientific establish-
ment. They are a very sirong, forceful and
relatively homogenecus group, which Lakes
m a good section of the ruling class intelli-
zentsia, the economic establishment etc.

But their feehng 15 one of weakness.,
There is no sigh of any #ew group —what
other reason can there be for someone as
basically insignificant as Michael Edwardes
exerting such an influcnce.

[tisstriking how old the senior men of the
CRBI and industry are, and how there 15 a
void of talent beneath them. The replace-
ment for Sir John Methven, Sir Terence
Beckett, almost immediately fell 1lf. He in
turn was ‘replaced’ by a stop-gap ‘emingnce
grisc’, Sir Arthur Knight, the retired chair-
man of Courtaulds and the NEB. All the
kevnote specches at the CBI's conferences
are made by men near or beyond retirement
age.

Worse still {(for them) is the realisation
that the last greal restructurimg of a major
plece of British private capitalism was at
GEC inthe 1960k, The success on that occa-
sion depended not on one man, Weinstock,
but on a team of between a dozen and
twenty senior managers who all had the
same appreach, and the same training,
Today the restructing of cructal sectors of
(state owned)eapital, British Steel and Brit-
ish Shipbuilders, depends on single Hercul-
ean figures imporled by Thatcher —in these
cases MacGregor and Atkinson.

These are rather subjective standards by
which to judge the ruling class. They are
nevertheless their standards. Their theme is

Sir John Methven and Sir Norman Beckett:
former director generals of the CBI

international  compelitivencss —and  they
are comptting against ruling classes either
with a4 new, emergent, generation of cadres,
aor with a system that actually provides lor
the movement of the top business cadre
between the state and private indusiry {the
former includes Germany, France, the LS;
the latter, Japan).

The Tories Can Win, If ...

lt 1s very important for us to realise that
there 15 4 senous ruling class strategy con-
taitted in Tory policies. Some of thelr mis-
takes - over interest rates, the value of the
pound, inflation —were parily a result of
their ideclogy, but only partly. In reality,
they have been ‘blown off course’™ (as
Harold Wilson once claimed he was) by
international events. You can't really have
pure monetarism in ¢ne couniry, any more
than you can have Bennism - unless you
have a ruthless dictalor at the same time.

All the same despite the Tories’ mistakes,
they move into 1982 with the following
advantages. They have reached I million
unemployed without a major sustained pro-
test. They have cul real pay without very
much resistance. State owned industries —
BL., Rolls Royee, British Aerospace, British
Steel, British Shipbutlders — are being suc-
cesstully rationalised with relatively little
opposition 50 tar. They have been able to
retreal from dangerous confrontations with
the miners, dockers, firemen ete and have
gained bhackdoor concesstons, while at the
saumc time clobbering the weaker sechions —
haspital workers and civil servants. They
have forced 2 lot of companies into a posi-
non where  fhey have had to rationalise.
They have succeeded in shifting the balance
of power for the time being, and may yer
suceeed 1o shifting it further with the new
Tchbit Bill.

But they have not crushed workers. The
emplovers have only been able 1o get some
productivily immprovement in some factor-
ics. They have had to rely on (rade union
o licialdom to get them off the hook on
half-a-dozcn separate oceasions, They are
internationaliy wcak.

The fact remainys that Thatcher still has
IwQ years Lo an clection (a vear if she
chooses the spring of 1983 which is possible)
and is faced with a Eabour *opposition” that
seems already to have conceded the battle —
cspecially the lefl, who don’t quite know
where the batile is. That is a preity good
position 1o be in, with the devastation that
the Tories have presided over, and 1o a
degree actively cncouraged.

And what couldn’t they do with another
five years?
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‘Away in a manger, no crib for his
bed, |
*The little Lord Jesus laid down his
sweet head.”

Thus a famous Christmas carel, and
it is important to remember that there
lies an ancient religious core behind the
orgy of commercial exploitation, the
rituals of gluttony and drunkenness,
the statistical rise in marriage break-
downs, and everything else we are about
to endure. Whether the Nativity ot Jesus
Christ 18 the final cause ol modem
celebration or merely a convenient
excuse for the collapse of some of the
more objectionable of our social con-
straints, it is one of the few occasions
an which modern British socialists have
their attention drawn to the problems
posed by religious belief,

It is therefore worthwhile asking
what we know aboutl the origins and
history of what is still today the official
religion of the British state. For a long
time any such inquiry was an enferprise
fraught with extreme dangers. Church
and state topether offered extreme dis-
couragements. Torture and murder
awaited believers who differed from the
egtablished churches merely on points
of doctrine, let alone for those who
guestioned orthodoxy in its entirety.

The rise of modern capitalism, how-
ever, needed a vast expansiov of scien-
tific enquiry. It became increasingly
difficult to siop the procedures devel-
oped to aid profitable activities such as
navigation from spilling over into the
investigation of Christianity itself.

There were still attempts to resist
this process. Shelley was expelled from
Oxford University in 1812 for writing
The necessity of atheism, And when
Brunco Bauer tried to write a critical
history of Christianify in 1840, he was
immediately expelled from his profes-
sorship in theolopy at Bonn University,
Eventually, however, resistance became
a hopeless task, and by 1862 the Angh-
can Bishop Colenso could publish his
view that the Book of Genesis could
not be taken as literal history,

Our main source for the origins of
Christianity is the Bible. Since this is
the work of self-confessed propagandists,
it would be very uselul {o find some
independent evidence. If we could find
in the records of the time some infor-
mation about Jesus or about his teach-

origins of
Christianity

ing, from a writer not influenced by
Christianity, then we could give that a
great deal more weight than the works
of those who had an axe to grind .

But such sources are hard to find.
As Gibbon ironically remarked two
hundred vears ago:

‘During the age of Christ, of his
apostles, and of their first disciples,
the doctrine which they preached
was confirmed by inntumerable prodi-
giegs. The lame walked, the blind saw,
the sick were healed, the dead were
raised, demons were expelled, and
the laws of nature were frequently
suspended for the benefit of the
church. But the sages of Greece and
Rome turned aside from the awful
spectacle, and, pursuing the ordinary
occupations of life and study,
appedred unconscious of any alter-
ations 1n the moral or physical
government ot the world.

‘Under the reign of Tiberius, the
whole earth, or at least a celebrated
province of the Roman Empire, was
involved In a preternatural darkness
of three hours. Even this miracuious
event, which ought to have excited
the wonder, the cunosity, and the
devotion of mankind, passed without
natice 1 an age of science and
history. It happened during the life-
time of Seneca and the elder Pliny,
who must have experienced the
immediate effects. Each of these
philosophers, 1n a laborious work,
has recorded all the great phenomena
of nature, earthquakes, meteors,
comets and eclipses, which his in-
defatigable curiosity could collect,
Both the one and the other have
omitted to mention the greatest
phenomenon to which the mortal
eye has been wilness since the
creation of the globe.”

Some non-Christian sources do con-
tain evidence. The writings of the first
century historian Josephus speak directly
of Jesus. He wrote:

‘Wow about this time there arose
Jesus, a wise man, if indeed he may
he called a4 man. For he was a doer
atf marvellous acts, a teacher of such
men as receive the trath with delight.
And he won over to himself many
Jews and many also of the Greek

.y
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nation. He was the Christ. And when
on the indictment of the principal
men amaong us Pilate had sentenced
him to the cross, those who before
had loved him did not cease to do so.
For he appeared to them on the third
day alive again, the divinely inspired
prophets having foretold these and
ten thousand other wonderful things
concerning him. And until now the
race of Chrislians, so named from
him, is not extinct.’

But Josephus was an educated and
arthodox Jewish priest, and his work
was largely concerned to record Jewish

history after the community in Palestine

-had been shattercd by the Romins in

the wvear 70. Faced with the above
passage, which clearly states that Jesus
had the atiributes of a god, we have a
problem. For a strict monotheist {o call
Jesus 2 god was a horrible blasphemy
against Jehovah., Further, if Josephus
recognised Jesus as a god, and one who
futfilled the prophectes of Judaism af
that, then why should the remainder of
the book not be marked by this momen-
tous discovery? '
One explanation, favoured by many
Christians until very recently, would be
that Josephus shared with the Jewish
people in general a4 malignant rejection
of the truth of Christianity explicable
only in terms of some inherent vile-
ness. !
Fortunately, there is 3 more rational
explanation of the passage. We know,
from Chrisiian sources, that the copes
of Josephus circulating in the third!
century did not contain this passage
bul that those of the fourth century
did. The passage 15 lherefore what
scholars would call 2 ‘later Chrishian
interpretation’: plain people like us
would call it a blatant forgery. '
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This sort of thing pervades the study
of the whole question. Quite apart
from the accidental ravages of time, the
evidence has been doctored time and
again. It is therefore very difficult to
prove, from non-Christian sources, the
historical existence of Jesus, Contem-
porary opinion seems to be prepared to
accept at least the probabitity of his
existence, but can say very little more.

The fact of Jesus's existence, how-
ever, is of minor importance, since what
is at stake is the nature of his teaching

and the question of his relationship to
god. For this, we have to turn ta Chris-
tian writings today called the New
Testament. But these cannot solve the
problem either, since we know, for
certain, the following things about them:

— they were collected long after the
events they describe.

— they were written long after the
events they describe and are not the
works of their traditional authors,

— they contain demonstrable errors.

— they contain two different funda-
mentally contradictory accounts of
Jesus.

Let us look at these remarkable facts
in turn.

We know from Christian sources that
there were a mass of documents circu-
lating in the first two centuries after the
life of Jesus. It is not untii 180 that
Iranaeus, bishop of Lyon, starts to argue
that there are four gospels, and anly four,
which deserve to be taken serniously.
These now form the ones in our bibles
and are called the ‘canonical’ gospels.
Some of the others are collected in the
‘Apocrypha’ and are accorded no serious
status by modern Christianity, The
principles as to what should be kept in
the canon and what left out was taken
by interested parties more than a
century after the formation of the
early Christian church,

We can say with a fair degree of
certainty that the canonical gospels,
Matthew, Mark, Luke and John, were
composed in the period between roughly
70 and 150. They are not, therefore,
contemporary records of the events
they claim to recount word for word,
but are the product of the eariy Chris-
tian church,

Matthew Mark.and Luke are known
as the ‘synoptic® gospels, because they
contain a preat deal of common material,
often the same down to the phrasing,
which means that they must have had a
common source, now lost, Matthew and
Mark have additiona! material in com-
mon, again probably from a lost soutce,

The gospel of John is quite different,
both in the story it tells and in the
phiiosophy underlying it, and so must
have been written independently. Of the
four, the original version of Mark is
probably the earliest, but has been
much altered since.

We find some obvious errors if we
look at the content of these works.
Luke, for instance, claims that the
home town of Jesus was Nazareth but
that he was born 1n Bethlehem.
Matthew, more simply, just gives

Bethlehem as point of origin, Luke tells
a nice little story to fit his two towns
together: that Jesus's family lived in
Nazareth, but had to move to
Bethiehem, the home of their ancestors,
for the purposes of a Roman census,
But there is no record of the existence
of the town of Nuz.reth before the
third century, when it was site of
Christian pilerimage. And, still more
damning, the vast and cosmopolitan
Roman Empire did not require its
subjects to return to the home of their
ancestors for the purposes of a census,

In fact, the probability 15 that the
location ‘Nazareth’ is the result of a
process of corrupuion by which the
name Nazarene, applied to a Jewish
scct of the time, was misinterpreted as
referring to a place,

‘Even the most elementary
study of the gospels
reveals that there are two
quite different bodies
of doctrine present

within them.’

e

[t is epen to a Christian to reply that
all of this is true, as it is, but that 1t
tells us only that the gospels are unreli-
ablg as evidence, have only the status of
heresay, are much corrupted and
contain minor errors. What matters is
their substantial teachings, which could
still be true despite the fallibility of
human transmitters.

Unfortunately . this line of argument
is a disastrous one for Christiarily. For,
gven the most elementary study of the
gospels reveals that there are two quite
different bodies of doctrine present
within them.

Take the simple, but vital, guesiion
of the antecedents of Jesus. Matthew
and Luke alone give an account of
Jesus’s family tree, although they difter
as to who exactly begat whom. But
they both also retail the story of the
virgin birth which renders all ot those
antique Jewish erections quite meamng-
less, since Joseph had nothing whatso-
ever to do with the conception of
Jesus, Despite this, Luke, for example,
repeatediy refers to Joseph as the
‘father’ of Jesus and to Joseph and Mary
as his ‘parents’,

John tells quite a different story.
For him, there 1s no messing about
either with elaborate gencalogies or
virgin hirths. The ‘word’ has always
existed, and it descended on Jesus when
John the Baptist saw the dove fly out of
heaven.

The later hooks do not help us much
either. Revelalions, for exampile, has
very little to say zbout Jesus and is
mainly c¢oncerned with an imaginative

account of the fall of the Roman
Empire. Paul, on the other hand,
occaslonally mentions Jesus but shows
no knowledge or interest in his life and
teaching, claiming to have gained his
own Insights by direct revelation.

If we return to the question of the
birth of Jesus, we find the key to these
two distincl traditions. The lineage of
the house of David is important, indeed
vital, to the Jewish tradition of pro-
phecy, in which the Messiah had to ful-
fill a number ot conditions. The virgin
birth, on the other hand, relates to a
philosophical tradition, partly of Greek
origin, which looked to a divine being
for salvatinn, The Jewish Messiah was a
man; the ‘Word made flesh” was a god.

The deience of their local god,
Jehovah, was, for the lJewish massrs,
one of the ways inn which they struggled
aeainst the burdens imposed by local
rulers who made deals with foreign
masters,

The traditions were guile different,
The Jewish tradition was not remark-
able in being monotheistic; that was
quite common in the ancient world. It
was remarkable in being a popular
monatheism,

The geographical posilion of Palestine
meant that it had always been part of
the border country between the great
despotisms of antiquity, and so iis
population had never been crushed in
the way that the pecples of the valleys
of the Nile or the Euphrates were, An
independent state had stuttered along,
allying itself with this or that empire as
the chance came,

The Jewish tradition was thus one of
popular revolution, Time and again 1t
proved the rallying point for the revolt
of the masses, Its Messiah was very much
of this world, smiting kings and oppres-
sors, and ushering in a milleninm of real
material benefits tor the people.

Faced with the coming of the greatest
of the emipires, the Romans, this tradi-
tion boiled on. Between 66 and 70, it
led to a great revolt, culminating in a
heroic defence of Jerusalem against the
legions of Titus and a f{inal suicidal
defence of Masada on the Dead Sea. The
Jewish  JFesus, along with John the

Baptist and many others, was one of the .

otrganisers of this tradition. The *Hosan-
nzhs’ with which he was welcomed to
Jerusalem originally meant ‘free us’.

The divine Jesus was quite another

matter. His enemy was not thc Romans
but death. His kingdom was not af this
world. He preached salvation in another
and better worid.

For this other tradition, slavery and
oppression were light matters to be borne
patiently in the hope of salvation and
resurrection. This was not a tradition of
revolt but of acceptance. 1t was the
religion ol those who had been crushed
by the chains of a slave empire and wha
had no will left to fight back with the
sword against their conguerors, [ was a
tradition which compromised wilh this
world and 1ts powers, and which made
no distinection between slave and master,
rich and poor, an the road to salvation,
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At the formal level, these two tra-
ditions were irreconcilable. Generations
of atheists have amused themselves
pointing out the two threads In the
bible. And pgenerations of Christians
have laboured in vain to reconcile these
apposites. We cannot say with certainty
which represented the actual teaching of
Jesus, but all of the weight of probability
points to the Jewish Fesus of revolt. The
divine Jesus is a later addition hy people
who had neither the courage nor the
opportunity to carry through the teach-
ings of a revolutionary.

In its historical context the matter is
relatively simply resolved, The teaching
of the Jewish Jesus was part of the great
wave of anti-Roman agitation which
originated in Palestine but spread,
through the Jewish communities of the
Mediterranean cities, to the poor of the
Roman Empire prior to the great rising
of 66. After the crushing of that revelt,
and just at the time our gospels were
starting to take shape, that teaching was
moadified to take account of new con-
ditions, this time of despair rather than
of hope.

A vital part of this process was to
break away from the Judaic tradition,
Consider what the Law meant, not as 4
set of formal rules, but as a social pro-
gramme in a slave empire, A compul-
sory day of rest for everybody 15 a
concrete slogan for a siave. A prohibition
on usuty is a revolutionary slogan for a
poor peasant labouring in debt. The
code we find teday in Deutercnomy
and regard as mere ritnal was, in classical
antiquity, a set of ideas which led the
mind of slave and slave-owner alike to
thoughts of revolution, Apgainst that
tradition, the developing Christian chiurch
doctored the records, and imported a
new and different tradition in which the
law was nothmg,

The composite which emerged had
very little that was original.

From existing Jewish prayersat com-
piled what we know today as The
Lord’s Praver. From existing Jewish
teaching it cormnpiled what we know to-
day as The Sermon on the Mount. From
pagan tradition it took the communal
meal of wine and bread which we know
taday as Holy Communpion. From the
Samaritans it tock the pnotion of the
Holy Spirit as a dove. From the Syrtan
Adonis, the Phrygian Attis, the Greek
Dionysius, the Fgyptian Osins and the
Persian Mithras, it {ook the common
idea of the virgin bhirth. From these
religions, too, it took the ideas of the
death of the god and his resurrection, of
imrmortality and of the god’s birth at
the winter solstice. Even the symbol of
the cross came from the worship of
Qsiris,

In all of these borrowings there was
little unique about the new church, For
an empire which lined the Appman way
from Rome to Naples with crucified
slaves  after the suppression of the
Spartacus revol! there was little to note
in one more such incident,

But one borrowing was crucial. The
popular nature of Judaism had given it

an organisational form quite different
from the formal cults of official religion.
Christianity took over this vital ingre-
dient and thus changed itself from a
transitory cult to a permanent church,

At first, this church was a very demo-
cratic one, without hierarchy and with-
out even doctrinal agreement. Many of
the documents which are today studied
as sacred texts were originally written
in early faction fights.

Social conditions in  the
Empire were favourable to the growth
of relipion, The Roman Empire had
turned the Mediterranean world into a
vast prison camp ruled by a single
despot. For those prevented by terror
from any part in the things of this
world —especially the slaves but aiso the
free women -- the idea of another world

was a powerful one. As the ¢church grew,

it attracted wealth and, with if, a
hierarchy. Onto iis stubborn organis-
ation, the c¢hurch grafted a stable
bureaucracy. :

As the wvast Fmpire decayed from
within, ruined by its own success, the
church became more and more the soie
reliable organisation. While it grew, it
remained 3 minority religion, largely
urban in character: our very word
‘pagan’ originally meant ‘country dwel-
ler’.

f—y
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But the church moved further and
further towards paganism, too. The
doctrine of the trinity, over which
much blood and ink were shed, con-
ceded the point of polytheism to the
ancient mysteries. The cult of the Virgin
conceded the point of the mother god-
dess. The transformation of local gods
into saints conc¢luded the adaptation.
Soon idols were admitted to the church
in the form of images and holy relics,

Thus a chur.-i vhich had heen born
in revolt and which had survived inter-
mittent persecution came o conquer

Roman .

W

the Roman Empire, In 317, the emperor
Constantine, battling against rival candi-
dates, adopted Christianity, although he
postponed his baptism to just before his
death. Although it was to be more than
sixty vears before the Chnstians got
their way and were officially allowed to
persecture non-believers, the church was
now effectively part of the state and its
future was assured.

But we might ask who had conquered
whom? In 366 there was a conflict over
the succession to the seat of Peter
between Damasus and Ursinus, Damasus
became Poape by the simple expedient
of hiring gladiators; 137 dead bodies
were counted in the cathedral after his
victaory. And over what were they
fighting? The crown with which Damasus
was awarded was the crown of the
ancient priests of Jove, and the chair
upon which he sat was the holy chair
of Mithras.

There. is nothing in the record of
Christianity to differentiate it from
any other religion. Even in its early
history, it meant many different things
to many different people. Since then,
the same form has stretched even further
to fit new times and new needs, At
times the face of the other world has
beenn the excuse for inaction in this
world. At other times the original
revolutionary impulse has been re-
born in millenial movements struggling
for freedom.

In all its forms it answers to the needs
of men and women burdened and
heavily laden. It gives them an ideal of
happiness which is not present on this
earth.

To end with a famous quotation:

‘Religious suffering is at the sume

time an expression of real suffering

and a protest against real suffering.

Religion is the sigh of the oppressed

creature, the heart of heartless world

and the soul of soulless circumstances.,

It 15 the opium of the people.”

Colin Sparks
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Why I'm Joining
the Labour Party

Tariq Ali

For a long time Tariq Ali was
probably Britain’s best known
revolutionary. Now he has
decided to leave the
International marxist Group
and apply for membership of the
Labour Party. Here he argues
with us that his decision is a
correct one—and Pete Goodwin
and Chris Harman reply,
restating our case for building
an indcpendent, revolutionary

party.

‘Neither 1o laugh norto cry, but to under-
stand’ {(Spinoza)

In a letier (o Fhe Guardien (23 November
1981) Chris Harpran suggests that by joining
the Fabour Pariv | am abandoning Marx-
ism and repudiating the core of my remarks
made during the ‘debate of thesdecade,” If
this were true then, of course, there would
be no point in argument. | could be casily
denounced as another in the long line of
Fevisionislg, social-traitors, renegades, ete,
and that would he that. But Cheris Harman 1s
fullv aware that matlers are not so simplc.

When | first came to Britain in the mid-

sixtios one of the Tirst lelt papers that |
tound being thrust down my neck was
L abionr Worker (if 1 recall correct the seller
wus lan Birchall) which was Littered with
articles bearing the signature X or Y or 7.
with the Constituency Labour Party they
belonged 1o mennoned in brackets.,

Trie that was a long time ago and we have
seen many chanees since that time. One of
these iy that the far lett s stronger than i
was. Bul are we guatitgtivefv in a different
league?

| think not. I-ven it all the lar-eft groups
were united they would sull not be as strong
(especiallvinerms ol @ proletarian cadre} as
was Lhe Communist Party of the twenties,

The point T am trying 1o make is the lol-
lowing: we are conironted with a crucial
strategic choice today and if the wrong deci-
sion by made (as it was at the recent SWP
conference) then there s a real danger of
polation, reintorcement of a ghetto menial-
ity and objective pressures in the direchon
of becoming a seet,

| have alwavs heen in lavour of a strong
collabortion with the SWIP and its prede-
cessor and e attitude has not changed
because T have lelt the IMGL 1t remains the
ST,

The debate between us revolves round
analvaing  the important  developments
taking place in British politics.

Seaciadist Review as well as other journals
on the left tindluding the Labour lett)
tennded 1o dismiss the Tormation of the SR

as dan irrelevance. In *Gang show on the
road?’, vou retused 1o aceept the challenge
heing posed 1o 1he traditional bureaucratic

ieadership of the Labour Party. You wrole:

The apparently impressive showing for
the centre party in opinion palls is almost
certainty not going to be translated into
any electoral success. Just ask the simple
questien: can Jenkins or Williams stand
anywhere against sitting Labour MPs and
win seats? The answer mus! be len-10-one
against success for them,

The string of SDP successes n local elec-
tions in Labour strongholds is an ominous
pointer in another direction. You subse-
quently corrected your misestimate and the
last issuc of SR accurately described the
class character of the SDP. It should have
made an additional point, namely, that the
SDP electorate has a multi-class characier.
Unfortunately it has recelved tens of thous-
ands of working class voles. In reality whal
is taking place is the emergence of a purely
bourgeois alternative to the Toncs.

1t is the defection of a representative layer
of the lLabour right to form the 5D¥ that
confronts the labour movement with 1ts
most severe crisis since the thirties. The tra-
ditional leadership is assailed from the night
by the SDP and their supporters in the Par-
liamentary Labour Party, and from the left
bv a rank-and-file led by Tony Benn.

This crisis won'’t BFlow over guickly. 1t has
deep roots in British capitalism’s paralytic
disorders and the prolonged experience of
the Wilson-Callaghan Labour govern-
ments. What is really Laking place is that the
entire tradition of Labourism s being catled
into question on the lelt as well as the right.
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The C-I;aracler Of Bennism

Many of the points made in Socialiss
Review's special 1ssue on Bennism i July
arc uncontroversial, But you are wrong in
relation to the likely impact of a Bennite
programme on the ruling class.

The central charactenistie of Bennism is
thai, while it 1s undoubtedly a ieft-reTormist
current, it Is #od at the present tme an
gxpression of the left bureaucracy of the
Lahour movement. The hysleria which
grected Benn's decision to stand as a depuaty
lcader from fefr bureaucrats is well-known.

What this crucially important fact indi-
cates 1y that the movement can either
continue 1o move leftwards or become a lef
cover for the burcaucracy and & future
Labour government. [n my opimon the
activity of socialists 1s nol unimportant n
determiming the direction such a movement
rakes.

Lett programmes can be anathema 10 the
dominant sections of the ruling class with-
out playing a reactionary role at any given
moment in the class struggle. The Benmnite
programme possesses both these features.

The Bennite programme is lett reformisl
in its aims and methods: it does nol involve
the cxpropriation of the capitalist class or
the replacement of the capitalist state by a
projetarian one. Conseguently Hs slralegic
methods are rooted unambiguously on the
grounds of (he bourgeois legal and parlia-
mentary order. The apex of Bennism is
legislative action by a l.abour government
backed by strong popular support and
implemented by the stale bureaucracy under
mass pressure through the established legal-
constitutional methods.

At the same time, Benn's programme of
reforms will mect ficree resistance from the
capitalist ¢lass and its state bureaucracy,
partly because of the socin-political content
ol the measures themselves —which would
hit sections ol the capitalist ¢lass - and more
importantly becauscotthe popularpolitcal
impact of Bennism which could throw up
powerful working class currents on the lett
and throw the bourgeaisie on the defensive.
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1t is the closed and oligarchic character of
the British state that makes Benn's radical-
democratic reforms of  the  apparatus
cxtremely lrightening for the ruling class.
Abolition of the House of [ords would cer-
tainly not cure uncmployment (Denis
Healey often makes this point!), but 1
would weaken the undemocratic bourgeois
system of political domination and weaken
the system of patronage which has served
both the bourgeoisic and the labour bureau-
cracy S0 well over the past six decades.

The Bennile movement 1s a cirentl in
ferment, wide open 10 Serous Program-
matic and strateeic discussion and, in gen-
eral, in lavour of allances with extra-
parliamentary forces. At the same tme it
takes the battle nside the [abour Party very
seriously and has little sympathy tor ultra-
left or anarcho-syndicahist ideas.

Benn's support for measures ot rank-
and-file democracy inihated hy the Cam-
paign for Democracy n the Labour Party
was of key importance in helping to push
through the reforms inside the party. His.
opposition 1o the right-wing pohicies of pre-
vious [abour governments (as Paul Fool
has pointed out in Sociafist Worker he has
moved closer to o view on that particualar
question since the ‘debate of the decade’)
and his vigorous championing of confer-
ence decisions has erealed 4 new situation
insidle the Labour movenwent.

The size of Benn's meetings in right-wing
Labour strongholds like Newcastle and
{eeds during the deputy leadership was
incredible. Neither the Vietham Solidarity
Campaign nar the Anti-Nazi League had
meetings of that size in provingial centres.
Two thousand in Newcastle and four thous-
and in [eeds turned up to hear Benn despite
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the most horrendous campaign ol press and
media villification. The bulk of them were
active trade unionists. Many had nol been to
a political meeting for decades.

11 1s perhaps difficult for some 10 accepl
the facl that a pohucal (endency inside the
Labour Party can be reforanst without
being burearcratic. The key to this iesin the
fact that the great bulk of the poelitically
conscious and advanced workers in Britain
today are also reforrist 1in their outlook.
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This makes it possible for a reformist pol-
itical tendency (o remain closely inked to
the advanced workers in the present phase
of working class development, 10 cxpress
their aspirations and raise their level of
struggle, without breaking with an overail
reformist programme. In the long run, of
course, such a combination would become
impossible. What is more it needs o be
stressed that Bennism has become a mass
political force by firing at the nght rather
than the left, drawing wide new layers into
the struggle for socialism and galvanising
the base of the Labour Party.

[1 is true that in periods of opposition the
bureaucracy as & whele traditionally shilts
10 ‘the left” in order (o repair damaged links
with the base and to revitalise the old elec-
toral machine for a new drive Lo win the next
clection. A key clement of these lelt
manoeuvres ts that they have never mvolved
(rving 1o actually unscat the night in the PLP
and the leadership. The right tolerates this
verbal leftism in order to ensure that Phasc
Two of the manocuvre can work. Phase
Two occurs as the next election approaches.
Left and right miraculously unite around an
clection manifesio with left phraseclogy
and a battery of escapc clauses which de
Sfacto give it a rightist substance.

This first ‘compromise’ is nccessary tor
the party’s electoral unity and it leads 1o the
second ‘compromise” once 1.abour has won
the elevtion: a compromise between the
right wing leadcrs and the stale burcau-
cracy. The game then starts again.

This time, however, hc burgcaucratic
dance has been less sure-footed. The key
problem Benn poses tor the left burcaucracy
is that he threatens (o break up this dance.
Bennism threatens 1o replace a lefl
manocuvre (0 restore the rightist leader-
ship’s authority with a left opposition to
that leadership —an opposition going right
through the next election and blasting away
from Day One ot a new Labour governmennt
or a new coalition which might attract the
PI.P right wing.

There is an important difference berween
Benn and previous leaders of the Labour
left. In terms of a closer relation to Marxism
both Bevan and Cripps were lar more 1o the
lef1. Cripps’ pronouncements in the thirtes
were far more radheal than anything Benn
has so far said. Bevan was a genuine work-
ing-class leader, who in his carly days reflce-
ted an intransigence in defending the
struggdes of his class. The trajectory of both

Cripps and Bevan was from left (o right.
Cripps became the exponenl of awsterity
measures; Bevan deserted unilateralism and
became a paid performer at Beaverbrook's
house partics i the country.

Benn has been radicalised through his
experience in office. He has moved from the
centreright 1o the left and the.evolution is by
no means complete. He has understood that
Labour’s only senous electoral chance lies
in lurning the entire organisation into a
gigantic lever of popular pohtical mobihs-
ations, championing the causes of all sectors
of the oppressed and offering a governmen-
tal perspective of real change.

The rapidly changing political map of
Britain 15, of course, a reflection ol the
social and economic vrisis. 1 would under-
stand the SWP position much more if they
had failed to see (he setbacks suffered by the
working class since 1974, But, in my opin-
ion, the SWP's estimate of the level of con-
selousness and combativity inside the work-
ing class is far more accurate than that of

other groups on the left. That is why the atu-
tude to the Labour Party is puzzhng and can
enly appear to be a question ot defending
the SWEP’s own apparatus.

The dialectic is of partal conguests: 115
better t0 keep whal we’ve got rather than
risk losing 1t lor something bigger of which
we are not so sure. The current approach
seems (0 be a combination of ‘the worse
things get the better and ‘don’'t be contami-
natcd by the Labour left, but bulld the
SWP. Yor an organisation which has, in the
past, derided such an approach this is not
suffiient.

| am still confident that as the crisis con-
tinues 1o reshape Brinsh polites (in particu-
lar after the next elections) the SWP will
change its orientation and perceive the
crucial imporiance of developments in the
1.abour Party in repoliticising the most
advanced lavers ot the working class. Then
a noew form of socialist umiey will scem the
nevitable choice.

Tarig Al

Why you are wrong

Chris Harman and Pete Goodwin

Tarig's argument for joiming the Labour
Party rests on an analysis ‘of important
developments in British politics.” We think
the argument 1s wrong.

First. because there are some serous
Haws in Tariq's analysis of current political
developments.

Second, and morc fundamentally.
because even it he were right on every point
about current developments. that sull
leaves a yawning gap at the end of his
argument. |

We will start with current developments.
Tanig makes a lot of the growth ol the SDP.
Of course he is right that carher this year we
grossly  understimated their  electoral
prospects. Now, after Wamngton,
Croydon, Crosby, and a host of council
by-glections, we are more than ready to cat
humble pie. Tarig s right that the SDP does
pose a desperately serious electoral threat
to Labour.

But he is wrong about the Tukely
consequences of this for Labour. He (and.
he claims. Tony Benn) ‘understand thart
[.abhour’s only scrious electoral chance lies
In turning the cntire organisation 1nto a
gigantic lever ot popular mobilisations.
championing the causes of all secters of the
oppresscd and offering a governmental
perspective of real change’.

The SDP threat will therefore., in Tang's
view, make it in the interests of cven the
most craven electoralists to move lett
Hence his optimism  about continued
advance by the lett in the party.

All the evidence, however, points to the
SDP threat having exactly the apposite
eftect. It is reinforcing the traditional calls
for party unity. To Tariq and vs, Michael
Foot may sound pretty pathetic when he
claims to speak for "the sick and tired
brigade’. But he is getiing an increasing
echo.

Clearly Foot already has the ‘soft letts’,
the Kinnocks and the Siikins, sewn up. But

the pressure for "unity or else we’ll throw
away the election” is already making
inroads into the "hard left’. The Labour
Co-ordinating Committee  declares  a
moratorium on discussing whether Benn
should stand again for deputy leader.
Bennite G1.C councillors mutter about Ken
Livingstone opening his mouth at the
wrong time. One could give a lot more
examples.

Above all there 1s the fariy miserable
record of the reselection conlerences. Tang
should read the interview with 1.CC
secretary Nigel Stanley we publish in this
issue. As Nigel makes clear “there 15 a mood
for compromise.” The ncarer the election
gets, and the more the SDP thrcat firms up,
the more that mood will eat into the
Bennites.

But it is not just the SDP threat that will
tame the Bennites. [tis also the rrade umon
bureaucracy. Traditionally the trade union
bureaucracy has been the power behind the
scenes in the Labour Party. emerging more
openly when the party is in difficulties.
Things are no different today.

Not cven the extreme right wing of the
union bureaucracy shows uny serious s1gn
of decamping to the SDP. The umon
bureaucracy has now got what it wants in
the Labour Party in terms of Michael Foort
as leader and the Alternative Economic
Strategy (TUC stvle} as policy. A large
chunk of it would no doubt be quite happy
to see Denis Healey fall under a bus
tomorrow. But above all 1t wants umiy

round Foot {or if he can’t do the job Stlkin

0ot Shore).

Tariq would probably agree with this
But he underestimates its  importance
because he believes that Benmsm *is not at
the present time an expression of the left
bureaucracy of the l[abour movement’,

Of course, not every Bennite 15 a trade
union bureaucrat. But Bennie politics 1
very closely linked to the lett trade union
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bureaucracy. 1t draws some of its strongest
support trom middle levels of bureaucracy.
[t does not organise in opposition to its
upper levels, 1t may be that sometimes it
goes "too far” for some of the top 'left’ umon
leaders. But these now have a weapon,
termms of the bailots that delivered the
NUPE and FBLUI votes to Healey, that they
can use against the Bennites if they try and
‘20 10O tar’ again,

The Bennites have two choices. Either
they can take the struggle into the rank and
filte of the unions. which means not just
fighting on Benn for deputy but on day to
day economic  streggles  which  most
certainly would bring them inte vicious
conflict with the left bureaucrats. Or they
can compromise. All the traditions and ties
of the Bennites indicate that mast of them
will  choase  compromises  although
occasionally rebelling against (ts
conscquences with wild, but shorthved,
swings to the left,

One other peint  about  current
developments. For all its real importance.
the growth of the new Labour left sull
leaves the Labour Party an electoral
machine, with a low level of participation (n
its  month  to moenth  activities  and
dominated by the politics of committee and
[mmuuﬂvn:. Calls tor 4 "muss campaigning
party’. from for instance Peter Hain, have
not made more than the tinidst dents in
that.

S50 we think Tarig has sernously
misestimated the prospects for the Benmite
1.cft in the labour party. For the reasons
wi have given we believe that the wvast
muajority of the Bennites will be willingly or
unwillingly drawn nto the ‘bureaucratic
dance’ once again. That they will, however
grudgingly, unitc behind a leadership
centred on Foot-5hore-Kinnock et al, in
which honoured seats are kept for Healey

and Hattersley (and Benn (f he behaves)..

This process s already well under way.

But suppose it is we who have got this
wrong. Suppose the Benmites do continue
to ‘blast away™ and supposc they blast therr
way through to a Bennite leadership of the
l.abour Party. And suppose that this
transtormed Labour Party wins an €lection
and forms a government. And suppose that
it does indeed start pushing through a

'Cmrade Alrede* why don’t you detend

popular, radical reformist programme.

What happens then?

As Tarig quite rightly notes, this will
upset the ruling class. In the London clubs
and at society balls, in officers messes and at
legal dinners, there will be open talk of
resistance. The Telegraph,the Muii, the
Express will shriek bitterly. There could
even be abortive attempts by sections of the
ruling class to unseat the government
immediately.

But the bulk of the ruling class - the most
experienced capitalist class in the world -
will react rather differently. The inmner
enclaves of the Bank of England, the CBI,
the treasury, the big banks. will endeavour
to work out 4 coherent strategy for dealing
with the government. If indced it has
popular support they will disown any
premature attempts against it.

Instcad they will putit quite biundy
to the radical mimisters that they will
cooperate with them — providing the
cooperation is reciprocated.

Resistance

In this way they will embroil the
government in  their own  tentacles,
progresstvely reducing its opportunities tor
radical action at a later stage. Meanwhile.
they will expect that as the “normal
symptoms of capitalist cnsis continued to
express themselves — aggravated by the lack
of confidence of big sections of capital 1n
the government — unemployment will grow.
prices will soar, the government will lose 1ts
popularity, and the ground will be prepared
for a more direct ruling class assault upon it
at a later stage.

This scenario is not based upon idle
speculation. It is  btased upon past
experience of radical reformist government
coming to power with mass backing. It is
what happened. for instance in Germany
when the Kaiser's rule collapsed in
November 1918, The great industrialists,
the state bureaucrats. the officer corps.
were prepared to  cooperate  with 2
‘socialist’ government that had just
banished the emperor {not mercly the
House of Lords) — and for the first few
wecks there were not only night “socialists’
in that government, but men like Emild

Barth. a leader of the Berlin revolutionary
shop stewurds. compared with whom Tony
Benn seems like @ member of the Pnmrose
League.

But the ‘socialists’ had to pay a price for
this cooperation. They had to turn against
their own followers, with Barth, for
instance, denouncing workers who went an
strike for ‘besmirching the revelution with
wage demands’.

A similar scenario was played out in
Spain in the summer and autumn of 1936,
10 most of the major cities that made up the
Rcpublican zone at the beginning of the
Civil War, power lay with workers
organisations. Who more natural to come
to head the government than Largo
Caballero, a former socialist mimister, like
Benn, swinging very much to the left as a
result of his experniences in office, boasting
his agreemcnt with State and Revolution -
and gaining from the Tarigs of 1936 the title
of 'the Spanish Lenin™.

What remained of the state machine and
the bourgeoisie in the Republican zane had
little choice but to cooperate  with
Caballero, This did not, however, prevent
them laying down terms for their
cooperation. Caballero had to agree to an
ending of the "excesses’ carned through by
the workers movement, teo  the
condemnation of ‘wild cxpropriation’ of
property, to the imposition of disapline in
the Republic’s armed forces, the placating
of those foreign powers who might
conceivably support the Republic.

The example of Chile 13 much more
recent, and  peopie should need no
reminding of it. However, a certain amount
of rewriting of history has been taking place
an the left of late. and certain points have to
be emphasised. For two years the Chilean
bourgeoisie did collaborate with Allende
—in order to entrap and deal with him at a
later stage. In return ‘all’ they demanded
was that Allende do the reasonable thing -
condemn strikes hike those of the copper
niiners that were ‘damaging the country’
and recognise the “constitutional’ and ‘non-
political’ character of the armed forces.
This Allende gladly did — be was after all a
reformist, who believed in reforming
institutions. not tn revelutionary change.

The end result in each case was far from
the revolutionary outcome Tarig implies is
inevitable. In Germany the left socialists
were forced out of office after eight weeks,
the right soctalists after 18 months. In
Spain, Caballero and the left socialists were
allowed to remain in office eight months,
before giving way to progressively more
right wing governments. In Chile the
gencrals literally did support Allende as a
rope snpports a hanging man: in September
1973 men who had sat in his own minisiries
and maintained discipline in “his’ armed
forces organised the bombing of bis
presidential palace, and the murder of tens
of thousands of worker activists.

Is there anvthing in Bennism to indicate
that it would, if left to 1tself, lead to a
different outcome’?

Tariqg claims Bennism is a “reformist’ but
‘et a bureaucratic’ current. I it ever comes
(o power. it isits reformism that will matter.
For it means that even af it treads on a few
House of Lords corns. it will, willingly,

2% Socialist Review

. .



- — g —

- —— -

collaborate with the main sections of
capital. For this is something already
written down in black and white in its
programme.

Amazingly, Tariq nowhere refers to the
actual 1deas propagated by the Bennites.
Yet these are explicitly collaborationist
ideas. What else s the Alternative
Economic Strategy than a scheme to
pressurise big business into working with
the government and the unions? What ¢lse
does Tony Benn mean when he talks about
‘the democratic trnipartite principle™ Why
¢lse continual harping on about ‘planning
agreements’? Why else do none of the
‘hard’ Labour lefts cail for more than 25 per
cent public ownership and then go on to
argue that their programme of economic
nationalism will benefit alf of Brtish
industry {including the 75 per cent that
would continue to make profits for private
capital)?

Tang wrnites (in  City Limis, 27
November) that ‘at the last Labour Party
conference a new socialist party could be
seen struggling to emerge from the shell of
Labourism’.

But as a revolutionary of 14 years
standing, he should recognise that even 1f
he 1s right, it is a reformist *socialist party’ -
one whose ideas would lead it to fall straight
inte the trap of collabgrationism that
destroyed the left socialists in Germany,
Spain and Chile physically as well as
nolitically.

Control

Collaborationism is not something which
we can merely foresee happening in the
distant future. Where the labour left hold
controt of local councils, you can see it in
the here and now. Livingstone's GLC has
seen no way to improve London’s transport
services other than imposing increases in
the rates — a regressive, anti-working class
form of taxation (as Jim Kincaid showed in
SR of July). At the same time, its ‘solution’
to unemployment in London is to pay a left
academic £25,000 a year {(again out of
workers' rates) 1o Caftract’  private
industrialists to invest in the city. Is it
surptising that 1t 15 seen as sufficiently
distant and remote for a proportion of
working people to vote social democratic?
What happens with Bennism in one city,
can happen just as casity with Bennism 1in
one country.

It is, of course, true that as a hypothetical
left Labour government runs into trouble,
there wiil be bitterness among its
supporters.  with  arguments  about
alternatives, and even wild talk from
ministers. But that is not at all the same
thing as the bulk of its supportcrs ~ let alone
its key figures — moving over automatically
to a politics that pgoes beyond
callaborationism in time to prevent
disaster. People do not move over tosee the
need for revolutionary measures against
capital merely as a mechanical reaction to
the failure of reform.

There has to be a pole of attraction
arguing for guite a different sort of politics -
a pole that exists in every workplace, every
shop stewards committee, every locality.
And the argument to be effective cannot be
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Emile Earth Ieader of the Berlm revnlutiunary shnp stewards, sandwmhed in hetwe-en
right wing Euclal Democrats, Ebert and Scheidman, in the German Councll of People's

ARepresentatives.

a purely ideological one. It has to be an
argument in practice 4s well as theory.
basing itself upon working ¢lass struggles
against the effects of collaboration,
organising thesc struggles, giving them
direction, showing that in the self activity of
workers there is an alternative to what the
left parliamentarians otfer them.

Tariq will, no doubt, clarm that it 1s

possible to build that alternative polf of

attraction irside the reformust party. Yet all
past experience shows otherwise. The left
inside a reformist party spends its time
arguing with the leaders in the membership
mectings and committees. [t does not go
out to organise workers in the factories and
housing estates for immediate struggle
against those leaders. That s why, although
there have often been cases where large
sections of reformist pariies have spht off in
a revolutionary direction gfter reformist
policies have led to defeat {Germany and
Italy in 1920-21), there is no case of the left
within a reformist party being able to
develop an independent revolutionary
politics in time to prevent deteat.

Things can be no different with the
British Labour Party. The experience of
nearly 80 years s that revolutionaries who
join it with the best intentions soon get
entrapped Into its structures, seeing the
battle to pack out GMCs and selection
conferences as more important than those
on the factory foor.

The very structure ot the Labour Party
ensures this. [tis built upon the separation
ot the political and the industrial — of
pelitics and workers” struggle, Being
‘practical’ in Labour Party terms mcans
using the affiliated trade union bodies to
support what you are doing in parliament,
the local council or the GMC, rot proving
the relevance of your political beliefs by
lecading the day-to-day struggle of workers.
Tarig will be as much subject to this logic as

anyone else. We cun say with certainty that.

the longer he remains in the Labour Party,
the less he will resemble the revolutionary
we used to know.

Tarig has one argument left to him. The
revolutionary left has become a ‘ghetto’
{his phrase in City Limits), ‘qualitatively in
the same league’ asit was back in 1967 when
we used to produce Labour Waorker,

Things may seem like that to someone
who has been in the IMG, which with 500
members 1s stll Little bigger than [S5 (as
the SWP was called) was then. But it does
not at all seem like that to us. The SWPis g
small party with only 4,200 members, and
we have only grown slowly over the last
couple of years. Nevertheless, we manage
to have a presence in 90 per cent of the
workers struggles that takes place — if not
leading them. at least providing fraternal
advice that makes sense 1o many of those
involved. That is a qum’:mrwefy difterent
sttuation to 1967,

The place our members spend their ime
1s not ‘the ghetto’, but the picket line, the
shop stewards mecting, the anti-Nazi
demonstraton, the student occupation
(although Tang does not seem to notice it,
such things still occur), the CND activity. In
all of these we can work alongside and
discuss with pcople who are influenced by
Benn - but  without suffering the
constraints which inevitably impede the
arguments of socialists who join the Labour
Party.

Bennites

[{ Tang had chosen to join the SWP
rather than the Eabour Party. he would
have been working alorgside Bennites, but
arguing against them. he would have been
agreeing with them on the need for a better
worid, and  then arguing that only
revolutionary acuon, not reselection or
deputy leadership elections, could get it.
He would have been insisting that the road
tor revolutionary action starts now, with
cvery act of workers resistance. however
meagre, and he would have become
obsessed with the tacbies and strateges
needed o lead that resistance to victory —
something the Bennites hardly think of.

As at1s he mutes tas cniticisms of Benn -
he does not menton his nationalism or his
faith n class collaboration - as af you need
to drop arguments of principle in order 1o
fght atongside people agamst common
EnNemies.

Well, we have not needed to drop such
arguments. We hope. evenat this 11th hour
that Tarig will think again about following a
course that leads 1o doing so.
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The Lothian

medicine
comes south

A half day strike of teachers and
local authority workers in London
was due to take place on | Decem-
ber in protest at the new Tory
proposals for reshaping local
authority finance. But few workers
outside local authority employ-
ment understand their significance
as vet. Gareth Jenkins explains.

Among Labour-controlled councils the
name of Heseltine evokes a mixture of
anger and panic. For good reason. The
Tory Environment Secretary’s proposals,
now speeding through parliament and
likely 1o be on the statute book by
early December, put an end to some of
left l.abour’'s most cherished illusions
about their ability to achieve reforms at
tocal government-level,

Once they are in effect, local coun-
cils will lose virtually all their autonomy
and have to act as mere tools of national
government, This means that Labour
councils will be forced to act as rubber
stamps for Tory policies. What has
already been imposed in Scotland —
where resistance from Lothian Régional
(ouncil collapsed ignaminiously —is now
being copied south of the border.

At the heart of Heseltine's legislation
lies a complex web of controls designed
to stop “profligate’ local councils In
England and Wales from using the rates
option to pay for services that would
otherwise be cut as a result of the
povernmen( starving them of funds.

The T'eries, of course, have made no
hones since coming to office ubout their
intentions,. Most councils, under threat
of future financial penalties, have toed
the line; but some, most notably
l.ambeth Council {under Ted Knight),
and now the Greater London Council,
jed since May by Ken Livingstone, have
opted to resist cutbacks in jobs and
services (and indeed to go for some
expansion) hy rasing extra revenue via
Lhe raies.

ken Livingstone, in particular, has
arguned (see Socwalist Review 1981:4)
that rate 1moreases, far from simply
passing the cuts on, have a progressive,
redistributive  element  that  acts 1n
defence of waorking class interests. On
that basis, the GLC went ahead with its
manifesio promise to slash London
Transport fares and paid for it by a
supplemeniary rate demand which came
thudding ithrough people’s letterboxes
just over 4 month ago.

Undoubtedly it was paid for too in
lerms of the Labour Party losing the

Croydon parliamentary by-election and
the St Pancras GLC bhy-election. The
SDP have been able to capitalise on the
pervasive discontent about yet another
burden on living standards (in some
cases, rates becoming larger than rents}).
The Tory government —after reducing
grants to the GLC so as to inake the
supplementary rate twice as high as it
needed to be—taking steps to close off
the rates optien once and for all.

What the Heseltine legisiation pro-
poses 1s as follows. First, a cash limit
will be placed on each local authority’s
expenditure. On the basis of its own
unit-cost analysis of items of expen-
diture (for exampie, the average national
cost of educating under-fives), Whitehall
will calculate annually what it reckons
each authority needs to spend, to which
it will then add a percentage ‘tolerance’
to take account of local factors. (It is
obvious, by the way, that this hits the
large urban centires hard as their needs
are likely to be much greaier than the
shire counties.)

This ‘Grant Related Expenditure’, as
it’s called, then forms the basis of all
subsequent operations. Authorities will
stil} be able to fix rates in the traditional
manner, but only as a proportion of the

a legalling binding referendum with the
questions written by the government,
vut is likely to be forced by Tory back-
bench pressure to use some other
device). Both supolementary rates will
also fall very heavily on domestic rate-
payers, since industrial and commercial
ratepavers will be largely exempted.

If at the end of this local authorities
still can’t balance the books the Secre-
tary of State is empowered to step in to
decide what cuts should be made and
to vet the following year’s budget.

The real purpose of this legislation is
to force those Labour-controlled coun-
cils, mostly in London, though also in
other places, like Sheffield, South
Yorkshire, Manchester and Merseyside,
who have persistently defied the Tortes,
into 1mposing massive cuts and redun-
dancics.

Having championed a radical, yet
constitutional, version of municipal
socialism, left labour council leaders
ncw realise that they are on a hiding to
nothing with the new legislation. They
also realise that their credibility will
sink to zero if they go along with its
operation. Ted Knight, for example,
admits that the scale of cuts in Lambeth
would entail the sacking of at least a

Grant Related Expenditure (with central thousand _ EITIPIDYEZES, t‘DgEthEr with
government providing the remainder via  catastrophic reductions in-all the ser-
the Rate Support Grant). vices. Rents would rocket, repairs
i
‘The real purpose of

Any local authority whose expendi-
ture is far larper than that warranted by
the government’s own estimate, i€ any
authority that has #ot cut back on jobs
or services, is then faced with a huge
problem: how does it bridee the gep
between what it wants to spend and

whal the new proposed legislation
allows it to spend?

Traditionally, as we have seen, it
could levy a larger or a supplementary
rate, thus making itself less dependent
on central government grants,

This i1s where the next stage of the
Heselfine proposals comes in. Authori-
ties will be permitted to raise a first
supplementary rate; but it will be limtted
to a percentage of the initial cash limit.
They will also bhe permitied a second
supplementary rate, bul only if they

meet Light conditions {Heselting wanted

Heseltine’s legislation
is to force those

. Lahour- controlled
councils....who have
persistently defied the
Tories, into imposing
massive cuts and
redundancies’

would slow to a trickle. That would be -
electoral suicide —but 50 too would the
scale of the supplementary rate rise
required to defend services under
Heseltine’s proposals.,

Ken Livingstone, leader of the GLC,
writing in Lowndon Labour Briefing
November 1981, calculates:

‘Those c¢ouncils most zbove the new

Tory gutdelines would have to double

the rates next year for domestic rate-

payers or make cuts in services on a

scale which wouild lead to the loss of

a guarter of a million jobs.’

Even if the GLC overcame Lord
Denning’s ruling, Loridon Transport
fares would rise by at least 85 per cent
and GLC rents would shoot up by £6 a
week, The GLC would have to sack
thousands of firemen, transport workers
and council staff. The Inner London
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BRIEFING

Education Authority would have to
increase class sizes, ciose more schools,
chop provision for the under-fives, as
well as cut a deep swathe through the
post-school education sector. Redun-
dancies among teachers would be
enorimous.

With the rates option firmly sealed
off, left Libour leaders realise that they
have no choice bul to stand and fight.
But how? No firm proposals to counter
Heseltine have vet emerged.

One 1dea floating around 15 resig-
nation and handing over to the Tories
to do their own dirty work. A more
favoured strategy, however, as put
forward by Ken Livingstone, seems to
be to stay in office, refusing either to
make cuts or to increase rates., That of
COuUrse means an extra-constitutional
dimension to ithe struggle, one which
involves trade unions and community
groups in a massive campaign starting
now to defend services and jobs.

A vanant on this strategy, put
forward by Ted Knight., involves a
referendum run by local councils, seek-
ing support tor a position of no cuts, a
freeze on rates and more government
cash, as a way of strengthening their
position against c¢entral government.
The role of the itrade unions here is to
fight alongside their Labour councils in
the context of the referendum campaign.

That left Labour lcaders are talking
seriously of fighting and of trade unions
as vital in that struggle can only be
welcomed. We in the SWP have always
argued that a successful opposition to
cuts has to be based on rank and fiie
activity in the workplice. However what
IS going to be the nature of the partner-
ship between council and trade union?
The experiecnce of the shaort-lived cam-
paign in Lothian has some important
lessons for us,

The first 15 that the local council is
an employer. Its officers act as any
managemeni would in relationship to its
workers. 1t is they who want to keep
costs down, ensure discipline, haggle
over conditions, ete, cte.

As tar as the local community 1s
concerned, the councillors may think of
themselves as wonderfully progressive
(indeed, they muy be}, but the public
image is that of a distant bureaucracy,
by turns becnevolent and oppressive
(more often the latter as living standards
fall and every reni and rate collection 1s
a greater burden on tenants). Having
operated on the basis of a ‘leave-it-to-us’
paternalism, it will be difficult, to say
the least, to build a defence of services
on an epposite basis.

Take the instance of rates: 1f you've
spent the last few months screwing
exfra rates out of tenants on the grounds
that that is the best way of preserving
community facihities, 1t strelches credi-
bility to turn round now and say it is
hetter done by »ar increasing the rates.

The community cannot be used like
a stage army, battered one moment,
courted the next. Any campalgn aimed
at winning public support will be
weakened by evasiveness on such issues,

and a defence of the council’s past
record 1s likely to give the press and the
right a field day in exposing all the con-
tradictions. That would especiaily be
the case with anything like a Ted
Knipht-style referendum, which epito-
mises the passivity inherent in any
town hall led campaign (the experience
of referendums for ‘progressive causes’
has in any case been uniformly disas-
frous),

In reality the leadership of any com-
munity ecampaign to defend council
services will have to be based not on the
town hall but on such organisations as
tenants’ associations, :

Their capacity to fight, however, will
depend on the confidence of the trade
unign campaign., And that brings us to
the second lesson of the Lothian experi-
ence, in many ways the crucial one.
When council leaders talk about trade
unions, do they mean the leadership and
afficial structures, or the rank and file?
When they talk about defending edu-
cation, for example, do they look to the
Fxecutive of the NUT or to the militants
in the union, who the Executive has
spent 50 much valuable energy victim-
ising for fear of being pushed into any-
thing like an active resistance to cuts?

The answer should be obvious, But
the problem is that they are likely to
have an exaggerated respect for ‘oftficisl

based on the council and trade umion
leaders was passive, cautious —and dis-
astrous (for details see Socrafist Review
1981 :%). Whal initiatlives for action
were carried were the result of rank and
tilc leadership in the teeth of opposition
trom the officials. The ahsence of large
scale resistance was then used by
coungillors as an excuse for moaking the
cuts wanted by the Tories,

If the resistance to Heseltine is con-
ducted in the same terms, with left
Labour councillors and trade union
burcavcrats assuming the mantle of
leadership, then we can expect the same
conclusion. The key to stopping this is
for rank and file militdnts to take
sdvantage of whatever official cam-
paigns ot opposition fo Heseltine come
into being in order to strengthen organ-
isation in the workplace for when the
crunch comes next year,

But ithe ecxisting ‘political’ campaign
led by the London teachers’ union, in
conjunctions with the 1LEA, paints to
some of the problems. [t sees defence of
local goverament as  paramount (ic
defence of our emplovers) and therefore
tends to play it ultra-constiitutionally so
as to alicnate no poleniral respectahle
support. [For the same reason, it is tied
to the parliamentary Limetable. Conse-
quently, the half-day strike action called
for December | st (after a lot of pressure:

channels”. .

Just as the councillors and the
council officers see themselves as the
‘official’ leaders of the community. so
the regional trade umon officers and
officials sce themselves as the ‘official’

leaders of the trade unions. Their
interests tend to converge; they meet on
a repular basis for negotiations, far away
from the realities of the workplace, the
council side reassuring fhe trade union
side that 1t 18 doing the best in ditficult
circumstances, the trade union side
agreeeing not to rock the boat for fear
of getting something worse. Inevitably
the rank and file are going to be suspici-
ous of any defence of services which
makes out that past cuts from*comrades’
in the town hall are superior to those
from the class enemy at Westminsier.

Lothian proved that a leadership

a much larger scale of

‘Lothian proved that a

leadership based on the
council and trade union
leaders was passive,
cautious—and disastrous’

‘December 1st is only
an opening salvo in a
much longer and more
intense struggle involving

.

our allies in the House of Lords wouldn’t
understand 1) 15 being seen as a last
ditch elfort to stop Heseltine's pro-
posals becoming law, Since 1t won't
succeed, presumably the campaign dies
at the same tumne,

Our perspective must be that far
from being a last difch effort, December
st is only an opening salvo in a much
tonger and more intense struggle mvoly-
ing a much larger scale of action. Butat,
as seems likely, the kinds ol campaign
now being proposed by Livingstone and
Knight are to be tied 1o clectoral con-
siderations, relerendum politics, and the
like, then the prospects are gloomy, 117y
down Lo us to convert Lhem into ‘indus-
trial” campaigns, geared not Lo the tempo
of Lown hall politics but Lo {be vhythm
of struggle 1n the workplace,
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WHAT'S IN A WORD

Centrism: more
than just an insult

No serious scctarian slanging match
is complete without the use of the
word ‘centrist’. It is, for instance,
one of those terms of abuse used
by the smaller left sects in relation
to the SWP and to each other.
Not surprisingly, many people
who are new to left politics

regard it as an obscure bit of
jargon they’d prefer to do with-
out. Who cares whether one group
of 200 people calls another of
300 *centrist’?

Yet, as lan Birchall explains at
certain points in history the term
designates a very important -
phenomenon. When it was first
used by revolutionaries at the end
of World War One it applied to
organisations with hundreds of
thousands of activists. When 1t was
used again, by Trotsky, at the
beginning of the Spanish Civil War,
it characterised a party §thc
POUM) bigger in Catalonia than
the Communist or Socialist Parties
(which merged), with five
thousand armed militiamen,

S0 what is a centrist?

‘Centrism is the name applied to that

policy which is opportunist in sub-

stance and which secks to appedr as
revolutionary in form. Opportunism
consists in a passtve adaptation to the

ruling class and its regime, to that
which already cxists, including, of
course, the state boundaries, Centrism
shares completely this fundamental
trait of opportunism, but in adapting
itself to the dissatisfied workers,
centrism veils it by means of radical
commentaries.’

That is Trotsky’s definition. Revol-
utionary in form, opportunist in sub-
stance.

So, for exampte, Tony Benn, who
makecs no claim to be a Marxist, is not a
centrist, {He's a middle-of-the-road
reformist pretending to be a left reform-
ist.} But many of Benn’'s supporters are
centrists — they use the rhetoric of class
struggle, even to criticise Benn, yet in
practice end up reinforcing Benn's
positions.

Marxist terminology

The substance of Marxism lies in
three things: the historical role of the
working c¢lass, the need to smash the
state machine and the need for a van-
guard party. And it is on these points
that the centrist, despite a rhetorical
and sometimes erudite commitment to
Marxist termineclogy, will turn out to be
ambiguous.

‘We need the working class, put there
are other social forces to be reckoned
with in modern soclety.” “The state has
to be radically restructured bwut this
needs parliamentary action backed up
by mass struggle.” ‘We need a revolution-
ary organisation, but democratic central-
istn is hopelessly out of date.” "We need
a trevolutionary organisation, bzt trade
union ilitants can’t be subjected to

o o - ES -

total party discipline.’ When you find
yvourself listening to language like this,
it’s probably a centrist talking.

Centrism, as a serious political
phenomenon, is not a question of
n. ¥v¢ or dishonest individuats. It 15 a
product of a society in Crisis.

People do not go to bed one night as
reformists and wake up the next day as
revolutionary socialists. As people move
between two radically different views of
the world, they often stop off at half-
way positions, holding a variety of
confused or inconsistent views, Of
course, certain centrist leaders will seek
to exploit such confusions and incon-
sistencies in their own political interests.
But the vast bulk of those who make up
centrist organisations or currents are a
vital part of our audience - it is our job
not so much to dencunce their incon-
sistencies as to try to clarify them.

The problem of centrism in the
socialist movement first became of vital
importance in the First World War. The
war drove a deep wedge between those
who put loyalty to their own nation
first, and those who coniinued to argue
for proletarian internationalism.

But among the opporents of the war
two camps soon emerged. On the one
hand were those like Karl Kanisky,
whose knowledge of the Marxist classics
was 50 great that before the war he had
been known as the ‘Pope of Marxism’.
He¢ now argued that what was needed
was to end the war by nepgotiation, so
that the old International, including
pro-war and anti-war elements, could be
cobbled together again.

The other camp, including Lenin,
argued that there could be no turning
back. The war had shown a fundamental
divide between those who wanted to
smash the bourgeois state and those
who didn’t, So Lenin called, not for
peace negotiations, but for turning the

o

Spain 1936. the POUM stood tor a governmeni composed exclusively of working class organisations. But when the other lefi parties
rejected this it enlered a coalition with bourgeocis representatives.
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war into revelution. In this three-way
line-up, Kautsky and friends came to be
known as ‘the Centre’.

In the period immediately after the
war, when millions of workers were
determined that a similar catastrophe
shoutd never occur again, the ranksof
the centrist organisations grew rapidly.
Towards the end of the war Kautsky
and others were expeiled from the
(ierman Social Democratic Party and
formed the USPD (Independent Social
Democratic Party). By 1920 the new
party had 800,000 members, as against
530,000 in the German Communist

Party.
This caused deep problems for the

international revolutionary left, united
in the newly founded Communist
International.

The Russian Revolution was extremely
popular with workers all through
Europe, and many of the old-time
politicians who had thoroughly dis-
graced themselves during the war were
trying to climb back into favour by
jumping on the pro-Russian bandwagon.
The Communist International had to
take a very tough line towards the
centrists, especiaily the centrist leaders
—otherwise the new revolutionary Inter-
national would have been taken over hy
parasites and has-beens.

Revolutionary crises

The International drew up a set of
twenty-one tough conditions designed
to keep out centrists. As the president
of the International, Zinoviev, put it:
‘Just as it is not easy for a camel to pass
through the eye of a needle. so, I hope,
it will not be easy for the adherents of
the centre to slip through the 21 con-
ditions.’

Centrism grew very rapidly - only to
fall apart just as rapidly. In October
1920 the USPD debated its attitude to
the Communist International. After
hearing a four-hour speech from Zinoviev
delegates voted to join it; 300.000 mem-
bers did so and merged with the revoel-
utionary Communist Party. Within three

‘years the remaining rump of the ‘centre’

round Kautsky collapsed back into the

Social Democratic Party.
In subsequent revolutionary crises

the role of centrism has been similar.

At the beginning of the Spanish
Civil War in 1936 the POUM was a
serious contender for the leadership of
the Spanish working class. 1t had signi-
ticant working class support and a
leadership with a creditable revalution-
ary anti-Stalinist past.

Yet the inconsistent politics of the
POUM led to disaster. It failed to make
a head-on challenge to the influence of
reformists and anarchists in the trade
unions and in the army. It stood for a
government composed exclusively of
representatives of working class organ-
isations —but  w nther left
parties rejecteu (s view it entered a
coalition with bourgeois representatives.
The POUM opposed reformism but failed
to fight it. And as a result it cut its own
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WE JUST HAVE
A NICE LOTLE

throat -and left the Spanish workers to
tace a defeat that would last a gener-
ation.

In more recent times the experience
hus been pathetic rather than tragic.

in 1960 the French PSU (United
Socialist Party) was founded by members
of the Socialist Party disgusted with
therr leaders’ support for the Algerian
war and capitulation to Gaullism. In
115 ecarly years it took some principled
and courageous initiatives in favour of
Algerian independence. But the party
consisted of a bunch of quite divergent
political groupings and used the excuse

© of ‘internal democracy’ to avoid a clear

decision between them,

ity relations with the leaders of the
CEDYT trade union meant that it never
orgamised its trade union militants on 4
fractional basis. In the general strike of
May 1968 many PSU militants played a
key role; but the party as a whole had
no impact because it could not make up
its mind whether it was developing the
embryos of workers® power in the
tactories or organising a come-back for
former prime minister Mendes-France.

In the early scvenlies, when the
Socialist Party started fo rebuild on a
new basis, a large part of the PSU went
over, a lormer PSU leader. Michel
Rocard, now heads the most right-wing
tendency in the French Socialist Party.
The PSU lingers on, as a kind of *‘Beyond-
The-Fragments’ rump, unable to make
up its mind whether to campaign against
the Mitterrand government’s sell-ouis oy
IO negotiate to join if.

Just because centrism is a half-way
hoanee any centrislt party or current will
romtain g variety of groups moving in
ditffereni  ways; some moving from
revolution o reformism, some from
reformism to  revolution—and  some
staying where they are because they

prefer to fish in muddy waters,

S0, relating to centrists requires a
certain amount of subtlety. Blanket
denunciations are easy, but winning
those who are moving the right way
needs a bit more skill, We can’t all
recruit three hundred thousand new
members in four hours, like Zinoviev,
but we can try,

Above all, the guestion of centrism
varies according to the ups and downs
of the class struggle. When masses of
workers are moving te the left, then
centrismn  presents enormous  dangers.
For it centrists take the lead of the
movement, they will fudge the issues
and deflect it frem the path it should
follow. But if the masses are moving to
the right | then the task is to attract those
few centrists willing to swim against
the stream. '

Leninist dogmatism

In 1920 the Communist International
put up the barriers against centrisis who
found it fashionable. But by July 192]
Lenin was criticising ‘exaggeration’ in
the fight against centrism.

In today’s situation there is little
danger ot the SWP being swamped by a
flood of centrists seeking to join us. We
have to meet, debate and work with
centrists as part of the process of huild-
ing an organisation. But at the same time
total clarity about centrism is necessary.

A study of history, from Kautsky to
Rocard, and an insistence on the basic
ponciples of Marxism, are necessary to
forestall the danger that when a revy!
utionary upsurge comes, the cenliisis
will make the running. And for that we
need a party with a clear programme
and a trained ¢adre, Just the sort of
Leninist dogmatism any self-respecting
ventrist would have nothing to do with,
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THE MOVEMENT

The most striking feature of last month’s
Communist  Party  congress  was  Lhe
strength of the pro-Russian opposition 1o
(he party leadership. It made the running in
the two most heated debates of the con-
press, on the Maorning Star und Atvhanis-
tan. In each case it got the votes ofabout 40
per cent ot the delegates (the pro-invasion
amendment on Afehanisian lost by 113
voles (o 137}

How is it that the pro-Russians atc
apparently gaining strength, thirneen years
after the party condemned the invasion ot
Crechoslovakia and more than four years
after Lhe pro-Russian sphi to form the New
Communist Party?

The answer begins with the crude higures
of the Communst Party’™s dechne.

The CP completes its annual member-
ship count every July. In July 1973 mem-
bership was 29,900, By July 1979 11 was
200,599, Years ol social contract and collab-
oration by the union leaders who the CP
nrometed had cut membership by nearly a
third.

Bui cven more significant is what has
happened over the last (wo years. By July
1981 menibership was down 1o 18,4538, The
CP had lost another 2000 members during
(wo vears in which the Labour Party was
srowing and the Labour lefl making, on
the face of it, unprecedented gamns. When
you remember the central place ‘left
advance’ in the Labour Party has tor the
C P then that is really catasirophic,

We have argued tor atong time that the
Communist Party has ceased (0 have a
rationale for a separate existence. Since iy
politics are  indistinguishable from the
1 abourlett and a ‘1.abour government ot a
new Lype’ iy at the centre of s strategy,
then isn't it logical to shut up shop and jain
the [Labour Party? What was oncesimply a
matter of logic is now a question ot harsh
political reality as the CP declines and the
Bennites grow.

Even the lew special assets the O has,
rraditional copcern for industrial orgams-
ation and ‘theory’. are now devalued.
Broad Leltsin a number of umons are now
run quite happily solely by Labour lehs
and the Bennite camip is aw ash with “theor-
ctivians'.

This logic of liguidatiug into the Labour
Farty did make a couple ol appearances al
the congress - at least in veiled fonn, Two
resolutions were pul, one to launch a cim-
paign Tor affiliation 1o the Labour Pany,
the other (o 4y and avoid O standing elec-
Lion candidates against Labour, The tacl
thul each 20t support of o guarter of the
delegates is an indicaior of the trustra-
[ons. S0 were sonte of the speeches tor

Still no

stopping
the decline

them, like this:

“Or votes get lower and lower and our
comrades more and more demaorahsed . ..
For the past 25 years we have had delu-
sions of grandeur believing we can nego-
tiate with the Labour Party [rom a posi-
tiont of strength.’

However, even had the motions been
passed thal would have resolved nothing.
Everyone knows that the Labour Party
would simply (urn down alfiliation. And
avoidance of standing candidates against
[Labour could easily mean not standing
candidares at all - not a happy situation
for a party one hundred per cent commit-
ted to the parliamentary roud.

If the arguments [or the motions were
valid. that did not provide a sirategy Toran
independent CP. Rather it meant winding
the CP up and going en masse 1nto the
| abour Party. 1T the CP as such rejects this
conclusign, many of the members have
already voted with their feet — from a large
chunk of the Eurocommunist intellectuals,
to trade union activists like Jimmy Reid or
the ex-CP members who formed the
Labour Party's first lactory branch at
Timex in Dundee, to even a tew pro
Russian elements now grouped around the
paper Straighi Left.

Bureaucratic inertia

As members peel off, inevitably a higher
proportion are lelt who adhere 10 the one
feature which can provide a rationale for
the party’s continuing separate existence -
being pro-Russian.

The only other thing to keep the party
coing is the burcaucratic inertia of the lea-
dership, people whose hves and prospects
arc totally bound up with the continued
separale existence of the party. The mess-
age they give amounts 1o little more than
‘Carry on regardless’ and ‘Try harder’.
And because that is the message, CP con-
gresses are peppered with stunningly blind
pronouncements like this one from general
secretary Gordon McLennan this year:

‘The main resolution of our last congress
analysed why there was a membership
dechine and made proposals 1o win
resumption of party growth. That anal-

ysis was a correct one and still apphes’

This after the loss of another 2,141
members!?

However continual unsuceesstul cails to
‘iry harder” eventually create bitterncss
even ih the most leaden of orgamsations.
And (he pro-Russians are there 1o give
voIee (0 1l.

Nothing reveuls this more than the fate
of the Morning Star circuation campaign.

Falling Star sales have gone hand in
hand with declining CP membership tor
vears. In 1980 another 1,232 daily readers
were lost  and editor Tony Chater
announced to the CP executive in January
(981 that *al stakeisthe very survival of the
naper’. A make or break Campalgn wis
launched with much ballvhoo to get 3,000
extra readers by the end of 1981.

Yel by the time of the congress ten
months of make-or-break campaigning
had resulted in a further decfine ol over
400. Whal made things even more galhng
was that sales were aciually declinming
during the People’s Mareh!

Tub thumping optimists

Not surprisingly this produced a very
bitter debate. One arca blamed another for
not pulling their weight.

[ wish all comrades worked as hard for
the Morning Star as 1he comrades 1n Wesl
Middlesex do’ (from a West Middlesex
delegate of course}. ‘In 1930 national
circulation declined by 1200, but in York-
shire it only declined by 9" {from a York-
shire delcegate oi course)

Circulation manager Joe Berry viciously
sttacked Furocommunist critics of the
content of the paper for dereliciion of
duty: 'Dave Couok knows nothing about
factorics ...Sleve Hart didn’t organise 4
campaign round Fords.” Even the tub
thumping oplimists werc  weighing |
against one section of the delegates or
another,

Bui there was 4 line up in this muotual
recrimination. The leadership wis propos-
ing ‘Carry on regardless’, which meant
simply shifting the 3000 exira sales target
(rom the erd of 1981 to the end of 19821
And that despite the facl that a price
increase of 4p is now certain! The dwind-
ing band of Eurocommunists, perhaps 30
delegates, continued 1o press their case that
the content ol the paper necded to be
changed by broademing out. The pro-
Russians with more than 100 delepates
argued that strong party branches were
essential to building the circudation of the
paper and thar greater priority should be
given to industrial coverage and the
‘achicverments of the socialist countries’.

The pro-Russians really mauled the
Eurocommunists. The Euro amendment
would ‘open up the paper 10 irendy leltes
and drop outs’, it promised a ‘visual chat
show”, it it were passed ‘we will have lost
our paper, it will no longer be ours.” And
although one Eurocommunist suppotter
described the present paper as ‘dull and
boring® and ‘a vhore 1o rcad’, in general
they were largely defending the paper as il

s now. It owas the pro-Russians who-

wanled 1o change things,

Clearly the leadership did not have the
positive support of the majority of the con-
gress. And it was openly sphit on how 1o gel
1. In his introduction editor Tony Chater
had deseribed the Burocomuunist amend-
ment as farrant nonsense” hut by the end of
the debate the executive speakers claimed
they supported 1t -on coaditions which
took any reeth out ol 1L whatsoever!
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S0 the leadership got a three-to-two
majority against the pro-Russians. But
only by blocking with Eurocommunists
who have very little faith in the paper. The
Eurocommunists in turn were too weak 1o
press for any real change in the paper and
therefore ended up simply defending it
against the far stronger pro-Russian camp,

What is also notable about this debate,
and others, was the complete absence of
any left and night polarisation in it. Pro-
Russians, leadership and Eurocommunists
were all completely agreed on the strategy
pursued during (he People’s March
—bishops and all. Neo-one complained
when Pete Carter boasted that ‘(he
Trotskyists’ and the ‘Labour lelt’ had
failed to turn it inlo *a Thatcher bashing,
anti-Tory exercise’.

In the Peace debate, there was much
argument about taking a ‘class’ line, but
this was simply a codeword for a pro-
Russian line. If anything the pro-Russians
were more \n favour than the Eurocom-
munists of working with the muliilateralisi
World Disarmament Campaign as well as
with CND., Even the ‘greater emphasis on
industry” in the Morning Srar proposed by
the pro-Russians amounted Lo no more
than an objection to ‘trendiness’ and, in
the case of one speaker, objection to cover-
age of gays! |

Ciiven that much of present CP politics,
as cxempliied in, for instance, the
People’s March, is to the right of most of
the Labour left, then the absence of any
even mildly left criticism of it at the con-
aress 1s another powerful indication of how
the party has become a sect,

The congress ended with two of the
leadership’s recommended list of candi-
dates for the new executive commitice
being defeated. It is the first time thal has
happened. And it shows just how narrowly
the leadership scraped (hrough. Neither
leadership, nor pro-Russians nor Euro-
communists can have gone away from the
CONEress very happy.

What 5 certain is that the decline will
carry on over the next two veas at at least
the same pace as over the past two. A num-
ber of quite likely cvents could greatly
accelerate the process. A Russian invasion
ol Poland would clearly rip the party wide
open. The collapse of the Morning Star,
which surely cannol be far off, would be
traumarne. But cven if those two disasters
are somehow avertcd by the nexi congress
the pro-Russians could be in a majority.
That would signal the exit of even more
members and the completion of the party’s
(ransformation into a secl,

Pete Goodwin

A possible arena
for useful socialist debate

In the summer issue of Socialist Review
(1981:7) we reported on the initiative of a
number of soctalist intellectuals to set up a
Socialist Society. At the time we
commented that the enterposc was
basically worthy of support, but that the
project was somewhat woolly and that
various contradictions had remained
unresolved.

Since that time a Steering Committee has
been regularly mecting to prepare for the
launching of the Society. It has not resolved
the contradictions. but has produced some
concrete proposals for action.

The basic aims of the Society would be to
provide a framework for theoretical and
polemical discussion of sociatist ideas. In
practical terms various proposals have been
floated.

Firstly, it is intended to produce a series of
pamphlets on the key issues of the day. The
first two, on the SDP and on NATO, are

already being written.

Secondly, there have been negotiations
with publishers with a view to producing a
series of books on current probiems, either
by single authors or based on seminars at
which a variety of viewpoints would be purt
forward. Suggested titles include the state.
the economic crisis, Northern Irelund and
the family.

Thirdly, it is proposed that the Society
should have local organisations which
would set up mectings, classes and
conferences on current and theoretical
topics.

The proposed political basis of the

Society could not be explicitly Marxist,
thaugh 1t would call tor support for public
ownership and the radical trunsformation
of the existing state. Clearly this leaves
open the possibiiity of collapse into being a
icft cover for the Labour left {and not-so-
left). There are no guarantecs that the
Society will not go down the same drain as
the left clubs of 1959-60, the Centre for
Socialist Education of 1965, the May Day
Manifesto of 1967 and the WNational
Convention of the Left of 1968, But if the
Society does get off the ground. it will be 4
modest gain for the left, offering an arenain
which 1t may be possible to have clear and
sharp political debate without sectarian
abuse.

The Society’s main  audience  will
probably be among left intellectuals, and its
chance of succeeding depend in part on the
particular problems of the left intelligentsia
in this period of industrial downturn and
poelitical upturn.

Since 1968 there has been a substantial
cnclave of self-proclaimed Marxism within
the British academic system. Though this
generated  some  interesting  work it
remained on the margins of struggle —
indeed for many the Althusserian mystique
offered a positive jJustification for the
separation of theory and practice. But now
the situation is changing.

The academic left s under attack, not
only In the form ot an wdeological backlash,
but more fundamentally in terms of the
massive  cuts that the government is
impiementing in higher education. On top
of this there is the nise of Bennism and the

collapse of Eurocommunism as a viable
tendency. A further factor in the recent
development of the academic left has been
the proliferation of pubiishers and caucuses
In specialised areas — radical philosophers,
soclalist economists etc ete. There is a need
for some sort of coordination between such
bodies.

The Socialist Society may, then, respond
to some of the needs of the present period.
[t make no pretence to be an alternative
party, its present Steering Committee
caontains members of the Labour Party, CP,
SWP, IMG, Big Flame and non-aligned
individuals. Its existence will not change
ong 101a our task of building a revolutionary
party rooted 1 the working class. But the
battle of ideas is one part of that task; and if
the Socialist Society provides an arena for
that battle, we should welcome it and help 1t
to develop.

Charmed circle

[f that is to happen two dangers must be
avorded. Firstly, the debate must be open
and wide-ranging. The books and seminars
must be must not be confined to the
charmed circle of established contributors
to such journals as New Left Review. Thev
must draw in those who have been involved
in the real struggles of the last few vears.

The trade union presence must not be
himited to a few tame left bureavcrats. With
the collapse of Eurocommunism, it is a
fitting time to debate some of the hasic
issucs of socialist theory — reform or
revolution. the nature of the capitalist crisis
and of the ‘socialist” countries. The anti-
Lemmism currently fashionable on the
academic left must not be allowed to
Ostracise any currents from the debate.

Secondiy, the majority of those currently
involved 1n preparing the Socialist Society
belong to the Bennite current, or at least o
those who give critical support to Benn. In
iself that s no problem. If one of the aims is
o provide a forum for debate between
revolutionaries and the Labour left, then
we can hardly ask for the Labourites to be
cxcluded. But there 1s the constant danger
that. in the cut and thrust of Labour Party
[actionalising, the Society will be diverted
from s oniginal purpose and turned into
just one more n the array of Tony Benn fan
chubs. If that happens, then the Soctalist
Society will be just one more footnote in
the histary of British centrism,

A conference has becn called to launch
the Socicty, to be held at the Institute of
Education (Malet Street, London WC 1} on
the weekend of Janvary 23-24, This will be
open ta all imdividuals sympathetic to the
aims of the Society. It will consist mainly of
workshops to discuss practical areas of
work. with one main plenary session to
adopt a constitution and mombership
charter, and to elect a Steering Committee.
The Conterence fee will be £5 (£2 for the
unwaged) and there will be a creche. For
further details and registration write to
WSS ¢/o 7 Carlisle Street, London. W1V
ONL.

Ian Birchall
fMember  of
Conipiitiee)

Provisional  Steering
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‘There were onc¢ quadrillion nations
in the universe, but America was the
only one with a national anthem
which was gibberish sprinkled with
question marks... The moitte af this
nation was this, which meant In a
langnage nobody spoke any more,
“Out of Many, One”: “E Plurdl bus
unum’.

“‘The anthem and the vacant moltto
might not have mattered much, if it
weren’t Tor this: a lot of citizens were
so ignored and cheated and insulted
that they thought they might be in
the wrong country, or even on the
wrong planet...

So begins Vonnegut's book Breakfast
of Champions. Many people think that
Vonnegut is a sclence fiction writer. In
fact, his deepest concerns are with the
present, with the American present in
particular. His interest in science is not a
technical one, but a moral one, occasion-
ally an explicitly political one. He has
written about his own assignment to the
‘drawer labelled science tiction’™

‘Years ago | was working in
Schenectady for General FElectric,
completely surrounded by machines
and ideas for machines, s¢ 1 wrote a
novel about people and machines
(Player Piano). And 1 learned from
the reviewers that | was a science
fiction writer. [ difin’t know that.
[ supposed I was writing a novel about
life, ahbout things I could nol help
seeing and hearing in Schenectady,
a very real town, awkwardly set in
the gruesome now.’

There can be no doubt in the mind
of anyone who reads Vonnegut that he
regards the world today as a pretty
norrifying place. Nor that his syimpathies
lie with the oppressed, the victims of
the present state of affairs. His books
are, nevertheless, exiremely funny. They
are funny because they are recognisably
faithful to the bizarre, absurd world we
inhabit. He writes that the biggest
laughs are based on the biggest dis-
appointments and the biggest fears.

SOMEBORY
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That is certainly frue of his own
work. You laugh, but you know that
what yvou’'re reading is really happening:
scientists haven’t invented Ice-9 (the
weapon which ends the world in Cat’s
Cradic), but they have invenled weapons
just as horrific. There 18 no such place
as San Lorenzo, no such person as its
dictator ‘Papa’, bul Papa 15 every

WRITERS REVIEWED
Kurt Vonnegut

Sugar pills
with a bitter
coating on
them

dictator of every South American
hanana republic ground down Dby
imperialism. H Lowe Crosby, the
bicycle manufacturer, is every Ameri-
can bhusinessman who sees in terror and
poverty a good investment opportunity.

Vonnegut’s humour is the humour ot
‘intelligent people in hopeless situations’,
the humour of the prison camp, of the
ordinary person who finds him/herselt
powerless in the face of the insanity of
the system. One of Vonnegut’s favourite
jokes is an exchange beiween IwO
tramps: ‘Well, it ain’t no disgrace to be
poor.” ‘No, but it might as well be.’

Vonnegut is a self-proclaimed pessi-
mist. He dates his conversion from
optimism based on science and progress
to ‘the day we dropped scientific truth
on Hiroshima’.

He was in Dresden during the fire-
hombing of that undefended civilian
city by Allied bombers, and survived
through being in a slaughterhouse with
other American prisoners. P'rom that
experience came Slaughter bouse 5,
perhaps his best known book. It 1s not
surprising that he became a pacifist. On
many occasions in his work he insists
that the war against Hitler was a just
onc, but that doesn’t blind him to the
fact that many lies were told about that
war by the Allied governments, includ-
ing the story of Dresden.

From a Marxist point of view there 1s
much which is infuriating about Vonne-
gut, His books do not contain a con-
sistent view of what is wrong with the
world, and what ought to be done about
it. There is also a lot of populism and a
good duash of sentimentality. But equally
there is a great deal of cynicism, too. A
critic’ wrote that Vonnegut ‘took sugar
pills and put bitter coatings on them.’
There’s truth in that, but it isn’t wholly
fair.

There are many recurring themes in
Vonnegul’s work, and recurring charac-
ters and situations as well: the moral
irresponsibility of many scientists, the
feeling of usclessness which a good part
of the population experiences, loneli-
ness, and the importance of a sense of
community and of a harmonious
culture.

Yome of his most interesting writing
i coliected together in a book of essays

___ __WRITERSREVIEWED _________

and speeches entitled Wampeters, Foma
and Granfalloons.

One of my favourites is a demolition
job on the Maharishi Mahesh Yogi, en-
titled ‘Yes, we have no Nirvanas’

Questioned on the issue of civil rights,-

the Maharishi replies that any oppressed
person could rise by practising Trans-
cendental Meditation. ‘He would auto-
matically do his job better, and the
economy would pay him more, and
then he could buy anything he wanted.’
Vonnegut comments:

‘In other words, he should quit
bitching, begin to meditate, prasp his
garters, and float to a commanding
position in the marketplace, where
transactions are always fair. 1 opened
my eyes, and [ took a hard look at
Maharishi. He hadn’t wafted me to
India. He had sent me back to
Schenectady, New York, where I
used to be a public relations man
years and years ago. Mahanshi had
come all the way from India to
speak to the American people like a
General Electric engineer.’

His comments on the American
political system are alsc Very incisive:

‘If 1 were a visitor from another
planet, I would say things like this
about the people of the United States
in 1972: These are fero¢ious crea-

tures who imagine that they are |

gentle. They have experimented in
very recent times with salvery and
senocide. | would say “The two real
political parties in America are the
Winners and the Losers. The people
do not acknowledge this, They claim
membership in two imaginary parties,
the Republicans and Democrats,
instead. Both imaginary parties are
bossed by Winners, When Republi-
cans battle Democrats, this much 1s
certzin: Winners will win,”™’

g 2NN BEALTHT onLT 150 TILE

ExTENT THAT
ave TOEAT LEd

Vonnegut describes his books as
mosaics, in which each little chip is a
joke. Don’t go looking in his work for a
revolutionary critigue of American
capitalism. Waat you will find is lots of
very good jokes, in the best sense of the
word: jokes at the expense of all that 18
maost rotten in society. Jokes which cut
through the bullshit to the reality of the
‘cruel social machine’,

Finally anyone who can describe the
Republican convention as ‘Disneyland
under martial law’ has to be worth a
read.

Sue Cockerill
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Soecialism in a Crippled Waorld
Christopher Hampion
Penguin {495

[ really woudd Hke to review this
book warmly. [ts heart 15 o the
right place. It hates capitalism, it
hates Stalinism, and in wanis people
ta be free. Reading it was an old-
fashioned pleasure in many ways:
no structuralist gobbledygook, 1oty
of hot indignation al Lhe inpuslices
of the twenticth century, and an
invigorating insistence that social-
ism will need 1o be Balt ouwr of
Biake and Shelley and Dickens as
well as Marx, Lenin and Trotsky.
But.

That "hut’” comes because social-
ism needs more than hot indigna-
non and a love ol Blake's lvrics,
and it's a ‘more’ that the book
doesn’t and can 't supply. What, tor
exampie, /s socialism?

Al moments the ext hints il
might be Tound 1n the policies of the
Labour Party —we're 1o0ld ot the
‘wreal period ol socialist franslor-
mation’ under the 1945 l.abour
government, oven though o lew
pages eartier the author notes that
the Labour Farly ‘i1s committed to
maintaining 4 linaneial and {1wcal
system Lthai encourages divisiveness
and self-interest.” Then aegain,
might be DBolshevism, warmly
praised in Chapter 2 but  dis-
missed “bevond all argument” in
Chapier .

Because the [exl never arnyves @l
any sharp sense of what socializm
means and invalves, fs foreed into
eccentriv mavement like some sort
of ¢lectric erab.,

Again and again, it scuttles to
and Mro between despair at Wesiern
capitalism and revulsion at the mess

al the Sowviet Umon: in suecessive
vhapters it hobbles  backwards
through histary trom TS Eliot wo
Dickens to Shakespeare, lurches
lorwards to Blake, trips sideways to
Shelley, Teaps on 1o Auden and then
topples backwards  agzain 1o
William Morris.

As the search for something to
stick a claw into and stop the world
spaniting for & moment gets more
trantic, the miles ol unanswered
rhetorncal questions get bigger and
bigper —two whole pages of them in
Chapler ¥, lor example, and they
are s coming thick and fast o the
last chapter. And the hectoring,
cmpty repelitiveness of the style
gets more and more irritating. For
egxample: ‘Tragedy . .. represents a
struggle for survival against the
forces ol negation, evil, darkness,
terror, death, eblivion, and it
moves towards carasirophe, oblhit-
cration, the defeat ol the spirnl,)”

Why s this? Why 15 a book
clearly written by a penerous, sensi-
tive man in the end g mesy,
bedrapeled bag of symptams rather
than @ genuine prescriplion for
vire?

The answer can be lound 11 you
ook al the text’s sense of who it iy
that is oppressed and who it is
therefore That will Liberate them-
selves with sogialism.

This group is variously described
as fus', ‘houmanity”, ‘community’,
‘coommonwealib ', ‘mankind’,
‘individuals” and S0 o exoept in
the odd quote from Marx, the book
For the most part avolds anything as
vilgar as class analvsis so that i
never taces the question of the role
of working-class organtsalions -
parties, trade umons - in building
socialism. Similarly, the persistent

Anti-nuke ammunition

differeni
limes all the decent, kindly, pro-
gressive thoughis he can find. No

and its part in arriving at socialism
inacrippled world. And the same i
truc of blacks. And the uncemp-
loyed. And so on.

Granted 1hese absences, whal

wociabism comes 1o mean i the
book is a state of mind. Socialism
happens when we get our heads
straight, s0 the author ransacks
literaiure from Shakespeare to

Brecht, carelessly abstracting from
socigiies and  dilferent

wonder he was o well reviewed in
Fhe Crouarddion .,

Soctalism,  the  text  implies,

insights. And so we shitt trony paz-
ing reverently at faded photos of
Marx in Chapter 1o see il they cin
tellusthe old bov s secrel, loaeoniy-
ing in Chapter 2 that mavhbe the
Russtan  revolution  would  have
becn saved of anky [enin had been
well enough to address the Tweltth
Parly Congress,

['m not engaving this so Pl slop.
If this review sounds sour and
quervlous i7s because I'm disap-
pomted — disappounted  because a
text which promises soomuch i the
end delivers nothing.

Paul {»Flinn

What produced Solidarity

Power Corrupts
Hilary Bacon & John Valentine
Pluto Press £71.50

This is essennally o calalogue of
statemoents made by lgures in Lhe
anti-nuclear movement and the
nuelegr indusiey Jgavermment.  As
such o will undoubledly be very
useful for activists in providing
ammunition to back up argumenis.
[t includes such interesting snippets
of informaton as the fact that nue-
lear waste includine plutomium 1y
stored inointlammable (ubes mude
ot zircomum (alter a while the mind
begins to bopgle atl the insaony of
the immdusiry )

The book succeeds 1o the man
purpose ol showing the raoge and
weight of the arguments aeainst
nuclear power, although its npac
15 considerably lessened by a rather
Mat approach. It raoges over the
harzards of low level radiation,
accident, civil libernies, bomb pro-
duction, waste. This is, however,
only half of the picture and has to
be spelled owe far more clearly an

order that the anti-nuclear move-
ment can fight more elfectively,

The political motives For devel-
aping nuclear power are clear —the
securing of nuckear arms produc-
o contrel of workers i the
power  industry and  removing
incdlustrial musele I'rom the miners:

coanomig control over Third World

COUDLIIES by eXportng  expensivie
nuctear techoology  that  brings
proafic to the dircctors of mulii-
nationals ke GEC and political

power 1o the supplving eovern-
ment. As far as government is con-

cerned such motives 1ar oulweieh
matters of ltealth and safety — gven

more than usual i the rest of indus-
iy under the capitalist

h'_'r"'-ilf,"ﬂ'!,
Unless the anti-nuclear mosement

aveents this polincal analyais il will
deal only with the ¢ffecs nuol the
cetse af nuclear power (and weap-
onsk. And Wis only by defeating the
saurve of the theeat that we will
finally win a society sale and Hi 1o
v n.

Malcom Alkin,

Poland: The state of the Republic
Keporis By the éxpertences and
Jutwre  discussion  proup (P}
Warsew

Edited Michael Vale

Elute Press, £4.95

*The last ten years have been char-
acterised by growing stratification
... The end resall being a widening
ol the incoime differennial 1o a ratio
uf 12017

‘Social ditferences are growing,
Part of sociely continues (o fve
with lower than the social minimum
income, while another sepment
consisting of the privileged, has

Ieomes several or even dozens ol

times the average’.

‘Inequality  and  injustice  are
everywhere, There are hospilals
that are 5o pootly supphied that they
do not cven have cotton wool, and
our relatives die in ihe corndors:
but other hospitals are equipped
with private rooms and full medical
vare for cach room. We pay fines
for traffic vielations, but some
people commit hishway  man-
slavghter while drunk and are lel
of F with impunity. In some places

Vice

Winrens reagazng of the fonalcy Werlers Sarcy

there are better shaps superior
vacalion houses, with huee fenced
in grounds that ovdinary peonle
canpnol enter. People see afl ths and
they know  that  high  ranking
affictals drive luxuriouws cars .7

‘There is an inereasing tendengcy
to o fill posts with " One's own
peaple™ —lrom the vounger gener-
ation. Thisis the case nat only with
leading posttions in agricallure or
the adminstrative apparatus, but
wilh all kinds of posts eg publishing
housces, insticdoiens of learmine and
scientific jobs™. A recent study
shows that a child whose parents
have a hieher cducation bas 7.5
times the chance of staving within
the ranks of the intelligentsia than
the child of a Tarm worker has of
citering them?,

The two reports contained m this
book could have been eotitied
*Whal produced Sobidarity’. Tley
contain graphic details of the state
of Poland just before the Aseust
strikes of 1980 — the class divisions,
the corruption of the bureaucraey,
the growing bitlerness ol the ruled,
the  economic  enisis,  Lhe  drilt
towards chaos, the breakdown on

December issue

XMAS on the
dole—{four
unemployed women
tell of their
expectations: Toys:
Rosa Luxemburg:

Silk weavers—an
extract from Agnes
Smedley’s writings:
Argentina—where
have all the
children gone? + all
the usual features.
Out now 30p
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all sides of any sort of faith in the
regime,

The reporis werc based upon the
discussion of a hundred odd people
fram the middle layers of power
academics, specialists, managers,
planners. They inifjally met two
years ago under the auspives ot the
regime — bl the conclusions were
ro0 honest, and had 1o be published
unofiicially. The result is a marvel-
lous description of a souviety thal
has reavhed the staee of economis,
political and  ideological bank-
ruptey.

‘This is shown most graphically in
the economic spherc. Year afer
year the rulers ol Poland and other
East Furopean states boast about
the bezuties of their central plan-
ming. The claim is still accepted by
much of the left in the West, who
they no longer talk ol sociahst para-
dises, do talk about *post capitabist
socicties based upon planning’.

Yet one of those whocontributed
o these reports tell how:

‘We have sham planning and
sham Tulfillinent and cven aver-
fulfillment of plans . .. playing this
game of pretence and sham bas
hecome s umiversal that no-one,
even at the highest levels of power,
can distinguish any longer between
what is real and what 15 nol’.

Another can argug

‘Planning, has ceased 10 descrve
the name of planning, coordination
has become nnpossible, while any
check on performance 15 purely
ilusory.’

A thicd can roint out:

“The cconomic plans fall far
short of the targets set. The flood of
erratic and makeshift revommen-
dations and restrictions only adds
1o the chaos because they bear no
intrinsic  relationship W one
another. .. .7

Yel anolher notes that every *flve
year plan’ tends 10 collapse noats
third year, ‘Each ume the resource
halapge Fails, unleashing a trenzy
of corrective measures thal frecze
resources already invested and con-
centrate an excess of nonplanned
productive encrgy In areas where,
with good planning, only $0-60 per
cemt of the original cstimare would

have been necded .’

If any Stalinist (or “Trotskyist’)
dinosaur still refuses to aceept these
claims, they should look at the
experience of the last year, where
the national outpat has fallen by 15
per cenl or more. o

The other side of economic chads
is a repeated failure of the regime (0
live up to J15 PTOMIses 1O INProve
living standards. After 1936 a
again after 1970, there were nscs it
living standards and promises of
even greater tises. Buit in cach case
it was confined to the first few
years. In both perinds the crisis
struck at simitar moments. .. The
‘breakdown in the economy and 1o
domestic policy, showed ‘astonish-
ing repetitivencss, onc Is even temp-
ted to say a cyelical nature.”

ILis not only waees that have suf-
fered. There has been a continual
run down in the social services, In
1960, expenditure on education,
health. social weltare, recreation
and sports amounted to a third of
all capital investments, now 11l has
fallen to 19 per cent. As a result,
their schools are overcrowded and
teachers badly paid, a third of
voung couples have no accommao-
dation of their own, ‘the number of
hospital beds in Warsaw is barcly
half the European average’, and
quarter of essential medwines are
unavailable.

The report eoes an o show how
the crisis has spread oul 1o affect
cvery other aspect of life, so thal
no-one any longer believes in the
poals the rulers profess to hold.
Among workers there 1 distrust
and bitlerness. Among those who
rule over thern there is cynical selt-
weeking, with politicians not belicv-
ing lhe speeches they make and
journalists not meaning a word
Ihey wrile,

Already when they compiled this
report Lwo years aga, ils authors
could see tie likely consequence of
the conditions they depicted:

‘In such a situation disturbances,
such as a spreading wave of stnkes,
demonsirations or even acts of viol-
grce against official institutions,
could be sparked off by a quulg
trivial event’,
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The emergence of Solidarity
more than Tullills this prophecy.

Yel there are two problems with
the accoupt of Poland as presented
by the reports. The firstis pracucal:
despite their rmassive docuwimenta-
tion of the divisions of Polish
sociely inlo sovial classes with quite
different material interests, the
authors see their goal as being the
sugeestion ol measures thal cao
‘restore provisional trust in the
authorities.” The assumpiion is thal
reforms are possible that will lgave
the bureaucracy with ils power, bul
ensure that the power is exercised in
a less arbitrary way. Like the
presenl ‘moderate’ wing in Solidar-
ity, the authors fear ‘vacuous rebel-
lion' more than a reconsolidanon
of bureaucratic rute 1 a slightly
reflormed lashion.

This ties in with the second prob-
lem: the marvellous factual account
ol what 15 wrong in Poland is not
linked to any theorelical explana-
tion of the forces that made things
the way they are. We are, for
instance, [old again and again that
I is faully investment targets that
tead to the breakdown in planning,
to wasted resources, idle faclones,
half Minished construction sies, toa
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continual chopping and changing
in the order given to managers and
workers. Bul we are never told why
investment targeis are always
faully.

You cannol explain that unless
vou emphasise what Poland (and
the USSR for (hat matler) has in
common with Western slates —
insertion in a wotld system of com-
petitive accumulation which forces
each capilal to invest to the maxi-
mum, regardless of the economig
chaos thal causes. Instead, like all
reformers, the authors have to
helieve il is the pecufiarities of their
own country that have produced
crisis. In ithis respect, they are like
those people who prattle on about
‘the decline of Brilain’ and peddle
schemes 1o ‘restote our national
industrial base’.

It is true thatl in Poland the crisis
is Turther advanced than elsewhere
in the East, just as 1t is further
advanced in Britain than in mosl
other places in the West. But the
hasic canses of (he crisis everywhere
lie in the state of the world system,
not of its individual parts. That 15
why working class revolution, as
opposed 1o TefOMNIsL ampering, is
the only real way oul. East or West.

Chris Harman

#

Safe but sorry

The Trade Union Dircciory
Jack Fuaton and Catin Gilf
Pluto Press £0.95 paperbuck

The latest ‘Workers' Handbook®
from Pluto Press is The Trade
Union Directory —a guide o all
TUC unions, published  juslt as
Pluto 1s celebrating its tenth birth-
dav. Il is worth considering, there-
fore, how this book compares with
others thaut Pluioe has published for
organised workers, becguse —guile
frankly —this book is a great disap-

pOIMLmMetL.
It is more of & handbook for
hurcaucrats  (han  for activists,

aiving more on offictal structures
than information that relatcs 1o the
workplace. While it is meant to help
a union member find out about
ather unions, it wouldn't help an
AUEW member at Laurence beotl
to get NUM support for the black-
ing ol Arthur Snipe’s products
from Mining Supphics.

1 have shown this book 1o o num-
ber of people and every one of them
turned firest to Lhe section about
their own union. Each of them was
highly critical with opinions vary-
ing between “Lhis is & vEry S0gey ver-
sion of what the union is like™ 10
“this o't even a broad left view' to
Mhis just st true’.

S0 why does a beok from such a
socialist publishing house not mect
the aclivists” aspirations, especiatly
as Pluto onve had a repuiation for
eiving us pood workers” hand-
hooks. Tt isn't that hard hithing
hooks don’n sell. After all, 1the best
sellers were CHIT's The Emplovers’
Offensive (1970) and  Pat Kin-
nerslv’'s The Hazards of Work
(1973). These hooks were primariiy
written for the rank and file and

were sold in thousands by the rank
and file. They hoth had a lasting
impact.

A poud workers” handbook pro-
vides accurate information, a lot of
cross referencing and a sharp and
critical appraisal of the limitations
of trade union officialdomm. The
point of publishing the material 18
to lurn cvery reader inwo & self-
aclive expert, not someone who
waits for the local official to sorl
things oul, Readers of The Hazards
nf Work hecame safety experts and
readers of McMullen's Your Rights
At Work got to know 1he details of
employment law.

But the recent handbooks have
been much more aimed at officials,
oflen  written by trade union
officials, and muoch less aimed al
arming the rank and file. The books
on Pensions and Non-Wage Bene-
fits arc the sort of thing you would
expect to find on the back seat of a
trade union official’s Cortina. And
the new Trade Union Directory will
find its palce more easily 1n a union
office than among the members of
a joint shop stewards committee.

The irony is ol course that the
books that are *safest” in lerms of
sales (hrowph trade union oftficial-
dom arc the ovnes that are least
likely to sell well. The real best sel-
lers  as the carly volumes showed
—are the ones (hal capture the
imagination of the rank and Mile
and are simultaneously a4 weapon
against the conservatism of official
structures and machines. The new
Directory s 1ot much more than a
description of t(he machines and
will be of little use to those who are
trying to change them.

Alex Walson
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Capitalism for beginners
by Roberr Lekacininan anet Boris
Van Loon

Writers and Readors, £1.95

This book falls between two stools,
On the one hand 11 assumes oo
much for it w e a good introduce-
tion to capitalism, while on the
ather it assumes 1o Jtle for it 1o be
. Interesting read lor someoneg
who alrendy knows it bir abwoad 1he
subjeut.

This  probiqae s rellected
throughout the soaok. There are
soume very dlunmnatiog et on
the history, and certatn conteimpir -
ary aspects, of capitalism {the Viet -
Nam war, energy orisls eteds bul
these are mderspersed with espluna-
tions of Calbraith, Revihes ete
which complicate rather than clar-
ify things, and leave onlsy thice oul
of 175 pages< 1o an averamplifed
explanation of Mary's crucial “lall-
ing rate of profit” discosery,

What s nore, there seems it
reason lor the order ol the secnions;
and., (0 make mattes cven worse,
unlike previcous books o The
‘Beginners'  series (UTroisky’,
‘Lenin’, ‘Nuclear Puower® ercd the
cartoons and ilhasteations sgdd hile
Lo the teat: they aviually obseure
points in a number of instances,

The book™s orientation towards
the American market (the third
sub-heading is "Why s there no sog-

H

1alism in the USA?Y)
also aggravates matters,
obscuring the relevance of
the subject to potential readers
it this country.,

Overall i's a very sad book;
hecause an altempt bas been made
fandg tor all my ceriticisms 1t 15 a
valiant  atiempt)  to simplify
volumes of turaid text, written by
many great, but borimg, thinkers,
and this attempt has, again unhke
the other books o this  senies,
Faniled.

There ure obvious reasons for the
failure, the main one being hat
Lhereare going ro haveto be alot of
Failures betfore a ook ts published
that can replace the iwenty or 5o
classics we pow regularly recom-
mend contacts, and buy doubiful
Friends and relatives for Christmas,
Bul lollowing very close behind
that problem is the aathor; an erst-
whitle  liberal cconomist moving
leftwards, bul not far enongh to
handle the abject of this book, and
certpinly nol far enough to make
cven the most inmnocuous allusion to
reaching a situation where books
like this need never be wrilten.
Aldan Gibson

Good 1dea, but ...

Pluto Big Red Diary amd Directors
10%2:

The Art of Resistance

Plutey Press £2, 340,

Big Red Dharies wsed o Be some-
thing 1'd look forward toat Christ-
mas tnne, even 1l 1 oever bought
One, but thiy yveadrs s very dosap-
pointing. The best that can be said
about it that 10 was a very aood
lea. '

It loscrks as ol e was hastily pul
topether by people who weren’
viery interesied inowhatl they were
dormne . Irdoes seeocsach aosad wasie
ol 4 ereal opportigty. One has
only o think of the art of the Ruas-
sian revolution or the posters ol
France 68 10 see 1hal any book

abwoul the art of resisiance has a
wide range of choice when it comes
(o striking tmages. Yel you would
nut have thought so when you look
thirouglt this vears diary.

The same lack of interest is evid-
enl i dhe text or rather lack ot 1t.
Inlormation abouwd the examples of
the art shown s restricted (o very
briet picture cuptions,

There sn't even an introductory
rest 1o explain why Pluto thoughi i
was o eood dea ta put oul 3 diary
on the Art of Resistance. Maybe
they didn i think 1t was a good idea,
and the only reason they put out a
diary s that they felt abliged (o
because they put one aul last year.
Peter Courl.,
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Devil dollar

The Dollar and ils Rivals
Rirardae Parhoni
Verso £3.95

This is a highly analytical account
of the international monelary sys-
tem over the last decade, written by
a talented Italian academic, from a
semi-Marxist perspective. Ity &
Curious, yot i many ways fascinat -
ing book.

The curtosity lies in the author’™s
claim to have a novel inlerpretation
ol the crisis. That involves excessive
cmphasis on what has been happen-
ing (o the dollar over the last lew
vears; almost total silence on
whatl's been happemung to profuls
and investment; and the ridiculows
idea that the crisis has been an
‘essentially Euro-Japanese one’.

The key thesis is that US capital-
ism could avoid the crisis because
of the unique role of the dollar as &
resetve currency. Heargues that the
devaluation of the dollar after 1973
forced the burden of adjustment o
the OPEC oil price rise ontoe the
European economics 1 partcular
(a half-truth at best)  and thai the
devaluanon was a deliberaty move
1o maintain 'S hegemony agdainst
its rivals regardless of the conse-
quences (as 1l there was any alterna-
tive to the dollar’s devaluation
given the weakening ol the LS
CeONomy}.

Fvenis of the last two vears, with
the US economy o disarray, o
noticeable global slump, all o the
context of a rising  dollar,
thoroughly undermine Parbomi™s
claims —although  vou'd  never
realise i from his new introduction
(¢ the English edition (the book was

Nirst published in 1980} where he
summarises rather well what has
really been happening.

Where the boob 15 fascinat ing s
100 the light 11 sheds on the complex
aperations of the money markets,
and the convolulions of govern-
ment policies,

FParboni is right about the unigue
rode of the dallar, and the desire of
the American ruling-class 1o hang
oo the advantages thal gives them
— preventng aty maoves [owards an
allernative system. He is also very
acute gboul the way m which the
European Monetary  Syvstem  has
helped 1o reinloree the domnange
of West German capatal 10 Europe.

Parboni puts the conflict bet-
ween  different natonal ruling-
classes at (he centre of lus account

which 1y a4 refreshing  change
From most treatises on the subyject,
He emphasises the connection het-
ween  those  condlicts,  monelary
chaos, the drift towards protection-
ism and the formation of new (rade
blowes, amd the mighimuare prospedt
of war.

The danger 1 thar boiled down
the book becomes another of the
Uy all The Gouli of the nasty Amer-
lcans’ (with sidoswipes ol the Wesd
Cermans) tvpe which s so cotman
amongst the sott Luropean leti. In
lalv asin Britain that sort of analy-
sis breeds nationafistic responses in
the name of detendimg the eeonomy
against the toreien menace.

A useful book then, perhaps the
best available on 1t subject, bul
degply flawed,  Parbont really
should read up oo Mars s thasty of
CTiSIE dzain.

Fele Green

Starving for the bankers

Crisis in the Third World
Andre Cunder Frank
Heimemanmn £5.50

This is a companion voluroe (o the
author’s earlier Crisis in the Worfd
Econamy. I is also @ much belter
book than its predecessor  prob-
ably because Irank is on much
surer ground in the field where he
lirst made his reputation as a Mary-
ist enite ol econamic orthodoxy,
Crisis in the Wortd Ecortantiv was
a bit of 3 mess - a poorly organised
collection of newspaper cuitings,
official  statistics  and  lengthy
quotes from the experts, all mixed
up inan eclectic and somctiroes
imcoherent theoretical framework.,
Crisis in the Third Worfd sulTers
From some of the same faults of
style and presentation. The enor-
meus  guantity  of  intormation
Frank has eathered together does
become  indtgestible, Yer  here
Frank’s attention is tixed. o not
always firmly, on a single target.
That is the idea that the question ot
underdevelopment  has  somehow
been  solved —that  the  ‘miracie
gconomies’  of  DBrazil,  Mexico,

Somh Roteg, Taowan, Smogpore
cle have shown the way,

The prowth ot the 12 or so newly
mndustrialised countries (NTCY)L as
Lhey are now known, has cortoinly
heen spectacular imaore than owice
as Fast as the averase in the Wes
over the last decade). Feonomises
are lalkine aboul 4 ‘new interna-
tonal division ol tabouar’. The
rmodel of exporl-led coow i, super -
vised by the INTE L swith massive bor-
rowImg trom the world™ otk and
cornplere Freedom Ton the maltin-
tionals, 15 now being beld up tor
the rest to Tollow,

The areat merit of Frank ™ hoak
15 that v shomw s st how distored s
Hos nmage of “sacvess", bor one
thing there are large chuanks ol the
Third World which are reparded as
‘cxpendable’ by oworld camal -
where 0 s deemed 4 waste of
FCHAMNSCS W EN |['}.i|],ll roosive Lhe
Dulk of the popiehitien. A courniry
Nke Banola Deshywhere 7ot o 76
mittion people dive below  The
poverty hine, has norole 1o play o
this new order o does thye Siihel
redion o SNorth Adrica, whore col
ontal agericulture deseroved the vkl
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patiern of subsistence farming and
left a legacy of encroaching desert
and mass famine.

Where sustained growlh bhas
accurred il has pone hand in hand
wilh a polarisation of wealth, inten-
sified political repression,  and
grcater not less vulnerability to the
worrld erisis, Frank devotes a greal
deal of space 1o the first two n par-
Gealar. At times his account, built
up out of cold stark olticial docu-
ments, reads fike a never-ending
harrar s1ory.

To give just onc example: in
Brazil infant moriality rales are ris-
ing. In Sao Paulo the workers lucky
enouph 1o get jobs aflet being
kicked oft the land in 1he name of
the new capitalist agriculture, work
twelve hours a day, seven days a
week. An estimated 80% of the
Brazilian people {(‘perhaps up 1o
G594 ") e excluded from any bene-
fit from the economic miracle’.

The monegy Trom gxports goes 1o
pay lor new expemsive technology
Lo keep up with the competition,
luxury goods for the rich, and, of
course, atims in abundance. The
generils and dictators are sold their
lethal toys Lo play with in exchange
far smashing the unions and the
left, and sguarantecing the low
wapes which the Western multina-
tiomals lind so attractive. Some-
times as in lran it gets a bit ot of
hand.

Elsewhere the debts.o the world
banks continue Lo soar, To pay off
the mounting inlerest payments the
people must make sacrifices, From
Chile 1o Turkey each bloody coup
pushed the credit-raiing up a nolch
or two. The death tolb, the legalised
murder of starvation, discase, and
ayeeyiions, mounis.

Frank's book has litile to say
aboul resistance to all this which s
a pity, but then 1've barely hinted at
the material crammed into the
book's 360 odd pages. More
seriously his project as a whole does
not provide us with the coherent
account of world capitalism and
imperialism today which we redily
need. Maybe Nigel Harris's forth-
coming book will po some way 1o
giving us that.

Nevertheless Crisis in the Third
World has to be seen as 4 wotlhy
effort and will serve this reader at
least as a useful work of reference.
The final chapter where Frank,
guite rightly, dismisses the reform-
isl alternalives of ‘national coono-
mic development” or *sell-reliance’
as a *snare and a delusion”, is worth
reading on its own. Frank has no
dlusions about what s been carricd
out in the name of socialism, and
that alone makes him stand oul
fram most olher *Marxist® writers
on the Third World.

Pete GGreen
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Bookshorts

As usual there is a great rush of
publications for Xmas. For the
festive spirit there is Steve Bell
Maggic's Farm {Penguin, £2.50}.
the hilarious cartoons of City
Limits tame. For the gourmets,
Gerard Chaliand Food  withoit
Frontiers: A Big Red Cookbook
(Pluto £2.50), a good cookbook,
hut unfortunately neither very Red
nor Big.

Two new books on Poland:
Dennmis  MacShane  Solidarity:
Poland's Independent Trade Unmion
(Spokesman. £3.50} and  Neal
Ascherson The Polish August
(Penguin, £2.30). Both these
books are written from a reformist
viewpoint, but packed with useful
information as the only books
English dealing with events since
Jast August. Their weakness hes in
an over identification with Walesa
rather than seeing the possibilities
of workers” power. Also on
Eastern Europe. Bill Lomax,
Eyewitriess in Hungary: the Soviet
invasion of {936 (Spokesman,
£2.95) pow in paperback.

New editions are out of JAG
Grithith's useful exposé of the law
Politics of the Judiciary (Fontana,
£2.5() and of | Bowyer Bell's
readable history of the IRA, The
Secret Armmy (The Academy Press.
Dublin, £5.50) ~ spuiled only by a
shallow addendum dealing with the
Last 1) voars.

The third and tinal volume of
Marx's  Capital has now  been
publishcd by Penguin (£6.95) and

Franz Mehring's classic biography,
Karl Marx (Harvester, £7.95) has
just been re-issued. Also In this
vein by the German Manxast of the
1920s, Karl Korsch, Revolutivnary
Theory (Pluto, £4.95 pbk.).

For a shorter read 1ry CI5 latest,
Report on Tory Britain 81 (U5,
£1.00) and an intgresting low-down
on food, Hannah Wright, Swaflow
it Whole (New Statesman Report,
£1.50%

New from SWP authors: Alcx
Callinicos [fs there future for
Marxissn  (Macmitian, £4.95) a
substantial attack on much of
academic ‘Marxism’, but too heavy
for those not acquainted with the
area of discussion, to be reviewed
in the next edition of International
Socialism; also dont miss lan
Gibson’s excellent book on the
politics of health, Class, Health and
Profic (published by the author,
£4.50); plus John Molyneux’s
much awaited Trotsky's Theory of
Revolution will soon be  out,
published by Harvester.

The torrent of books from the
Labour left and their acolytes
continues, with Francis Cripps et
al, Manifesto (Pan, £1.95) and Ken
Coates  {edy How 1o win’?
Demoaocratic  Planning and  the
Aboliion  of  Unemployment
(Spokesman, £3.50). Of a simlar
veim  though  potentially  more
interesting is A Gamble, Britain in
Decline (Papermac, £4.95) which
will be reviewed along with several
titles mentioned tn this column in
later issues of Socialist Review.
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More anger, less corn

CAST brought Sedition ‘81 1o the
stage. Its short sharp, shock sket-
ches together with the stand up
comedian style of Roland Mul-
doon, kepl your inmerest and
brought some laughs, *After the
revoluation, tune into Radio Rosa
[uxembourg.® Hatef Sunshine was
‘cuarantesd o provide 2 highly
¢nilertainng, if subversive
evening,’ so said the publicity leaf-
let. A creditable follow up then?
Something Lo Took forward to?

The opening scene: a down 1rod-
den housewife, Helen, tells us, °l
love the kids®, but she's also going
mad, there's nothing to do and no
one 1o see. She infroduces us (o her
dream home provided courtesy ol
T.1.T. Fl Paso, the home of the
future —everything you could wish
for . .. 4011 underground.

The rest of the CAST are: Arthur
_ane time manager, advovate of
progressive  policy  decisions an
now 1 new socialist; Dave - Holen™s
hushand, frustrated rank and file
leader, complelc with ‘working
class” northern aceent and a habil
of jumping on chairs when he’s pol
anything o say; Maraa - ASPIrnge
cxecutive and company  slave,
looking like a voung Sally Oppen-
heimer on a pood day; and Genie
the friendly neiphbourhood com-
pany Ccomputcr.

We are invited into their Orwel-
fian future homne, where the sthicon
chip rules. OK. They play out a
comedy that sometimes sinks to (he
level ol a Brian Rix Farce, bul occa-
sionally rises 10 indicate Lthe sinister
power of the company that controls
(heir isolated lives. For, theyarethe
only people iving underground in
what was designed 1o be a large
complex. Unfortunalely the com-
pany is persenified by the compu-
rer. Genie, and much mileage 15 2ol
out of it sounding American ana
having a stupid name. Repealing it
out lowd isn’t that funny,

As the play develops the charac-
(ers, are made both too Tamiliar, by
appcaring too homely, almost as 1
they were the unwidting vichms of
Candid Camery of Game For A
Lauph, and (oo distanced in as far
a+% the comedy never realtly leads us

[0 question any preconceived ideas
we might have concerning their
acrions.  Ahhough CAST  had
obwviously made an attempt, in
making Hotel Sunshine Helen's
story, (she’s the only one who can
recognise the lunacy of thelr silua-
tion}, to give the 1ale some challen-
ging meaning — the strength of tis
was sadly dissipated by 2 muddled
presentalion and some Crumimy
lines and corny JOkCs.

Cnly in part 2 was any atlempt 1o
make the audience sit up and listen
really suceessful, There was one
particular moment that stood oul
itom the rest. Here alarge map wils
brought out to serve as prool thatif
the Flat Eanh Society was tight,
then deterrence could work, and that
the problems of nuclear weapons
are due to the world being spher-
cal! The reason Lhis wus Tunny was
that it made you liugh al something
that directly related 1o the outside
world. Tt showed that all walk of
deterrence, of unilateralism. and
mulli-lateralism comes oul ol the
lunacy of a world that produces ithe
means o die more than 100% eric-
iently for all, but denics the means
of lile to mallions,

But that piece could have stood
on its own as @ simple and effective
sketch. o CAST's last offenng
Sedition ‘8§ there was much more
of ihis, it didn't hold together bril-
Bantly, but the theme of sedition
came through betier than that of
Hotel Sunshine. The senument,
Jobs not Bombs, we have the
resources, shouted at the end, was
not carried torcefully through the
play .

When there are the means avail-
able to starile and thrill, when what
15 effective on the stiecls are power-
ful images and symbols, succinel
and stylish, badges, posiers, leaf-
tete, records, TY and video, why
use jaded faree in the theatre? Why
nol use the means avaifable to
aecuse, cven shout o few names?
The cast seemed 1o have forgotten
therm — Reagan, Nott, Weinberger,
Cruise, Trident, Thaicher. The
production needed to be a bit mere
angry and a bit more hostiie
Paut Harper

A pamphlet

from the
Socialist Workers Parly.
35p + 15p postage
10 copies £3 post free,
Socialists Unlimited

265 Seven Sisters Rd
London N4




Naive hopes drowned in blood

It vou’ve seen the
poster for the film
Gallipoli you're
inclination is probably
to avold what 1s
presented as vet
another boring war
adventure tilm, You
could miss a very
good film. Jane Ure
Smith explains why.

The Australian film industry has
turned aut some extremely impres-
sive Films in recert vears. Films ke
My Briffiant Careerand Sunday Too
Far Awap, Gallipoli 15 no exeption,

It ts perhaps surprising that no-
one has alempred 10 make a film
dbout the Gallipoll massacre bet'ore
now. Adter all it would have heen
quile casy to make a conventional
war tilm of the incident ehocktull of

heroics with a tea_g—{erkur cnding,

But the director manages 1o
avend all the ¢lichés, Whal emerges
s an anti-war film with all the
powver of the ariginal AN Chiet on
the Western Front. Along the way il
s also very funny.

The film does not linger on the
actual Crallipoh landing. That is
dealt with ¢xirememly effectively
and economically as the climax to
the film. The rest s taken up with
recreating the atmasphere and ideo-
logtcal pressures which forced a
gencration of young men in Austra-
lia 1o rush ofl ut Lhe frst available
monent (o fight in a war half-way
acrass the globe,

The absurdity of the situation 15
MRSt apparent in 4 scene when the
two maw charaters, having decided
to enlist, get stranded (o desert gn
route 1o Perth. Thev come acrass an
old man with a camel, whao s totally
out of touch with the world situu-
non, They tell him there 15 a war
gomng on, explaining it s 4 war
apamst Crermany, The ald man 1s
confused:

Cashing 1n on the Naz act

Mephisto
frivector vrvan Nzaho

Mepitisroe tells the story of a voung
Crerman actor as he pradually sheds
s sympathies with the left i pre-
wir Hamburg and bocomes a state
actor for the Nazis,

On one hand 1t is about an indi-
vidual that compromises his beliefs
and ideals as he gets caught up in
the current of events that move too
quickly and powertully (o swim
dgainst, But more importantly, the
Filim’s message 1 that an actor isnot
on the fringe of political reality but
has anmactive partto play in the real
waorld, Lyvery gesture, every solilo-
quy. dialogue, costume and prop
Carres a meamng that s relevant to
social and political cvents.

The actor 15 ambitious, Small
parts and workers® rheatre in the
factories of North Germany
hecome shabby. He wants sucooss,
appreciation and applause —so
whal 1f s the Nazis that offer it?
He cries, "IU'm only an acoor! It has
nuthing ¢ do with me”

As he gets more and muore caught
up in Lhe Nazi propaganda machine
and the freedom of his {Tiends and
family 1s threatened, it bocomes
morte Jditficult tor him to bury his
head 1o the sand. He cannot ignare
that his wife and black mstress are
In exile. He cannot pretend that
[MIPoOsItons are ot made on his
Ireedom. But what can he do. he is
only an actor?

The tilm = et in the perind when
Bertolt Brecht was writing aboul
the relationship between threatre
and politics, and 1t borrows several
arguments from Brecht's writings,

Brecht argued thau every aspect

of a theatrweal performance has an
impartant part to play in getung
deross the message of the story.
Hence, lantern-shide sub-titles, pro-
Ections, and Kurr Walls music
were all part of a new approach that
emphasised the “direct. didactic
aspect of the rext,

Fur Brecht the rale of rthe actor
was clear. He s there Lo project 4
political message, he s very much a
part of social reality, 1n tact, he s a
tool for social change,

Mepaistey hammers home  this
point again and agan for cwo and a
halt hours, Unforiunateiy 0 savs
very jittle else.

Stylish and elegant direction are
lost om g plot that bas very little
substance and, while the camera
work is devastaung, the best shots
have absolutely no relevance to the
SLOTY,

The trapedy ol (German cinemais
that 1z nearly alwavs nddled wirh
post-war  guilt because the bour-
geoisic dwdn’t Jdo anvthing to pre-
vent the rise of fascismin Germany.
Like The Tin Drum and The Marri-
age of Maro Brawn, Mephisto s onc
long apolngy. The actor symbolises
the bourpeoisie of Berlin that was
toe caught up in its own decadence
to notiwee whal was happening in
Ciermuany. The Lfestyle of this intel-
lectual elite is reconstructed to show
afl the gluttony and debauchment
of a Roman orgy,

Mephistn 15 a beaatifully macde
tilrmr, but 1 owish that 10 was maore
than just a way that modern Oer-
many can purges itself of its history,
Adter all Brecht argued that theatre
fund cinema) should show the way
lotward, not apologise for the past.

Viarta Wohrle

“Then why are yougoing to fight
the Turks™
‘Because thev're allies of the
Cermans’
‘But what's it got to do with us™
“Well il wedon®tstap them there
they rmught come here’
The camera pulls back to reveal
desert as far as the ¢ve can see.
The many pressures which drive
yvoung men off to fight m wars are
amply ilfustrated: the male camade-
rie, the fears of appearing cowardly
particulariy in the eyes of women.
‘How could anvone not fighe?
demands an incredulous, nuddle
class matron, ‘with the (rermans

-

crucifyving kittens on chorch doors™
Australia’s solation in relation
tothe rest of the world added 1o the
ideological pressures which turned
voung men inle cannon fodder eve-
rywhere, ['ar many Australians the
First World War opened up the
possibility of seeing a new and exit-
1ng world thousands of miles away.
For most of them it was a chance
they would not atherwise have had.
A chance to escape from cullural
wolanon,  The film brilliantly
recreates  the naive hopes and
dreams of g generation, Hopes and
dreams  which  were drowned 1n
biood an the shores of Gallipalr
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THE REVOLUTIONARY CALENDAR

DECEM

" Foago

On 6 December 1944 British aircraft
began bombing the working class
districts of Athens. Heavy guns mounted
on the Parthenon assisted the bombard-
ment, and tanks moved through the
streets firing at pockets of resistance.
The military operation was not 1o
dislodge the German occupiers—they
had evacuated seven wecks before—but
ta defend a British imposed government
against the resistance movement, FLAS,
that had driven out the Germans, The
Baitle of Athens had started.

ELAS had been formed early in 1942,
very much on the initiative of the
Communist Party. 1t became the only
real centre of national resistance. The
pre-war dictatorship had collapsed, and
the Royal Government cxiled in
London, was compromised because of
its association with the dictatorship.
The bourgeois leaders remaining 1in
Greece either collaborated with  the
Nazis or kept their heads down.

Milttarily, ELAS was one of the most
suceessful  resistance movements  in
Europe. By the time of ‘liberation’,
FLAS controlled virtually the whole
of Greece outside the main cities, Their
local councils were the effective admini-

stration, and the German  puppet
government based in Athens was im-
poient,

In the citics too, the resislance was in
cifective control. A German plan lor
masgs conscription of forced labour was
defeated after demonsirations, occu-
pations of public buildings and a general
sirike lasting a month.

The resistance faced the future after
‘liberation’ with an eslimated member-
ship of 1wo million oul of a total popu-
lation of only seven million, ELAS was
in a position to take power,

The British govermment under
Churchi!l recognised this, and it was the
reason for their attack. The “war against
fascism’ was not allowed to get in the
way of the primary aim —defending
capitalism.

From ihe start of the war, Churchill
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had tried to minimise the influence of
FLAS. PBritish gold and arms were
poured into Greece to support any
armed resistance group opposed to
ELAS, while ELAS were starved of
supplies. One group, EDES, was oniy
formed when its leader, Zervias, suspec-
ted of being a German agent, was given
by the British (wo alternatives: be
publicly denounced or go to Lthe moun-
tains and form an armed band,

) 8.8 ¢

The stralegy tailed and the British
made their preparations to eliminate
ELAS after ‘liberation™. In 1943, an
Allicd officer, Don Stotl, conducted
negotiations for a ‘separate peace’ with
the German authoritics in Athens. The
Germans were to withdraw and the
British 1o land without harassment to
avoid a period of ‘chaos’.

There was no opposition to this
strategy trom Stalin, Churchill and
Stalin had already agreed that Greece
was in thc British ‘sphere of influence’,
just as Fastern Furope was going to be
under Russian control. Churchill wrote
in November 1944

‘Having paid the price we have to
Russia for freedom of acltion in
Greece, we should not hesilale to usc
British troops to supporl the Royal
Hellenie Government...l1 hope the
troops will not hesitate to shoot
when necessary.’

The day before the Bntish attack he
sent an order to General Scobie, com-
mander ot allied forces in CGreece:

‘Do not hesitate to act asf you were
in a conqguered c¢ity where a local
rebellion is in progress.”

When the British-installed prime
minister Papandreou, oftered to resign
{o reduce the possibility of civil war, the

British ambassador  was  instructed
‘should he resign, he should be locked
up Uill he comes to his senscs’.

From the strength of ihe British
attack once might assuimne that ELAS and
the resistance were trying to lake
power. But they were not.

Under CP ipfluence, the political
aims of the movement were Hmited and
talk aboul socialism was to be put off
until  after the establishment of a
‘demoeratic  republic’.  The Western
allies were 1o be supported because they
were the allies ol the Soviet Union. 'The
Communists reeognised Britain’s “pre-
dominale role” in Greece, They put this
into practice before Cliberation” by
placing ELAS under theformal co mmarnd
of General Scobie and by participating
in the Royal Government.

The crunch only came when ELAS
was instructed to disarm, leaving its
supporters defenceless against the armed
hands of the Royalisis and the lascist
(rmivas,

A mass demonstration against the
instruction on 3 December was machine-
gunned by government forces in the
streets of Athens, Twenly eight were
killed., Tt was the signal for a gencral
strike which paralysed the city. ELAS
occupied the key public buildipgs. The
scene was set for the hattle.

But still the Communist leadership
hoped for a compromisc. The initial
instructions were not to {ire on the
‘allied” British soldiers. ELAS umis
outside the Athens area were instrucied
not to join the fighting.

The British government had no such
scruples, Thousands of iroops were
withdrawn from fighting the Germans
in Italy to reinforce the Athens garri-
son. With superior forces they managed
to push back the FLAS defenders.

The final blow came when Moscow
announced at the height of the fighting,
they were appointing an ambassador to
the Roval Government,

FLAS were not defeated - they sur-
rendered, Scobie admitted that he didn’t
have the forces to control apy area oul-
side Athens and that the majority of
ELAS forces had not participated in the
fighting.

Stalin had ensured a defeat for the
working class movement in Grecce
which was not to be reversedfordecades.

The British role was best summed up
by a young —and still Jeft wing— Denis
Healey in a speech attacking Labour
Party members of the Brilish coahtion
government early in 1945:

‘The upper classes In every country
look to the British Army and the
British people to protect them
against the just wrath of the people
who have been fighting underground
against them for the past four years,
There 15 very great danger that we
shall find ourseives running with the
Red Flag in front of the armoured
car of Tory imperialism and counter-
revolution,’

Pete Gillard




