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failure

Unemployment has doubled
under the Tories to over 3
million. Pete Green looks at
new evidence which shows that
Labour’s Alternative Economic
Strategy even if tried would
scarcely affect that figure,

There are many people on the left who
would agree that the Labour Party's
Alternative Economie strategy has little or
neathing to do with socialism. Yet they teel
the Tones have been so bad, a Labour
CGovernment must be better. Surely, they
argue, anything which saves jobs and res-
cues the economy from the disasters of
monetarism deserves support.

The SWP has long insisted that such
hopes are dangerously misplaced. Now evi-
dence for such an assessment has come from
an unexpected gquarter.

The Cambrdige Economic Pohcy Group
(CEPG) is by tar the most radical of the
academic model-makers who churn out
forecasts of what™s going to happen to the
economy. They carrectly predicted just how
bad the current slump would be. They are
also the people who made the demand lor
import controls academically respectable.
Yet their latest Report' s exceedingly
glaomy about what any [uture [abour
Government could do.

The headline in the Cuardiar ran: ‘Tory
damage needs wyears 1o repaic’. But any
Labour Ctovernment which attempts radical
measures will be in trouble well before those
vears are up. The Cambridge Report itself
shows that the problems involve much more
than Thatcher’s legacy.

According to the CEPG aE current Tory
policies continue unemployment will be
approaching the 5 million mark by 1990
They dismiss all talk of a spontanecus
recovery, a phoenixemerging from the ashes
ot the slump. The slump, they argue, has
gone too decp tor that

Gross Domestic Product they estimate
would have to rise at an annual rate of
around 3 per cent Yor the rest of the decade
just 1o stop unemployment from rising
further. With intense international compe-
tition and a slow growth ot world trade that
in itself would require a drastic shift of poli-
cies towards ‘reflation” or pumping money
into the cconomy.

The CEPC show that the sort of moderate
reflation demanded by the Tory wets and
the Social Democrats will still leave unem-
ployment above the three million level (and
that’s the official tigure, ignoring all those,
especially married women, who do not
register for the dole). Yet they also admial
that their own favoured option of ‘massive

rellation, devaluation of sterling and wide--

ranging import controls’ 1s not much better.
1.9 millien unemploved by 1990 from a
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Alternative economic

Labour Government elected in 1984 15 the
best they hape for.

Moreover that's a prediction which seill
rests on the dublous assum ption that such a
policy will meet lLtile effective resistance
either at home or abroad. This scarcely fits
with their own realistic assessment of the
world economic situauon which 1s worth
quoting at length,

‘But the formulation and pursuit of an
alternative strategy now presents far
greater difficulties than used to be the
case a few vears ago. Not only has the
industrial base of the economy becn
severely weakened but more 1m-
partantly most other countries are also
suffering recesstont and the prospect tor
sustained world economic recovery are
bleak. Under these conditions,
competition for market shares ts now 1n-
tense and any attempt by one country to
steal a march over others 1s hotly
contested. At the same time, short-term
capital tlows have wvastly increased n
scale and the need to avowd speculative
presure building up agains{ a currengy
has become more mportant,
Accordingly, governments both in
Britain and elsewhere have become more
constrained in their chowce of policies.
The dilticulty of pursuing a radically
different stratepy from those followed
elsewhere 1s amply demonstrated by the
nroblems cncountered by the Mitterand
government i France in pursuit of s ex-
pansionary policies.” (pl)

The most remarkable concession to the
harsh reality ol chaos and cut throat compe-
lition in the world economy, which the
Cambridge Group make, concerns 1mport
controls. After years of dismissing the prob-
from other countries
hitting British exports and jobs (hey now
accept that:

“The major problem facing a protect-
tionist Labour government would be the

threat or reality ol sanctions against UK
cxports. This could come not only from
overseas governments and official
institutions such as the EEC but also
trom multinational compamies which at
present acount for the larger part of
Britain’s export trade.” (p16)

Dyespite all this the CEP(s hang omo themr
cherished panaceas. lmport Coatrols re-
main central te their conception of the
Alternative Strategy, They uargue lamely
that if the Government can survive an initial
period of retaliation exports will start to
grow dgain. The desperation of 1t all is
revealed by the fact rthat their modei
assumes a tariff which riscs toaround 530 per
cent of the cost of imported manutactures.

Twist and turn as they do the Cambridge
academics cannot escape the loge of their
own retormism, They detend ‘Britain’s
right’ to pursue thoroughly nationalistic
policies and sull hope for coordinated
international reflation,

They also evade one crucial question, that
of wages and profits. Despite a lot of talk
about income redistribution, they want “to
create a favourable macro-economic ¢n-
vironment which by raising profits and im-
proving sales ptospects cncourages
imvestment® {p23).

Profits, in other words, are what makes
capitalism tick. 1f you're not going to get rid
of the capitalists and seck to coax them mto
doing what you want instead, you soon end
up plaving the game according o their rules,
The |.abour Left have stitl to come to terms
with that simple fact. Yet although no-one
wants to say it teo loudly an incemes policy
designed to hold down wages and boost
protits will be central to any future Labour
strategy .

The Crugrdign recently carned a lengthy
dnalvsis showing how anincomes policy was
the ‘mussing mmgredient” in the labour
Partv's ‘Plan for Jobs' Wichael Foot is
talking about 4 *new Social Contract’. Lhe
last one produced & drop in real wapes ot
around 6 per ¢cent between 1975 and 1977,
whilst unemployment rose by half a million.
Workers should have no illusions in what
the next one would mean.

' Cambridge Economic Policy Review
‘Prospects for the UK in the 1981s" Aprif 1982
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It is the war of Thatcher’s face. And it is the war of Labour’s
disgrace. The very fact that this crazy war is being conducted at all
is thanks to the shameful support it has received from Labour,

The blank cheque was signed promptly and
with enthusiasm, on Saturday Apnl 3 the
day after the Argentinians took control of
the Falklands.

The special House of Commons debate
was universally acknowledged to be a
cellective display of jingoistic frenzy. Enoch
Powell spoke of court martials. Edward du
Cann remembered that 1the Duke of
Wellington didn't whine.

No objections from Labour. Instead the
‘inveterate peace monger’ Michael Foot
positively egged on the Jingoes:

‘o0 far the Falkland lslanders have
been betrayed. The responsibility {or the
betrayal rests with the Government. The
Government must prove by deeds—ihey
will never be able 1o do it by words—that
they are not responsible for the betrayal
and cannot be face { with that charge.’

His support was warmly appreciated.
Tory speakers practically fell over
themselves to congratulate him for
‘speaking for Britain’. Patrick Cormack {or
instance;

“The Prime Minister should go
... vard from this debate, strengthened,
reassured and grateful... If she feels that
it is necessary 1o use force it will be used

with the united and unanimous backimg
of the House of Commons.’

Labour MPs queued up to endorse that.
John Silkin—Labour's ‘unilateralist’
defence spokesman—even took the
opportunity to cali for an increase in arms

spending:

‘We de not believe that the
conventional forces—and in particular
the naval and air strength of our
country—are in the strength they ought
to be.’

To be scrupulously accurate it should be
noted that there were two, and only two,
notes of reservation voiced to this all-party
flag waving. And to be scrupulously
accurate it should also be noted who made
them—a Tory backbencher, Raymond

Whitney, and a Labour nght-winger,
George Foulkes.
The day Michael Foot cracked the

champagne bottle over the bows of Thatcher’'s
rask force, the Bennites said nothing,
absolutely nothing.

And as the task force moved across the
Atlantic the Labour leadership stuck firmly
to its (or rather Margaret Thatcher's) guns.
They made it quite clear that their first
response was no brainstorm.

On April 14 Michael Foot was again
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THATCHER'S WAR

L

stressing ‘1 support the dispatch of the task
force’, by now more than half way to its
target zone, Denis Healey on the same day
boasted that the *broad consensus’ between
Labour and the Tornes had been established
‘rather more firmly and precisely’,

If anvone had any doubils about that
CONSensus surviving into a shooting war
they were to be rapidly disillusioned. The
invasion of South Georgia cleariy took Foot
by surprise. For a moment he hesitated.

On the Monday following it he even made
the vaguest suggestion that the invasion
might not have been prudent. By the
Tuesday he had forgotten this, and was
endorsing the imvasion, His only hesitation
now, and he made a great fuss about it, was
that the Government should ‘not take any
further steps in the escalation of military
matters’ before making a proper response to
the UUN Secretary General.

By Thursday even this qualification had
practically disappeared. Foot readily
accepted further escalation—the imposition
of an air blockade—and declared once
again, ‘I also agreed, and still agree, thart it
was right tor the Government to make
arrangements for the dispatch of the task
force’.

Pathetic left

By Saturday Denis Healey was endorsing,
with positively indecent haste, the attack on
Port Stanley airfield.

Given with enthusiasm, accepted with
gratitude, the blank cheque was now being
cashed in.

The Labour leadership have not been
ignorant of the conseguences ol their
fulsome support for Thatcher’s war. Far
from it.

Michael Foot, torinstance, has been guite
ciear that his support has been necessary to
conduct the war at all:

‘If at the time of the dispatch of the
task force or subsequently there were to
be strong oppeosition in this country
represented by the Labour Party to the
dispatch of the task force my [ear is that
one of the consequences would have been
to 1njure at least the world wide support
that we have received’.

And Labour MP Peter Hardy has admit-
ted with remarkable clarity just how the
Labour jingoes have made a conscicus
decision to keep Thatcher in office;

"At the outset, it is clear that one of two
Governments are at risk—either the
Government here or that in Buenos
Aires. My honourable Friends and I have
very little cause to admire the present ad-
ministration here, but in the national
interest and te avoid further inter-
national ignominy, one hopes that the
Buenos Aires Government collapses
before ours”’

Should Thatcher call anelection ina wave
of patriotic fervour and gain another term in
office then Labour has no one 1o blame but
iself,

The disgrace of the Labour leadership is
total. But what of the Labour left? Have
they not saved Labour's honour?

Hardly. The most notable fact about the
Labour left 1n the Falklands crisis is just
how feeble+it has been. .

First of all there was their total silepce on
April 3. And that silence was doubly
shameful because the patriotic fervour of
the House of Commons on that day
contrasted with a low point in Government
credibility and bemused cynicism to the
whole operation outside. This was the time
to stnke hard before the media barrage
could begin to pull public opinion into line.

When the Benns and the Judith Harts did
get  themselves together they found
themselves without a lot of familiar taces.

The ten MPs wilch-hunted by the Daify
Stgr  (which included a sprinkling of
maverick right wingers} may not have con-
stituted a full turn out by the parliamentary
opponcnts of the war. But 1t stands in stark
contrast to the sixty or so Labour MPs who
voted for Benn as deputy leader.

Many of these, like Stan Newens, have
been vocal supporters of the jingoist camp
under the cover of ‘anti-fascism”, Less than
haif of them have been prepared to go even
as far as Benn and Hart.

But how far have these two gone?

They have shown themselves little
concerned with organising a serious
campaign. Benn’s first belated speech on the
issue was far more like putting down a
marker lest things go wrong.

And cven as they have become more vocal
they have been careful to preface their
criticismns with an acceptance of the basic
assuptions on which the war is being
conducted. This 15 how Benn began his
speech on Apnil 28 {nearly four weeks into
the crisis}:

“The reality (s that there is unanimity in
the House on the question of opposing
the aggression of the Junta. There is also
unanimity on the right of self defence
dgainst aggression,’

Judith  Hart, too. starts Irom the

standpoint that ‘there has been an act of
mtolerable aggression’. And that leads to
downright teebleness in what is proposed.
We deal with the question of the United
Nation. elsewhere. But what of the demand
to recall the Task Force?
For Judith Hart on April 14 that became
. at this stage we should not retreat but
halt the task force and allow time for
negotiations’,

Nole the ‘we shouid not retrear’. Note the
‘halt’ the task force (somewhere South of
Ascension Island) not ‘recall” it, Note ‘allow
time for further negotiations’—and if these
don't succeed, what then? No wonder
Thatcher does net have too much difficulty
parrying such opposition.

Lastly the Benn/Hart camp have been
very careful not to criticise the Labour
leadership for their conduct. There 1s after
all the Peace of Bishop's Stortford, which
tukes priority over a serious fight against the
War of Thatcher's Face. Indeed the
Hart/Benn camp has been pathetically
eapger to grasp at any siraw from the Labour
leadership. Benn speaking on April 28
agaln.

L]

I support my rnight Honourable
Friend the Mecmber for Ebhw Vale
(Foot} most strongly, and so
unanimously does the Labour Party, in
saying that until the UN option is opened

and discussed there should be no further
escalation of military force. Let there be
no doubst: any difference of emphasis that
there may have been is over in the sense
that the right honourable Gentieman
speaks for the whole Labour Party in
sayving thar.”

The bulk of the Labour left becomes no
less pathetic when one looks outside the
hallowed chambers of the House of
Commons.

The trade union leaders have lined up in
support of the war. And that includes ‘lefts’
like Moss Evans of the T&GWU. He put it
like this on April 15:

‘Like any other raticmal citizen 1
would like to se¢e the problem sclved
peacefully. But we can’t as | see it, give
any crumbs of comfort to the fascist
regime in Argentina. We believe that
they should get off the Falkland Islands
and if we can't do anything but use force,
then force will have to be used.

If there are any leading broad lefts in the
unions who disagree with this, then virtually
all of them have remained remarkably
silent.

Cheering the fleet

The final item in the catalogue of Labour
disgrace 1s provided by the Militant. This
"Voice of Marxism® in the Labour Party
intervened in the first four weeks of the
Thatcher War with the following deeply
agitational headlines:

‘War over the Falklands’, "Workers
will win nothing’, ‘Battle looms closer’,
‘Falklands war now likely’.

Three out of the four could have come
straight from The Guardian. And when you
read the text, the first half of virtually every
article 1s a denunciation of the Argentinian
regime, with phrases like ‘workers cannot
but condemn the Argentine invasion of the
Falklands® picked out in large type.

The only problem Mifitan: detects is that
Thatcher cannot be trusted to wage a war
against fascism. So British workers must
impose sanctions on the Argentine Tegime
and there must be a General Election to
bring in a Labour Government ‘on a
socialist programme’. Presumably once the
two hundred monopoiies have been
nationalised then AMifizant can cheer on the
fleet together with the rest!

From Denis Healey through to the
Milirant, Labour’s response to Thatcher’s
War of 1982 has been disgraceful. And
unlike their forerunners, the open patriots
or the mealy-mouthed propenents of *peace
through negotiation” in 1914, they cannot
even excuse themselves by saying they were
swept along by a popular tide of war
fervour.

There were no white feathers being
distributed on Londaon streets in April 1982,
Such war fervour as there now is followed
rather than preceded Labour’s suport of
Thatcher’s warmongering.

This time Labour cannot even plead
cowardice In mitigation of their
disgrace—apart from the cowardice at the
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roots of their whoie political philosophy
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Socialism and war

The Falkland Islands crisis has
brought the question of
socialists’ response to war to the
forefront. In the long tradhtion
of socialist internationalism.
Duncan Hallas argues that the
enemy 1s at homce, while
showing how the retormst
tradition of national chauvinism
lives on in the Labour Party
today.

Weare notpacifistsowe detest the Galtieri
dictatorship. we dismiss the notion that the
Argentinianseizure of the Falklandssprog-
ressive on anti-colonialist grounds. Never-
theless we helieve that, in a war between
Britain and the Argentine. the defeat of
British imperialism is the lesser ¢s1l. The
main cnemy s at home.

None of these statements perhaps 18 so
self-evidently true as 1o pass by mere asser-
tion. Let us therefore return to basies, Whal
are the criteria by which soctalists determine
their attitude 1o war in genevat and to a
eiven war? Anexcellent starting pointis the
opening passiage of Tenin's Socfalisi wnd
werr. written amidst the slaughter of Y15,

‘Soctalists hive alwavs condemned wiirs
hetwveen natons as barbarous and brutal,
Oyur attitude tosvards war, however, 15
fundamentally different 1o that of the

progressive and necessary. We Marxists
difter from hoth pacifists and anarchists
in that we deem it necessary Lo study
each war historically {from the stand-
point of Marx's historical matertalism)
and scparately.

War s always barbarous and brutal’.
aften horribly s0. Think of the bombing.
the napaim, the defoliation, the atrovities
perpetrated by US Forcesin Vietnam or by
the Khymer Rouge. War is abwayvs an evil
and 1t generates other evils too, Theretore,
poes the “unti-war in principle” argument, it
should be rejected regardiess of arcum-
stances. Mo more witt,

There 15 a healthy and progressive strand
in this attitude and it is often connected
with a rudimentary kind of class conscious-
ness, ‘Tt's a rich man’s war but a poor man’s
fight’, went the slogan of the opponents of
conscription in the American Civil War.

[ remember seeing, in an ordinary com-
mercial cinema in Manchester a year or two
after the end in the Second World War, a
showing of the classic anti-war him "Al Quiet
on the Western Front'. At the point where
one German soldier says to another “we
should make the gencrals and politicians
fight it out with ¢lubs’ the audience, a fair
number of whom must have been ex-solders,
burst into lowd and spontaneous applause.

That was a good spirit., a thousand times
better than the patriotic flag-wagmng of the
Labour Party leaders then and now.

But. by ttself 1t will not do. Marx and
Engels and their followers supported the

condition and is called forth by a poli-
tical motive. It is. therefore, a pohtical
act. .. Waris not merely a political act,
but also a real pohitical instrument, a
continuation of pelitical commerce, a
carrying out of the same by other means.
All beyond this which is strictly pecuhar
to war relates mercly to the peculiar
nature of the means which it uses.”

The peculiarity of the means is stated by
Clausewitz with his charactenstic brutal
clarity and total lack of hypocrisy:

‘“War is therefore an act of violence
intended to compel our opponent to fulfil
our will.’

All of which is incontestably truc and
fundamentally important. One thing follows
immediately. For revolution 1s precisely ‘an
act of violence intended to compel our
opponent to fulfil our wilt™. [11s much more
than that of course, but i is that or it i
nothing.

But we cannot stop there. Since, m any
class society, the ruling classes invariably
resort to force to defend their rule — the
rejection in principle of the use of force for
political ends (not always, not usually, but
in appropiate circumnstances) ts tantamount
ro abandoning the struggle for fundamental
social change, for a classless socicty, for
soctalism.

Further. because wars cannot be abholished
unless classes are abelished and socialism s
established, the ‘anti-war in principle” pos-
ition, if widely adopted by workers, guaran-

bourgeois pacifists (supporters and ad-
vacates of peace) and of the anarchists.
We differ trom the former in that we
understand the inevilable connection
hotween wars and the class struggle
within a country, we understand that
wars cannot be abolished unless cliasses
are abolished and socialism s created.
wi adso differin that we regard civil wars,
fe.. wars wired by oan oppressed class
agiinst the oppressor cluss, by shaves
against slave-holders, by serfs agaimnst
landlords, and by ware-workers against
the bourscoisic. as fully  legiomale.

North in the American Civil War. Some of
them, mostly German exiles, fought volun-
tarily for the Union. And they were right.
For in spite of the horrors, the slaughter,
the mutilations, frauds and the fortunes
made out of war profitcering. the war for
the destruction of slavery was a just and
Progressive one.

The judgement is political, which brings
us to Clausewitz' classic defimitions:

“The war of a community — of whole
nations and particularly of civilised
nations — always starts from u pohtical

tees the ingvitability of future wars.

The pacifist position, notwithstanding its
humane impulses, is deeply conservative.
That 1s why we arc not pacifists.

But nuclear war, the threat of the nuclear
holocaust, does that not alter the position
entircly? It alters it certainly, but it does not
change the undetlying realities. There have
been a hundred or so wars since the United
States Air Force dropped the atom bombs
on Hiroshima and Nagasaki, all non-nuclear
(although some only just). |

Nuclear war between the super-powers
has not happened becausc 1t is not in the
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Interests, rationally considered. of either of
their ruling classes. That is not to say that it
cannot happen, merely to say that the holo-
caust, an ever present danger, cannot be
avolded by burying one’s head in the pacifist
sand. 1t can only be avoided, in the end, by
striking the nuclear weapons out of the hands
of the ruling classes - by revolution.

From these most serious and weighty
matters we turn to an affair that would be
farcical if it were not so squalid and poten-
tially dangerous - the Falklands {or Malvinas,
if vou prefer) crisis.

Back 1n the 173Us, a certain Captain
Jenkins, a smuggler and a pirate according
to the Spamsh authorities who then ruled
much of South America, a peaceful and
cminently respectable merchant skipper
according to his friends, was arrested by the
Spanish (ruardia Costa and had his left ear
lopped off in the scuffle, The then equiva-
lent of the Daily Mail and the Tory back
benches went into paroxysms of hysterical
rage.

The outcome, the “War of Jenkin's Ear’,
had about as much te do with the matter as
the ‘right to self-determination’ of the Falk-
land Islanders has today. It was a transparent
pretext. What was at issue was the slave
tradc, a highly profitable business in which
British slavers came out on top through
vartous wars.

There is. however a difference. There
was then a serious issue in dispute between
the two ruling classes. The British bous-
geoisie was determined to break into the
South American markets and the rulers of
Spanish America in Madrid, were equally
determined to keep them out.

Not now. In the war of Jenkin’s Ear,
Jenkens was simply an excuse. Had he never
been born the outcome would have been
the sume, give or take a year or two. Now,
the excuse has become the reason.

multinationals operate freely in Galtien’s
Atrgentine.

The claim on the British side that Thatcher
1s motivated by concern for the people of
the islands, that ‘the interests of the Falk-
land Tslanders must be paramount’ is a
masterpiece of impudent hypocnsy.

Under British rule, the inhabitants of the
Falklands have never even been allowed a
freely elected local government with the
powers of a town council, let alone ‘self-
determination’. Many of them are not even
allowed security of tenure of their hauses
but are torced 1o accept the tied cottage
system operatcd by the Bnitish Falklands
Company which owns most of the uscful
grazing land. No serieus consideration to
the interests of the Falklanders has been
given by any British government until the
Argentinian invasion. Moreover, both
Thatcher's government and Callaghan's
before 12 have had secret negotiations with
successive Argentinian governments about
the futurc of the islands without any
reference to the inhabitants, let alone the
referendum now bruited abaout.

In any case, the self-determination argu-
ment s spurious to the core. A dechining
population of less than would make a res-
pectable turn-out at a fourth division feot-
ball match on an off day and lacking any
social, ethnic, linguistic, cultural or historical
teatures of its own. cannot be seriously
regarded as a "national” entity. A far morce
plausible case could be made for national
self-determination for the Western Isles or
the Isle of Man. And these more plausible
cases would also be absurd and reactionary.

Far, as Lenin wrote:

‘If we want to understand the meaning
of self-determination of nations without
juggling with legal definitions, without
“inventing” abstract definitions, but

So far as the Falklands arc concerned
that 1s all that there s to be said but, to
avoid misunderstanding. 1t 1s as well to point
out that, in any case, we do not uncondition-
aflv support the right of self-determination.
We do not, for cxample, concede it to the
Ulster protestants, although they are indis-
putably a historically formed. selfconscious
group with guasi-national charactenstics.
W reject the two nations” theory for [reland
and we do so because its effect is plainly
reactionary and not at all on the basis of
legalistic quibbling about whether or not
the protestants do or do not have this or
that “national’ characteristic.

The ‘anti-colonialist” pretentions of the
Argentine dictatorship are not much better
than the fraud of self-determination. True,
Argentina has some sort of more or less
plausible claim to the Falklands on historical
and geographical grounds and, certainly,
the Islands are a British colony. But these
are legal forms and abstract claims.

We support anti-colonial moevements as
maovements of serugele by oppressed people
against therr oppressors and we support them
hecause. as Marx said ‘No nation can be
frec if it oppresses other nations.”

Nonc of this has much relevance to the
[Falklands. There is no Spanish speaking
population struggling agaimst British imper-
hsm. For Galtieri, "anti-colonialism’ is a
convenient pretext to divert the Argentine
workers away from their struggle against
the dictatorship. The timing of the Argen-
tinian invasion was no doubt influenced by
the rising tide ot demonstrations and strikes
in Argentina. ‘National unity” in support of
a foreign quarrel is Galtieri’s aim as well as
Thatcher’s and ‘national unity” means the
subordinating of the workers to the bosses.

We are irreconcilably hostile to both
governments and hoth regimes. But we are
in Britain and not Argentina and therefore

What we have now is the war, if it develops
into a war, of Thatcher's face (in the Chinese
sense) and of Galtieri's face too.

There is no longer a rational, if preda-
tory, cause of dispute. The Falktands are of
no great significance. Pure prestige and
internal politics are the driving force on both
s1des.

True, there is talk of oil; but whether it

eXIsts Or not 1s neither here nor there. After
all. Thatcher’s government is busy trying
too ‘privatise’ the British National il
Corporation, foreign o1l companies hold a
good deal of the North sea and foreign

examining the historical and cconomic
conditions of the national movements,
we shall inevitably reach the conclusion
that self-determination of nations means
the political separation of these nations
from other national bodies, the formation
of an independent national state.’

In the present case there 1s neither a
nattonal movement nor any possitality of a
national state. The self-determination argu-
ment 15 a fraud perpetrated to put a *democ-
ratic’ gloss on support for Thatcher's military
adventurc.

the Brinsh government. the British state 1s
the main enemy for us.

The Labour Party lcaders, and even some
Tories who enthusiastically supported the
Pinochet coup in Chile, have discovered
that the Argentine regime is fascist. That,
of course changes everything! Stnictly
speaking. the Argentinian dictatorship 1s
not real tascism but let that pass. Also leave
aside the Tories. It (s the *left-wing’ vanent
of this aresument that matters. In essence, it
15 a very old one.

In 19037 the Second International meeting
in Stuttgart adoped the famous resolution
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on war which states:
“The Congress confirms the resolutions
of previous International Congresses
against militarism and imperialism and
declares anew that the fight against
militarism cannot be separated from the
socialist class war 4% a whole.

“Wars between capitalist states are as
a rule the result of therr rivalry for world
markets . . . Further. these wars arisc out
of the never-ending armament race of
militarism, which 1s one of the chief im-
plements of bourgeouis class rule and of
the economic and political enslavement
of the working classes.

“Wars are encouraged by the preju-
dices of one nation against ancther,
systematically purveyed among the civil-
ised nations in the interests of the ruling
classes. so as to divert the mass of the
proletariat from the tasks of its own class,
as well as from the duty of mternational
class solidarity.

“Wars are therefore inherent in the
nature of capitalism. They willonly cease
when the capitahst economy is abolished

“In the casc of a threat of an outbreak
of war, it 15 the duty of the working
classes and their parhamentary represen-
tatives in the countries taking part, for-
tified by the unifying activity of the Inter-
national Bureau, to de cverything to
prevent the outbreak of war by whatever
means seems to them most effective,
which naturally differ with the intensi-
fication of the class war and ofthe general
political situation.

“Should war break out in spite of all
this. it is their duty to intervene for its
speedy end, and to strive with all their
power to make usc of the violent eco-
nomic and political cnisis brought about
by the war to rouse the people. and

italist class rule.™

Five years later, at the Basle International
Congress this was unanimousty re-affirmed,
the British Labour Party delegates voting
with the rest.

Two vears after that, in 1914, the majority
of the Labour and Social Democratic leaders
in nearly all the warming sates., swallowed
their words, abandoned the class struggle in
favour of ‘national unity’ and supported
their ‘own’ governments.

How did they justify this? Why. by poin-

ting to the evils of the enemy regimes of
COUTSE.

The German Social-Democratic majority.
the mast apposite compatison for our pur-
pose, pointed to Russia. The Tsar rules
over the “prison house of peoples. they
said, he has most bloodily suppressed the
movements of Russian workers and peasants
in 1905-7, his 1s the mose brutal, backward
and viclous state in Europe, the bulwark of
Europcan reaction foroverahundred years.

Of course all this was perfectly true,
Tsarist Russia was every bit as vile. vicious
and reactionary as Galticrt's Argentina and
a great deal more powerful. Moreover it
had a long common trontier with Germany
and the Tsars armies were actually invading
cthnic German territory in Fast Prussia.

What did Liebknecht and Luxemburg
and Mchring and Zetkin say in reply? They
sdid vou are scoundrels. vou are traitors.
You have betraved the German workers
movement ard the international workers’
movement. Tsarism today is no ditterent 1o
what 1t was 1 1907 and 1912 when vou
promised to oppose war. The war, for
Germany, 15 ‘rcal poelitical instrument’ of
the German bourgeoise. You have deserted
to the cnemy and this desertion will not stop
at temporary support tor the war — as was
indeed proved 1n 1918-19 when these same
pro-war ‘soctalists’ orgamised troops to shoot
down German workers.

In Liebknecht™s immortal words “The rmarn
enemy is at home’. Not the onfy enemy of
course. The Tsar {5 an encmy but support
for the Kaiser actually weakens Russian
workers opposition to the Tsar and since
‘the struggte against militarism cannot be
separated trom the sociilist class war as a
whole'. support [or our ‘own’ government
strengthens reaction everywhere.

Lenin and Trotsky and Rosmer and
Connolly and Mcblcan and Debbs all sad,

exactly the same thing. All opposed “their
own' government and its war. And they
were absolutely right, Support for “one's
own’ ruling ¢lass in such a wars tantamount
to ahandoning the struggle for sociabsm.
For their war v a continuation ol their
politics by other means. And so. exactly.
with the War of Thatcher's Face.

One good thing. at any gate. has come

out of the TFalklands crisis, The reaction of

the Labour Party leaders has proved deci-
sively, conclusively and rrrefutably that the
illusions of so manv lett-wingers that there

has been, since 1979, a real swing to the left
by the Labour Party have as much substance
as Tatry pold.

Michael Foot, wrapping himself in the
Union Jack. and righteously dencuncing
the government’s neglect of British interests
(s#nd outdoing Dennis Healyin the process?)
is ong thing. The support and applause he
got from the overwhelming majonity of
[_abour MPs is quite another. Not just the
right but most of the fefr MPs enthusias-
tically cheered him on. They collapsed nto
jingoism at the first test. It did not take the
courage of a Licbknecht or a McLean to
speak out against the Falklands expedition.
Merely a modicum of principle and back-
bone. That, in the vast majority of cases,
was more than the left MPs could muster.
What really matters 15 the spectacular
Jdemonstration of the lack of elementary
class hatred. the indispensible gut reaction
against militarism and war. on the Labour
benches.

C'an any sane person now believe that
this crew, even if reinforced by re-selection
and conflerence resolutions, could stand up
to the bourgeoisic in a real cnisis where
hourgeois interests are at stake? If you can't
stand out. loud, clear, firm and from the
besinning, against a comic-opera war in the
South Atlantic, vou will never rcswist the
immeasurably greater pressures of the boss
class against any attempt 1o ImMpose econ-
omic policies they don’t want, let alone
achieve soctalism.

Nor can too much be said in tavour of
Benn and the handful of others (including
that unreconstructed right-wanger. Tam
Ialyell} who did not back Thatcher.

Benn's posttion s basically, “let the Untted
Nations scttle 117 Fhe UN is a club of
sovernments, We know some of thom:
Thatcher's and Galtert’s, Reagan’s and
Brezhnev's and so on, enemies of their own
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position, in fact, 15 not very different from
such important organs of hourgeois opinion
as The Financial Times and The Guardian.
It may well gain him some credit, especially
it the expedition proves a faillure. but there
15 ot a spark of socialist internationalism in
[t

Asto the Labour leaders as a wholc. left,
right and centre, we have been fortunate to
have @ foretaste of their conduct in any

tuture Labour government — cowardly,
mecan, chauvinist, grovelling before the
ruling class, ]
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Peron’s long shadow

After years of silence, the
British media have been
stridently denouncing the
Argentinian military regime. But
they don’t say much about the
powerful Argentine workers’
movement. In this article, Carla
Lopez and Mike Gonzalez look
at the historical background
and explain how the movement
against the junta has been
diverted into nationalism.

Whatever happens at sea, Galtieri — the
Argentine President — has already won his
first and most important battle.

The great Malvinas adventure has
achieved what thousands of police and sold-
iers failed to do — bring the class struggle in
Argentina to a (temporary) halt and,
apparently, unite the Argentine population
behind its military oppressors.

Both the strength of the working class, its
courage in fighting the military regime, and
its political weaknesses have their roots in
the historical development of Argentine
society.

In particular it is vital to understand the
importance of the movement known as
Peronism, which has since the mid-1940s,
assumed the political leadership of the
Arpentine workers.

The roots of Peronism lie in the particular
situation m Argentina in the mid-1940s.
Frem the turn of the century until almost
the end of the second world war. Argentina
had been dominated by an alliance between
the landowning capitalists and British
impenalism.

But since the Great Depression of 1929,

..........

......
......

The Maivinas adventurs brought the class
struggle in Argentina to » halt—temporarlly.

British control of the economy had been in
decline, accelerated by its own economic
crisis and war. The weakening of
imperialism coupled with the fall in export
earnings as a result of the international
crisis, encouraged Argentina to embark on
a process of industrialisation. By 1944
industrntal production fermed a larger pro-
portion of totai output than ranching, and
there was now a massive working class.

The emerging industriai capitahlist class
did not control the state. Rather, it was
allied wtth that section of the landowners —
the cattie fatteners — who were prepared to
accept industrialisatton under their control,
The process of capital accumaulation which
took place under this alliance was possible
through the represssion of the working class
and the forcing down of real wapes,
Although Argentina’s trade union move-
ment was the oldest and most experienced in
Latin America, 1t had been seriously
weakened by divisions within the leadership
between anarcho-syndicalists, socialists and
CoOmImMunists.

In 1943, Peron became the Secretary of
Labour of a new military regime. His aim
was to construct a new c¢lass alliance, based
on the working class, particularly its most
recent recrults from the more backward
rural areas, and the industrialists producing
for the domestic market who were excluded
from political power. The banner of the
movement would be soc¢ial justice and
national economic development, the
accumulation of wealth and its redis-
iribution.

Peron and the unions

The project was temporarily viable
because the economic situation was
favourable and because US impernialism was
too preoccupied with European reconstruc-
tion to fill the wvacuum left by Brtish
imperialism.

Peron became President in 1946, For the
working class, it meant a real rise in living
standards: real wages rose by 37 per cent
between 1943 and 1948. Numerous welfare
and labour laws were also passed to protect
the workers.

But the price was Peron’s control over the
union bureaucracy, as well as his decisive
political influence over the mass of workers.
This enabled him to stifle all attempts at
vnicn democracy and all opposition. All
unions which tried to remain independent
were refused legal recognition. 14 major
strikes were declared illegal in 1948, and 12
more in 1949, When the railway untons
refused to support Peron's clection cam-
paign in 1952, their leaders were forced to
resign at gunpoint.

Peron’s second period in office saw a
serious economic ¢risis sparked off by a fall
in the world prices for Argentina’s exports
and a series of bad harvests. Argentina’s

industrialisation process was dependent on
importing capital goods, raw materials and
fuel. The mabiiity 1o keep this process gomng
faced Peron with the choice of agraman
reform and further nationalisations or the
repression of the working class and the
opening of the cconomy to foreign capital in
the industrial sector. He turned to the latter
course, but the industrial capitalists
frightered by the workers™ mobilisations,
atlied with the landowners, church and mils-
tary to overthrow Peron in 1955, The
workers continued te defend Peron despite
his turn to the right, showing that they had
not broken with the Peronist ideology.

After 1955, the growth of foreign capital
in Argentine industry accelerated. By 1969
150 grant firms controlled 32 per cent of
industrial produoction and foreign capital
accounted for 60 per cent of this. US trans-
national corporations had come to
deominate the most dynamic sections of
industry throughout Latin America. In
Argentina this penetration took place most
notably under the military government of
Ongania (1966-1970), which represented a
conscious attempt to repeat the Brazilian ex-
perience of 1964 and open up the economy
to foreign capital while freezing wages and
repressing the working class.

But in Argentina the working classled a
militant and successful fight agawnst the
Ongania project. The culmination of that
fight was a massive semi-insurrection in the
industrial centre of Cordoba.

The i1nsurrection, known as the
Cordobazo, reflected the growth of an 1m-
pertant rank and file movement which re-
jected the leadership of the corrupt Peronist
bureaucracy, a section of which had
collaborated with the military in the 1966
coup. Although the Cordobazo and simiiar
movements in other industrial centres
succeeded in bringing down the Ongania
and subsequent governments, this rank and
file movement was not sustained, and did
not totally break with the political leader-
ship of Peronism. This made it possible for
the bureaucracy to contain the movement
and collaborate with the Lanusse govern-
ment of 1971-73 to bring Peron back from
exile in Spain,

From the peint of view of the different
fractions of the Argenine ruling class, Peron
was by then the only force capable of con-
troliing the working class and channeiling 1t
into a populist, naticnalist strategy which
would preserve capitalism.

For the left of the Peronist movement,
Peron represented a national and socialist
option. By 1973, the strongest current hold-
ing this view was the Montonercs armed
organisation. They had grown up in the
post-Cordobazo period, with roots in
Catholicism, nationalism, Peronism and
even among disillusioned members of the
traditional left, particularly the Communist
Party.

The Montoneros believed that through a
prolonged war Argentina could leap the
phase of hourgeois democracy to arrve at
socialism with a national colouring
acceptable to the masses through its links
with the popular movement, 1.e. Peronism.
The militaristic emphasis of the Montoneros
{and of the non-Percnist ERP, the other
major armed organisation) encouraged
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Picketing the Argentinian Embassy—Jdune
16 ... years before Thaicher staried

‘crusading’

workers to leave factories in order to join the
armed struggle and plaved a considerable
role in the confusion and ultimate defeat of
the workers’ movement,

The Montoneros believed that Peron’s
return would be a major step towards their
ultimate goal, and worked hard for the elec-
tion which in March 1973 brought Peron’s
representative, Campora, to the Presidency.
Campora began to implement the social
pact between the CGT (the Argentine TUC)
and the organisation representing small and
medium sized capital. The CGT pledged
that there would be no strikes for two years,
in return for prnice stability and certain
structural reforms.

But the mood of the working class, newly
confident from the ‘*victory' of securing
Peron’s return, didn’tfitsuch a pledge. They
went on the offensive, demanding higher
wages and greater union democracy.
Campora's 1nability to control this move-
ment was partially responsible for his
removal. New elections gave Peron 62 per
cent of the vote and he took over as
president,

This time round, Peron’s project was not
even temporarily viable. Foreigncapital was
now dominant in Argentina industry, and the
national bourgeaisie had no Interest (n
challenging it.

Rather, their interests were aligned in the
fundamental nced to suppress the working
class. Any attempt by Peron to secure more
benefits for the workers could only ad-
versely affect the profits of both national
and foreign capital, and lead the workers to-
wards the struggle for socialism. The logic of
the situation pushéed Peron decisively to the
right, and he passed a series of highly repres-
sive laws aimed at controlling the working
class.

Peron died in July 1974, and was
succeeded by his second wife, [sabel Peron,
The world recession was by now seriously
affecting the economy and Peronism was
falling apart as a movement, its semi-fascist
wing rising to power, led by Isabel’s close
friend, L.opez Rega, who began to organise &
death squad to murder left-wing opponents.

In this situation the workers’ movement
again revived, symbolised in the strike In
Villa Constitucion in early 1975, This strike

followed elections in the local metalworkers
union in which a slate committed to struggle
won an overwhelming victory over the
Peronist bureaucracy, There was a month
long struggle in which four successive strike
committees were arrested.

The determination to fight the economic
strategies of late Peronism was stepped up
after the introduction of an austerity plan
involving devaluation and wage controls,
There were wildcat strikes throughout the
country. In Cordeba and Santa Fe pro-
vinces, & new type of rank and file organisa-
tion was formed, known as coardinadoras.
In July 1975 the first general sirike ever
against a Peronist government took place.

It was in this situation of growing rank
and file militancy, a deepening economic
crisis and the internal crisis of Peronism that
the military took power in March 1976. The
left organisations, particularly the
Montoneros, offered no leadership to the
workers in its struggles before the coup, con-
centrating instead on military actions.

The programme of the military regime
was brutally clear. To destroy a highly or-
ganised working class; to smash the guerrnila
movements; and to impose a Chilean-type
ecanomic solution, which tied the economy
to exports, froze wages and ‘rationalised’
the economy. Their first acts were to arrest
5000 trade union leaders, make all national
trade wunion organisations illegal and
destroy all social welfare organisations. The
object was to ‘impose Christian civilisation’
and root out communism.

There has been no word from Moscow
vet, however, 1o explain the massive level of
trade between Russia and Argentina, nor 1o
justify Russian military suppert for this
rabidly anti-working class, anti-Semitic
regime. And neither Washington nor
Moscow have commented on the 10-15,000
missing prisoners within Argentina, nor
mentioned the role of the Argentine military
in training and advising the military
oppressors of Central Amernica.

The level of repression in and atter 1976
destroyed the political organisations of the
left and made workplace organisation ex-
tremely dangerous. The thousands ot
tortured and mutiliated bodies of workers
that appeared instreets and rivers —and the
thousands more that were never seen again
-— bore eloquent testimony to the risks of
union activity.

Yet in October 1977, a general strike on
the railways marked the beginnings of
resurgence. Its leadership, the Commission
of 25, brought together the more radical
elements of the Peronist trade umons. Early
in 1978, a dockers” strike began a year of
many workers' struggies. Yet the moderate
wing of Peronism had formed another
organisation and was arguing for nege-
tiations with the military.

A worsening economic situation — the
value of real wages had fallen by 45 per cent
in two years; 350,000 unemployed and tac-
tory closures on a massive scale — ensured
the continuing growth of the workers’
movement. And on 26 April 1979 the
Commission of 25's call for a national
general strike was answered by 40 per cent of
the country’s workers, despite ferocious re-
pression and wave after wave of arrests and
‘disappearances.’

THATCHER'S WAR

By late 1981, the old General Confedera-
tion of Labour was reborn, an eneasy coall-
ton of the two wings of Peronism. In
November a march for peace, bread and
jobs drew 30,000 people to Buenos Aires.
And a few days later the old Peronist trade
union machine — the 62 Organisations —
was reborn.

The role of Peronism, its strange and con-
fusing history explains the contradictory
situation 1n Argentina today, and the place
of the Falklands/Malvinas Islands 1In

Argentina's politics. For Peronism con-

‘tinues to have the dominant position in

working class politics. Its radical pepulism
gives it an appeal to workers through the
more militant trade union leaders (re-
presented by the Commission of 23); i1ts
deep-rooted nationalistm presents a per-
manent obstacle to the development of class
politics and internationalism. Today, even
the Montoneros share with every other
sector of Peronism an unconditional
support for the Argentine military’s stand
over the Falklands.

By mid-February of this year, the radicai
Peronists of the Commission of 23 launched
a new Initiative. Its three demands reflected
the new strength of the workers’ movement:
firstly, a gencral wage rise; secondly, a new
economic policy abandoning the freec mar-
ket policies and reflating the economy, re-
opening factories, and relaunching indus-
trial enterprises through state intervention;
and thirdly, an end to military rule and free
elections.

And while the old Peronist leaders tried to
slart talks with the government, the 25 re-
fused anv contact until the three demands
were met. A series of strikes and mass
demonstrations were called 1n every
province. [n late March, 14,000 people
marched ulegally.

Climax in March

The climax came in Buenos Aires on 30
March. As workers began to march from the
industrial suburbs towards the symbolic
centre of the city — the Plaza de Mayo —
25,000 police were deployed throughout the
city, barricading the main access roads. The
military guarded ports and public buildings,
dressed in full combat gear. More than
20,000 workers were on the march;
hundreds were arrested, hundreds more
sertously injured in repeated cavalry
charges. Several workers were killed. Yet by
late afternoon groups of workers had al-
ready reached the square, chanting: ‘Out,
Qut, The Military Qut’and ‘If we are not the
people, then where are they? The working
class had won the streets, for the first time
since 1976,

Twe days later, Galtieri announced the
occupation of the Malvinas. Amid patriotic
demonstrations 1in the capital every
opposition arganisation — from the old
Peronists of the 62 Organisations and the
CGT to the Montoneros, announced their
unconditional support for the government’s
position, Class struggle was [ormally
abandoned — and national pride became
the watchword! Galtieri had found the
answer to the rifing challenge of the working
class,
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THATCHER'S WAR

Labours

imperialist past

The outright jingoism of the
Labour Party over the Falkiand
Islands has shocked even their
own supporters. Colin Sparks
argues that it was only another
step along a familiar path.

The Labour Party was born on 27 February
1900, 1n the middle of the Boer War. The
founding conference took no view on this
[1ttie matter. That was just as well for the
infant party.

One wing {ed by the Fabians were en-
thusiastic supporters of expanding the
empire. George Bernard Shaw wrote a pam-
phlet called Fabianism and the Empire 1n
which he argued that the British Empire was
a good thing for al! concerned, The natives,
including the Indians, were too immature to
ook after themselves and if we did not seize
Scouthern Africa then somebady else would.

The Independent Labour Party were
bitter oppenents of the war and passed a
motion condemning it.

‘A war of aggression is, under any
circumstances, an outrage on the moral
sense of a civilised community and in the
present instance particulariy so, con-
sidering the sordid character of the real
objects aimed at.’

Little matters like a war were, however,
no obstacle to the pursuit of parhamentary
seats, and the two sides patched up their
differences.

Try as it muight, the Labour Party was not
10 avoid its birthright. It wasbornin a world
i which British Imperialism was thAe major
force. Any attempt by other nations to alter
that state of affairs would inevitably involve
‘aggression’.

When the test came in 1914, the Labour
Party failed abysmally. Although they
began by opposing the war moves — along
with the Bank of England - they rallied in-
side 24 hours to the defence of ‘gailant little
Belgium’ and fought a war against *Prussian
autocracy.” They conveniently forgot that
Belgium had one of the targest and most
brutal empires in Africa. They brushed aside

the objection that Britain was allied with the
Tsar — the most savage autocrat in Europe.

The National Agent of the Labour Party,
one Peters, and half his office staff left to
work for the recruiting campaign. Ramsey
MacDonald, aithough allegedly opposed to
the war, sent a letter to a recrunting meeting
in his Leicester constituency which called en
‘the serious men of the trade unions ... to
face their duty.”

But the matter went much further, Llovd
(ieorge wroie:

‘Had Labour been hostile, the war could
not have been carried on effectively. Had
Labour been lukewarm, victory would
have been secured with increased and in-
creasing difficulty.’

The Labour Party responded to the call.
Arthur Henderson, leader of the Parlia-
mentary Labour Party, joined the govern-
ment. His decision was endorsed by a
Labour Party conference by 1,622,000 votes
to 495,000.

There was a minority who opposed the
war, centered on the ILP. They made largely
pacifist propaganda. They argued that the
war was a mustake arising from the ambi-
tions of devious leaders. They wanted a
negotiated settlement and a setting up of a
‘League of Nations' to make sure that war
did not occur again.

This refusal to believe that wars result
from the conflicts endemic to class societies,
and the belief that if only the robber barons
would sit down and talk in the League of
Nations or later the UN is a recurrent theme
in the left Labour opposition to wars right
up to the present.

As the slaughter continued opposition to
the war grew. It was led by militant workers
who were largely outside the Labour Party,
but 1t had its effect on -that party too. It
forced the Labour Party and the TUC to call
a conference to make a joint statement of
their war aims, on 28 December 1917,

They rejected the Bolshevik call for an
immediate peace and, despite their demo-
cratic rhetoric, lined up with the war aims of
the British ruling class; *Any peace which
left the Hohenzoilerns lords and dictators of
Central Europe would be a humbug and a

sham’, wrote the editor of the officiai report,

The conference also made explicit
another theme of Labour politics, While
oppoesing colontalism in general, they made
an exception for “The Colonies of Tropical
Africa.” They propesed that these be placed
under joint rule; ‘In view of the fact that it is
impracticable ... to leave the various peoples
concerned to settle their own fates,’

The paternalism that had been a Fabian
dewiation 17 vears before was now official
policy,

[f the Labour Party emerged from the
First World War with little to shout about, 1t
might be expected that they would hawe
learnt from the expernence. |

They did not. J H Themas, Colonial Sec-
retary 1n the 1924 Labour Government,
announced that they:

‘intended above all else to hand to their
successors one thing when they gave up
the seals of office, and that was the
general recognition of the fact that they
were proud and jealous of, and were pre-
pared to maintain, the Empire.’

In pursuit of that end the Labour
governments of 1924 and 1929 made not one
cencession to demands for independence.
They refused to discuss the question with the
leaders of Indian nationalism, partly on the
grounds that they were capitalisis! On the
other hand, they continued the brutal
repression of all opponents of British rule,
including shooting down Indian workers on
strike against Indian capitalists.

The 1924 and 1929 Labour governments
did not even try to lessen the daily bar-
barities which made up the smail change of
British cclonial rule. For example, on 14
April 1924:

‘Mr J Harris asked the Secretary of State
for the Colontes what possibilities there
are for a native in Nigeria, when placed
cn trial for his life, being able to secure
special permission from the Governor to
engage counse! to defend him; and in
how many cases of the 38] natives exe-
cuted in Nigeria since 1920 was this per-
mission granted?

To which J H Thomas replied:

‘The appearance of counsel 1s forbidden
in any matter before a Provincial or
Native Court, and the Governor has no
power to make exceptions. The second
part of the question does not, therefore,
arise ... I am considering the whole posi-
tion in order to see if any change in the
system 15 desirable.’

10 Socialist Review
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A Labour Minister was considering
whether it would be ‘desirable’ to allow
around 100 victims of execution per vear to
have the benefit of a defence lawyer at their
trial.

Labour entered government again in
1940, Attlee was deputy Prime Minister,
Bevin Minister of Labour, Morrison Home
Secretary. Together they made up haif the
war cabinet.

In a 1940 pamphlet called Labour’s Peace
Aims, Attlee recognised the nght of self-
determination and said: ‘We donctdemand
from others what we are not prepared to
concede ourselves.” A problem arose shortly
afterwards. The population of India were
demanding their own right o self-
determination with increasing vigour. The
British government then interned Gandhi
and the major leaders of Indian nationalism.
The Labour Cabinet ministers went along
with this.

The Labour Party published a pamphlet
by G Ridley, called India, which justified the
arrest to its rank and file, Ridley argued that
the Labour Party had, unofficially, pro-
mised India self-determination atter the
war. The Indian leaders were unreasonable
to demand independence now. If they were
prepared to drop the demand, then they
should be released and the Labour Party
would open negotiations with them.

All of this might be justified by the
exigencies of war. But by 1945 Labour was
the landslide peacetime government. They
continued to try to hold on te India until
their military advisors told them it was 1m-
possible, They supported the right-wing
Greek regime with troops. Not untul
November 1949 was it apreed to withdraw
the last 3000 British troops, leaving a mili-
tary, naval, air and police missicn still there,
It was a Labour government which ‘restored
order’ after the Japanese surrender in Indo
China and Indonesia and handed them back
to French and Dutch colonial rulers,

This open imperialism, the fact that the
government was busy shootng down
strikers in West Africa, and the evident fact
that Labour wanted to hold on to as much of
the Empire as possible, caused some dis-
quiet in the ranks.

In 1946 the Labour Party published a
pamphtet, The Labour Party and the
Cofonies. by Rita Hinden. It opened by
asking an awkward question:

*What should Labour do about the colo-
nies? Should we blame as a hypocrite the
socialist who does not demand

immediate independence for all colenial
people ... These are questions of concern
to alt members of the Labour Party.’

After some pages of argument, Hinden
came to the conclusion that:

‘Ultimately our purpose in the colonies s
the same as that which Mr Attlee
announced for India. We recognise the
rights of all people to self-determination
... One cannot immediately apply this
principle to every small British Colony,
but there is no reason why we should not
declare that this is the principle on which
we are working, and perhaps to take the
first steps in the most advanced Coionies,
wherever it might be feasible.’

It was not everywhere feasible. In
February 1948 29 unempioyed workers and
cocoa farmers in what is now Ghana were
shot down by British-led police. Perhaps
this was one of those ‘first steps™?

Hand in hand with a}l this went a policy of
rebuilding the military might of the cotonial
powers. NATO was the centrepiece of this
strategy. Brainchild of Ernest Bewvin,
Labour Foreign Secretary, the original
treaty included a specific reference te the
‘Algerian departments of France’ as part of
‘Western democracy.’

The war against Communism could now
be used to justify almost any action. Sending
troops to Korea, fighting a bitter war in
Malaya, planning the overthrow of the
Mossadeg government in Iran — all were
justified by the new crusade.

The Labour Party got Britain into the first
Celd War but, once in opposition after 1951
it had a bit mere elbow-room, It did not
change its spots. As late as 1957 it was stili
arguing that Britain should hold on to ‘small
colonies’, like Pitcairn Island, Aden,
Cyprus, North Borneo ... the Falkland
Islands.

The real test was the 1956 Sucz adventure.
It is true that once the invasion was well
under way, the Labour Party organised a big
campaign, culminating in a huge rally on 4
December in Trafalgar Square. But the
theme of this rally was not opposition to
British imperial adventures but the demand
that the future of the Suez Canal be settied
by international negotiation.

The crisis was sparked off by the fact that
the Egyptian government under Nasser
nationalised the British and French owned
Quez Canal, Hugh Gaitskell, right-wing
leader of the Labour Party, took a pre-
dictable stand. On 3 August he said;

‘It is all very familar. it 15 exactly the
same as that we encountered from
Mussolini and Hitler in those vears be-
fore the war ... Force s justified i certain
events ... We should try to settle this
matter peacefully on the lines of an inter-
national commission ... force cannot be
excluded but it must be consistent with
the Charter of the United Nations.’

The pro-Labour Daify Mirror was on the
same track: ‘Nasser should study the fate ot
Mussolint.” So was the Daily Herald: ‘No
more Hitlers.’

That was the night of the Labour Party,
who could not be expected to be much
better, The left was just as bad. You might
think that Anuerin Bevan, famous leader of
the left, would be 1n favour of a little
nationalisation. He was not:

‘If sending one's police and soldiers into
the darkness of the mght to seize some-
body else’s property is nationalisation,
Ali Baba used the wrong terminology.’

What really happened at the time of Suez
was that the first instinct of the Labour
leaders, left as well as right, was to rally
round the flag and whip up patriotic senti-
meint. Once they had made certain by their
support that the Tories could launch a mili-
tary action, they started to think it over.
They saw that the war was not very popular
and that their claims to be fighting fascism
were a bit thin. They then ducked for the
cover of the United Nations and started to
criticise. The pattern may sound famihar.

The only time in its history when the
Labour Party has not been prepared to use
force to defend the British Empire was when
the Wilson government consistently refused
to take even effective ecomomic measures
against the white rebellion in Rhodesia,

It i5 a rotten record. If we had included
Ireland, it would be much, much worse.

The story is so consistent that we cannot
lay it at the door of individual leaders. It
must be to do with the nature of the Labour
Party,

There are two main reasons. Nationalhism
is so strongly embedded in capitalist society
that the threat of war usually sparks off
popular enthusiasm. The Labour Partyisso
dedicated to winning votes that its iniial
response is always to swim with this tide. It
often tries to lead it. Principles count for
nothing at the ballot box.

Capitalist wars are so obviously designed
to secure profits for some gangster or
another that working class feeling always
turns against them sooner or later, The
Labour Party starts to back away from its
patriotism. Then they start putting up the
smokescreen of the UN or wiatever to
cover themr retreat.

The second reason explains why they can
never manage to fight against the *National
Interest’. A war is, by definition ap armed
struggle and short of a civil war, it 15 a
strupggle between states, But the Labour
Party believes that the state i1s a neutral
instrument which they hope to use to change
society, Therefore it 15 of overriding import-
ance to defend the state. Without it, you
cannot have reforms. So the best that the
Labour Party can manage is half-hearted,
paciftst opposition to war. -
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good war ...

. Sociolist Review readers obliged to
venture into the Flect Strect battle zone

“in the immediate future would be well
advised to invest in a thunderbnlt«-pmnf
umbrella and a sound palr of insulated
boots.

There is no doubt that the Falklands
crisis has driven the bulk of the Brmsh
press stark, staring mad.

Even for the most hardened media
junkie, the depths of war mongering

frenzy plumbed by The Sun, Daily Malil,
Express, etc, is a sinmister and sickening
- spectacle,

Only a few weeks ago Argentina, in
what passes for the mind of the average
sub-editor, was quite a pleasant place. |t

-was a commendably firmm bulwark-
against-Communism sort of government
with a nice line in ¢corned beef.

There couldn’t be much wrong, could
there, with a junta comprised of Prince
 Philip’s polo-playing chums, and such a
prodigious appetite for British military
hardware?

Then, literally overnight, friend
became foe, ‘firm government’ became
bestia!l dictatorship.

Compare this; (Times, March 31st):
*The territory in guestion is
impoverished and inhospitabie... Neither
country (Britain and Argentina) has the
slightest reason otherwise to quarrel with
the other, and each haseveryreasontobe
on excellent terms.’

With this (Sunday Express, April
11th}: “...they should have no doubtas to
the capability and determination of the
forces of the Crown physically to remove
themn .from British territory and to
liberate our people from a fascist
dictatorship.’

Or The Peopie {(April 1lth):
‘Argentina,.. practices tyranny at home
and troublemaking all over South
America.’ |

A week is indeed a long time in
politics. Flavour of rkis month is defin-
itely ‘fascist dictatorship’. You could
almost hear the plaintive queries in the
newsrooms: ‘How do you spell the

‘bloody word, anyway? Is it s before ¢, or

¢ before s?

Why the addition of ‘tinpot’ was ani-
versally thought necessary is an interest-
ing question—is a tin-pot fascist
dictatorship better or worse than the
usual kind?

Life really began to imitate art (Evelyn
Waugh's Scoop anyway) when the fleet
set off to teach Johnny Gaucho a lesson
he won't forget.

The Sun, never backward in coming

- forward in these matters, ran a somewhat
premature "Special War Issue’.
- Prominent was a picture with the
sirap-line, ‘Goodbye My Brave Love’,
and this incredible caption: ‘Rifle in hand

12 Socialist Review

There’s nothmg Iike a

z British soldier gets a last, lingering kiss
from the woman he loves before setting
off to face the enemy.’

Love and death... much better than
Bingo for shifting newspapers.

For some perverse reason, the smiell of
cordite seemed to whip the floating hacks
inta a state of ecstatic frenzy: exceeded
only the The Sun's ‘1 Hunt The Encmy
With Andy’. It seems that our Warrior
Prince was actually somewhere eclse
entirely—as was ‘The Enemy'—but why
spoil a good stoty with quibbles.

If and when this whole absurd affaie -

turns into something rather more bloody
than an expensive farce, we had better
remember Orwell’s dictumn that, 'The
first casualty in war is always the truth.’

The Ministry of Defence rule book, to
which war correspondents are account-
able, defines their role as, ‘Leading and
steadyiﬂg public opinion in times of
crisis.’

Not that this bunch of gung-ho glory

seekers are likely to need a rule book:

waved at them-—a quick burst of gunfire

should soon dispel any deviant

tendencies,

For those who do not share the media's

enthusiasm for the prospect of blood and
floating corpses, The News of the World
has this message: * We must show the
world that Britain still has CLOUT.."

‘At best Benn and Co are guilty of . |

defeatisi claptrap.’

‘Al best’? What might *at worst’ bew-
white feathers foliowed by the firing
squad for cowardice in face of the
enemy?

The British press, with one or two
exceptions, is bored with peace. They
want war. Not the unpopular and unwin-
nable one in Ireland, but a proper,
glamorous, old-fashioned sort of war,

They want it for the same reasons that
newspapers always want war—to sell
more newspapers, and distract aftention
from scaring unemployment and
plummeting living standards at home.

On the day that Thatcher told us to
‘Rejoice!’” because British marines were
on the uninhabited rock called South
Georgia, The News of the World urged
her on with an editorial, *“Why We Must
Go To War’.

‘The time for talking is over... Britain
now watts for Mrs Thatcher to get on
with the an whatﬂtr the bloody
consequences.’

Marx once cappcd a quntc from Hegel
by observing: ‘History does repeat itself,
but the first time as tragedy, the second
time as farce.’

The Falklands affair 15 certainly a
farce. By the time you read this, Fleet
Street and Thatcher between them seem
likely to have gone one stage further and
turned it into a murderous, tragic farce.
Paul Bryden -
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Poland: the
workers’
resistance

“The winter 18 yours’ Polish
workers told their rulers last
December. ‘But the spring will
be ours.” The May Day
weekend saw massive
demonstrations and nots in
Warsaw and other Polish cities.
Kara Weber looks at the
repression in Poland and the
continuing resistance.

The courts still hand out vicious sentences
for oppositional activities. Seven secondary
school pupils sentenced on 9 March to bet-
ween 1 and 15 years for handing out leal-
lets; in April Piotr Wasilewski got three
years for reading out loud illegal publica-
tions to his pupils; Antonina Dutkowska —
three years for trade union activities;
Stanislaw Dylag — four years forrefusing to
comply with an order to work as a driver.
These are just a few names from the long
lists flooding out of Poland: testament to the
widespread oppositional activity which met
the establishment of the state of war. Sen-
tences of three to four years seem to be the
norm but a sizeable minority get seven years
oI more,

Clearly, no one undertakes oppositional
activity lightly in these circumstances. Yet it
goes on. One recent report says:

*Solidarity continues functioning and
existing resistance groups enjoy con-
siderable prestige, whilst other groups
spring up. TFhe independent presses
flourish and receive wide circulation
mside factories across the country.
Though still present, fear nc longer
paralyses the opposition.”

A Solidanty leaflet from Warsaw urged
the creation of Circles of Social Resistance
(K 0O8), which clearly draw upon the tradi-
tions established during the wartime fight
against the Nazis,

‘If you do not want to surrender, if you
cannot reconcile yourself to terror, start
mmmediately te organise KOS. Look
around your acquaintances, friends and
co-workers, Find among them those
whom you know think and feel as you
do, and propose to them the creation of
KOS.

Afttention: persons known for their
oppositional activity in the past and
followed by the secret police, er those en-

gaged in underground activities cannot
establish a KOS,

——mmremy ——. ¢ -
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A KOS consists at most of five mem-
bers who know and trust each other.
KOS is a sccret cell of social resistance.
KOS gathers and transtmits information
about incidents and repression. KOS or-
ganises help for the victims of the re-
pression and their families. KOS collects
money fer common aid, for pubiications
and for other organisational purposes.

Fach member of KOS establishes
another KOS, The newly created KOS
acts independently, in full secrecy, main-
tainming contact with the mother circle
only through the first person. Individual
KOSes collaborate with each other
through those who established them,
transmitting instructions concerning
joint actions, maney, matenais, €ic,

Let us try to cover the entire society
with a network of KOSes, Let us use
personal contacts and family ties, Let us
act decisively, courapgeously and with
COMMON SENSsE.

Solidarity was, is and will be.’

This summarises the scope of Solidarity
activity at present. Propaganda, graffit: and
leaflets, looking after those in hiding, those
sacked and the families of those in gaol. The
survival of this activity is vital and deserves
all the support, all the practical help that we
as fellow trade unionists and socialists can
give 11.

The survival of the workers' movementin
Poland will net be easy. Despair and disap-
pointment, especially after the high hopes of
last year, will do even more damage that the
violent repression at least in the short term.

In the days immediately following the coup
even when protest strikes were smashed, Sol-
idarity urged workers to apply a universal
go-slow. ‘A slave’s pace is a snail’s pace’
urged the slogan, Thé huge Ursus factory
complex managed the grant total output

of two tractors in two weeks, In the
first two weeks after the coup the FSO car

factory in Warsaw, which should produce
350 Polski Fiats per day only managed to ex-
ceed a hundred cars on four days and its
daily average for the period was 65 cars.
However, this form of resistance didn™
last long. On 19 January the Solidarity
Warsaw bulletin reported that, even in 2
traditional workers stronghold such as
Ursus, production was back to pre-coup
levels, The price rises of several hundred
percent for many essential food items which
were then imminent forced workers to
squeeze as much from their piece-rates as
possible. Afier the price rises the average
hourly wage would buy less than three
ounces of ham, or four eggs, or one kilo bag
of sugar. [t was a stark choice: work or
starve. Management was also sacking large
numbers of workers for slack work, and this

Solidarnosc: From Gdansk to Military Repression is the first fuli-length anaiysis of
Solidarnosc to be written since the imposition of military rule. Drawing on a variety of
ariginal Polish sources Colin Barker and Kara Weber trace the unfolding crigis in Foland
and the debates it provoked within Solidarnosc. They argue that Solidarnosc was {s]e]
deeply rooted in the factories to be co-opted, that real revolutionary passibilities existed,
but tragically this was only grasped by the radical wing of Solidarnosc too late.

The book also includes a major section on the underlying causes of the Polish

economig Crisis.
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too, ate into the resistance of the go-slow
movement. Similar reports were comng in
from the mining regions of Silesia, where
miners were forced to work ten hour shifts
and coal production has indeed risen by
some 14 per cent.

Warsaw Sclidarity Chairman Zbyszek
Bujak, still at large and in hiding, has said
that if a factery felt strong enough to strike
for the release of its internees it should do so,
but so far there have not been any reports of
strikes of this nature. He also talked of a
nation-wide 15 minute protest strike, but
perhaps in two or three months time *when
the situation becomes a little clearer.’

Muddied
perspectives

So far as we know Solidarity has not been
able to organise a fully co-ordinated
national organisation, something which may
not be in itself a crucial disability, for the
union’s regional organisations were often its
sirongest and best features. What 15 more
important is the fact, that white the short
term tasks of defending the organisation
and its victimised members are very clear,
the long term politicaj perspective seermns as
muddled as ever it was before the coup.

To some extent there seems to be, in-
credibly, a level of overoptimism. The
regional strike committee in Wroclaw
drafted the following proposal in January:

‘Solidarity will grant amnesty to all per-
sons who are currently engaged in ac-
tivities aimed against the interests of
Polish society and the Polish nation and
who violate the civic rights of the Polish
people, provided they stop such activities
by 2 February 1982 and disclose the
scope of their actions by 1 March 1982

This contrasts almost surrealistically with
the open brutality and confidence of the
security forces. One example will suffice to
illustrate this. On the 13 February in the
internment camp at Wierzchowo
Pomorskie, on the western part of the coast,
in an unprovoked attack prisoners were
dragged out of their cells and beaten up.

‘In cell No 20, where, after shouts 1n the
corridor of “Oh God, Oh Jesus!™,
“Don’t hit me over the head!™, Piotr
Baumgart reacted by shouting to one of
those in charge: “‘Sir, what is happening
out there? As if in answer several in-
furiated guards burst into the cell, and
amongst the blows, kicks and slaps couid
be heard shouts of “Beat those Walesa-

160 pages £1.95 from all good bookshops or (pius 30p post) from {5 Journal, PO Box
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ites, sons of whores!” “Go to Lech, may-
be he'll help vou!” After the first beatings
Lt Ambryszewsk: barked the order:
“Fucking Walesa-ites, get into the
corridor!”” The prisoners saw that this
order was vet another preiude 1o the
“Path of Health”. One internee runs
along the snow barefoot; another, after a
blow to the stomach, in ks own
excrement. All five of them try te protect
their heads from the raining blows.’

After this treatment Piotr Baumgart was
one of three prisoners exhibiting symptoms
of brain damage. Altogether 12 priscners
were ‘severely beaten’ while 30 suffered
‘lighter beatings.’

Salidarity's leadership argues that terror
cannot last forever. That it is passible to
make a people submit by using terror, but
that it is impossible to govern for any length
of time by terror alone. There 1s much truth
in this assertion, as there 1s in the assessment
that Jaruzelski has virtually no support at
ail in Polish society. But these two factors
are not sufficient to ensure the ultimate vic-
tory of the Polish workers, nor to force the
ruling class to submit and parley with the.
unicon or some other anthentic organisation
of the working class. Yet this seems to be the
assumption which governs the long term
vision of those organising underground.

Jacek Kuron, writing in Bialoleka intern-
ment camp, has made an attempt to map ocut
a longer term strategy In rather greater
detail, and has correctly identified iwo of the
forces most responsible for the survival of
exploitation and oppression in Poland:
Russian domunation and (by implication)
the Catholic Church. His conclusions
however are riddled with contradictions.

‘After August 1980 the Pohsh nation
became unified as never before. The
problems came when the Soviet threat
was realised and the nation understood it
had to relinquish some essential paris of
its aspirations. We argued about what
these had to be, or should be, and we
atternpted to reach a compromise with
those in Poland who represented Soviet
interests. For the sake of compromise
Poles generally accepted the decisive role
of such people. We asked only for social
control over their actions, and for
genuine representation of the Polish
nation whenever wvital decisions were
made, Those people did not wish 1o
compromise ... on 13 December ]9%1
they smashed any hopes of social com-
promise, a comprormise between society
and the ruling class, which is now
unimaginable ... However, the Church 1s
opting for a compremise and the Church
is the highest moral authority in Poland.
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Warsaw Solidarnosc supporters flght back as riot police crush thelr May 3 demonatration.

The attitude of the Church will be
supported by the majority of Sohidanty’s
leadership ...

The problem of ‘terrorism’ weighs on
Kuroen, as it does on many of Solidarity’s
underground leadership. They are all very
anxious o prevent it, warning loudly
against ‘provocation’. This 1s a general ex-
tension of their reformist politics (*vielence
breeds violence” says Kuron) but of caurse
in the present circumstiances they are quite
right. [t 15 one thing to build a mass move-
ment which will have to be prepared, in the
end, for armed confrontation with the forces
of the state, It s quite another, and com-
pletely futile, action to substitute guerrila
activity when the mass movement has been
suppressed. Koron argues that, in order to
forstall the rise of terrorism, or the escala-
ticn of a local conflict which will in the end
result 1n Russian intervention, there should
be the organisation of 4 mass protest. The
atm of this should be to bring down the
military council, the WRQN. Once that
happened the read to compromise berween
society and the ruling class, would once
again be open. Somehow Kuron manages to
reintroduce the compromise he had just des-
cribed as ‘'unimaginable’.

In generai the revolutionary lesson has
not been learned, or at any rate if some have
learned it, their voices are absent from the
material that we have at our disposal.

The Church is working hard a1 re-
concithing the military council with its
stubbornly embittered subjects. Archbishop
Glemp has outlined his ten pomt plan for a
Social Council. The first points put forward
some utterly utopian proposals for
establishing accord between the Poles and
their rulers but in the eighth point comes
the real betraval.

‘The vast number of faise, exaggerated
and hurtful accusations against
Solidarity must be dismissed. However,
1t i necessary to recognise that the res-
ponsibility for the deep crisis in which
Poland finds itself is, in some measure,
duc to 50! darity. Solidarity atiempted to
self-limit 115 activities and to separate the
Union from the activities of political

opposition groups. This however was
clearly insufficient. Trade unicons should
retain their independence, not only from
state  administration and the state
emplover, but also from pohiicai
organisations.”

On the whole the Church has managed to
strenplhen its own position considerably as
a result of the caup. Once more 1t 1s the only
organisation which can oppose the staie
openly and get away with it. Once more it 1s
a haven for the oppressed. Once more local
priests have participated in the struggle this
time acting as the link between Jaruzelski's
prisoners and the outside world.

Jaruzelski's
problems

The statc has also been prepared to make
concessions, in so far as it makes con-
cessions to anybody, to the Church. The
first, and only, public gatherings allowed
have been rehigious ones. Archbiship
lemp’s sermon calling for the release of
women internees was followed shortly aftter-
wards by stute hints that some detainees
might sopoen be released, particularly the
women. [t is probable that the state has seen
the possibility of the Church as an ally. Not
a very reliable nor a very close ally, but the
only one that the Military Council has been
able to [ind at all. For while the Polish scene
is characterised by a tragic absence of a
revolutionary perspective, It 1s also one
where workers know who the enemy is and
refuse all collaborative moves.

It has been obvious for a long time that
Jaruzelski has been looking for a potential
lcadership willing to take over a puppet ver-
sion of Sohdarity, a union run within res-
trictions delineated by the state, Some old
Solidarity leaders have been hauled out of
gaol, wined and dined with important
government miristers and thrown tack 1n
gaol again when they have refused to have
anything to do with such a set-up. While
some of the underground leadership have, in

their blackest moments, mused that perhaps
a restricted but legal union might be better
than nothing, Jaruzelski's failure to find any
collaborators has been conspicuous. In
February, Deputy Prime Minister
Rakowski fogether with Kubiak, a member
of the Politburo, invited some 20 leading
Polish intellectuals for a meeting. They were
seeking support to help Jaruzelski contain
the *hard liners’ in the Party. One of those
invited, Professer Manteuffel, considered
martial law to be a necessary evil and had al-
ready appeared on television supporting the
authorities. ‘The effect, however, s that his
friends refuse 1o acknowlege him and even
members of his family call hm now not
Ryszard but Kola (from collaborationist).
His son left home., The professor doesn’t
know what to do now.” Another invited
intellectual, Professor Skarzanka, said that,
after 14 years in Soviet labour camps, she
had no illusions left. She will never
collaborate ‘Gentlemen’, she said ‘you are
quite alone with your speeches and your
quarrels. Qutside the narrow circle of the
ruling chque nobody cares about you.’

And indeed, if the situation for the Polish
workers is difficult in the extreme,
Jaruzelski’s position 15 eqgually black. A
recent report from Poland states that *The
first six months of 1982 will undoubtedly be
a period of deepening crisis and fall ip
praduction, not a period of stabilisation at a
lower level’. At present the economy is
running at 60 per cent capacity. While the
workers go-slow has not been maintained all
the causes of the crisis which has pushed
Poland onto the brink of collapse by 1930
have been exacerbated by the coup. The
planning mechanism bas ceased functioning
entirely, that much has been officially
admitted. The management cannot be relied
upen at all. In addition to those purged for
their crimes under the Gierek era there are
now those who have been dismissed for
displaying their lack of loyalty to the Mili-
tary Council. The economic sanctions
applied by the West are said to be biting and
the hard currency famine which affects the
supply of spare parts and materials is more
acute than ever.

Jaruzelski has not withdrawn his
application to join the International
Monetary Fund. Indeced the imposition of
martial law in Poland has gone a long way to
fulfilling the conditions demanded by the
IMF of any country apiying for its aid:
deflationary policies, the freezing of wages,
cuts in public spending on ‘unproductive’
sectors, devaluation of the currency and the
guarantee of safety for foreign investment
capital.

Thus Jaruzelski is simply unable to buy
himself a social base by engineering even a
limited rise in the standard of lving. It will
take great tenacity for him to survive. There
may vet be some justification for the latest
Polish joke. There is to be a new kind of
sausage on the Polish market, It is to be
called *Jaruzelska®. There 15, however, a
slight delay in production because the pig is
still alive. N

All information taken from the bulletins of the
‘Informarion Cenire for Polish Affairs’ and
‘The Solidarity Trade Union Working Group
in the UK’
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All out
against
Apartheid

South Africa is in crisis. A
wave of strikes by black
workers., A split in the ranks of
the ruling National Party.

John Rogers locks at the

growing struggle of the black

workers movement and its
effects.

White South Africa woke up with a thump-
ing hangover on March 24th. [n a stringent
Budget, the Finance Minister of the ruling
Afrikaper :Nationalists had lormally an-
nounced the end of the country’s biggest
ever boom. After the huge rise in the price of
gold in 1980 when speculators and financial
institutions bought gold in preference 1o the
declining dollar, it has been downhill for the
price and the economy in 198]. From a
record $875 an ounce, gold is now around
the $300 level. Every fall of $100 in the price
of gold loses one bilhon rand to the govern-
ment’s revenue,

South Africa isextraordinarily dependent
on gold exports to finance its state spon-
sored and subsidised industriahsation pro-
gramme, Gold still pays for over 40 per cent
of imports of machinery and other capital
goods,

The gold financed boom brought with ita
new rise in militancy and organisation
among the black working class. The last
boom in the early seventies saw the rump ot
16,000 black union members grow {o an
organisation of 45,000 organised in 22 new
unions during the strikes in Durban and
Natal in 1972/3.

In the mid-seventies the faltering of the
economy forced the unions to adjust 10 a
sitnation where wage increases and job pro-
tection involved a tenacity and organi-
sational censistency in the workplaces
which the successes of the stnike wave had
not prepared it for. But the latest rise in
workers struggles has revealed an organi-
sation of nearly 300,000 organised 1n three
federations of unions which has grown and
strengthened on the basis of hard experi-
ence.

Black trade union membership trebled in
1980/81 because militant strike action
achieved resuits. The regime had en-
couraged emplovers 1o believe in the
autumn of 1981 that the two year strike

wave had climaxed in June and July. But -

when shop stewards at three different
Johannesburg metal works were sacked in
September the Metal and Allied Workers
Union (MAWLU) erganised a joint solidarity

strike of the 3,000 employees and won rein-
statement.

Then motor assembly plant workers in
Port Elizabeth struck for the reinstatement
of 1,000 union members sacked at the
Dorbyl components firm nearby in
Uitenage. They had previously won a strike
over Firestone tyre workers reinstatement.
This time they lost, and MAWU also lost
over mass dismissals at the Leyland Cape

plant. Employers are getting tougher as the

recesston  bites, resorting to more mass
dismissals, and strikes are getting longer and
fiercer. Nevertheless, MAWU did win half
its 23 disputes from July to November, using
lightning stoppage tactics.

Another affiliate of the FOSATU federa-
tion of black unions, the National Auto-
mobile and Allied Workers Union
(NAAWLU), won two of its disputes involy-
ing mass dismissals 1n the motor industry,
After a protracted lock-out at Sigma near
Pretoria it won recognition and at BMW
near Rosslyn 1,300 strikers won 13% with a
six monthly review clause. Then a cafeteria
boycott by all 7000 workers of Volks-
wagen'’s Uitenhage plant canteen over the
control of the cafeteria received national
attention and precipitated the nationwide
explosion of labour unrest which hit the
country in earty October. In the first week of
that month alone over 1,000 warkers were
involved in some 30 strikes in the three
industrial centres at MNatal, the Eastern
Cape, and the Transvaal.

Agett
protest

An apen political element began to come
to the fore in the strikes. A unity conference
between FOSATU and the other mamn
union federations, chietfly SAAWU, had re-
solved to defy government bans on soli-
darity and to oppose attempts to introduce a
Preservation of Pensions Bill. The Bill was

on this form a copy

Barker and Kara Weber.
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the main feature of a general attempt by the
regime to prevent financial support for.
strikes. Black workers had long relied on
being able to withdraw sums from pension
funds during strikes. The Bill proposed to
prevent payouts of pension contributions
untit retirement age. The unions countered
with a demand for direct workers control of
penston funds,

The site of the greatest militancy towards
the end of 1981 however, was the East Rand.,
Thousands of workers struck i the area’s
steel, paper, brewery, chemical and service
industries. In one action all 500 workers of
the Triomf fertilizer plant in the Transvaal
struck and crippled production. Local white
farmers faced severe financial loss without
the fertilizer and had to consent to their
schoolboy sons on vacation acting as scabs.
A number of black workers were also forced
to return to work by armed company
officrals.

Then came the final straw for the Pen-
sions Bill; a strike wave in Durban and
Johannesburg involving more than 3,00
workers at its height.

Workers at the Defy Industries plant in
Jacobs, Dwrban, struck on pension
demands for the second time I1n three
months and a Johannesburg firm, Krost
Brothers was hit by a strike of 1,300 over
demands that union shop stewards be recog-
nised. Earlier in this first week of February,
500 workers at Corobrik in Bedfordview
struck in support of union recognition
demands. MAWU members at Krostagreed
to return to work after the company said it
would recognise union stewards and sign a
written agreement to that effect *as a matter
of urgency’. Corobrick management pre-
ferred to ‘provide workers with company
transport to the nearest railway
station'—deportation to the homelands.

But most crucially, Defy’s management
responded to a demand for refunds of their
pensiomr by urging the Steel and Engineering
Industries Federation to amend the fund’s
rules. Defy is covered by the metal indus-
tries’ pension fund which has the same pro-
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Workers demoensirating in Johannesburg last February

vision for freezing workers' contributions as
the Government Bl. That week the
Government announced 1t was dropping the
Pensions Bill. This was a wvital factor in

inspiring 100,000 to join the Apgett strike the
following week.
Workers who joined the funeral proces-

sion behind Neil Agett's coffin heightened

the politicai element 1n the Agett sirike by
blatantly displaying the ANC flag. The
security police did not dare intervene. Since
then the illegal ANC colours have begun {o
appear more and more regularly on the
street.

Agett was a white trade unmiomist who
assisted a black trade union. His death in
custody was met by strikes in Cape Town,
Port Elizabeth and East London, in the
Transvaal, and in Natal. FOSATU, one of
the main black union federations, estimates
that 52,000 of its members in &3 plants
around the country took part. It says that
15,000 participated in 31 factores in Natal,
25,000 in 23 plants 1n the East Cape, and
most of the rest in Transvaal. David Lewis,
general secretary of the Cape-based General
Workers Union, says that 4,000 to 6,600
GWU members struck, and Jan Theron of
the Food and Canning Workers Union (for
which Apgett worked) says the stoppage was

effective at nearly all the FCWU organised
plants.

Together with the support of the Council
of Unions of South Africa, and the auto-
motive workers, Theron estimates that a
tatal of 100,000 workers walked cut 1n re-
sponse to his union’s call, more than were
involved in the whole of the 1973 strike
Wave.

Reforming
Apartheid?

The response in Natal to the strike call is
particularly important since it 1s among the
Zulus of the area that Buthelezi has his base,
and it is the strategy of the ‘homelands’
which has been a key element 1n the
Afrikaner Nationalists® attempts to stabilise
their rule,

Buthelezi uses his party, Inkatha, as a
mafia style orgamsation to keep the pieces
together. He succesded in keeping Natal
workers and Zulu miners in Johannesburg
quiet during the Soweto period, by arguing
that the¢ hard-headed reformism—of
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Inkatha would achieve more than the vio-
lent outbursts of the student rioters of
Soweto. But he succeeded to a lesser extent
in subduing their militancy in the last year’s
strikes,

Buthelezi is the self-styled leader of a plan
for ‘détente” within boundaries defined by
the apartheid system, He wants to negotiate
between the largest so-called “ethnic’ group
in South Africa, “his’ five million Zulus and
the four million whites, the second largest
‘ethnic’ group.

Buthelezi is a clever populist who has
managed to con a large proportion of Zulu-
speaking black workers that he can ride a
horse called ‘beating the whites at their own
game” while telling the white liberals that he
15 actually riding one called ‘reforming
apartheid from within.” In this respect he
has proved maore able than a figure he other-
wise resembles, the ‘moderate” Bishop
Muzorewa in Zimbabwe. Ian Smith used
Muzorewa, just as the South African regime
15 using Buthelezi.

In the long run, he has no future in the
middle of the real confrontation between
black workers and the regime, but he ¢could
have a few years yet.

His survival is based on having persuaded
the regime to tolerate Inkatha as the only
‘legal’ black political party, and en sound
financial backing.

Unsurpnisingly, that backing has come
from ‘English’ capitalists, mainly from
Harry Oppenheimer, head of the giant min-
ing firm, Anglo-American. Buthelezr’s latest
gimmick has succeeded in reviving interest
in Inkatha as a third force, within South
African politics generally as well as within
Natal province, despite the sickening reality
of poverty in Kwazulu. Buthelezi,
Oppenheimer and white Natal industrialisis
gave their backing to & commission set up to
devise a scheme for multi-ethnic power-
sharing in Natal, the province with the
lowest proportion of whites.

The 380,000 mostly English-speaking
whites in Natal are outpumbered not only
by the Zulus but by more than 650,000
Indians. In March the Buthelezn Com-
mission produced a seven-volume proposal
for a provincial legislature elected by ums-
versal suffrage, in place of the present whites
only one. But the new body would be
governed by an executive council where
whites would have equal representation
with blacks and more than the Indians.
More fundamentally, the law reserving 60%

—_—— e —— .
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of the combined areas of Natal and the
Kwazulu homeland—including the prime
farming and residential land—for whites,
would remain 1n force. In practice, apart-
heid would stay.

The message to the Afrikaner Nationalist
government from the Commission was: re-
form apartheid by appearing tc share power
with its organisations like Inkatha, or a
more militant organisation like the banned
African National Congress (ANC) will grow
in strength.

The Commission gave survey evidence
that only 56% of Zulus would still be willing
ta settle for reform. Even though itis a crime
to express support for the ANC 37% of Zulu
migrant workers surveyed in Anglo-
American’'s Johannesburg gold mines had
done so. These are the workers supposedly
controlled by Inkatha.

In Natal, 25%: of those surveved had ex-
pressed support for the ANC, Many of these
either belong to the new black uniens, have
been through the experience of victimisation
and deportation to one of the bits of the
homeland, or especially in the case of the
Johannesburg miners, want to form a
union.

Effective union militancy is what has
prompted white industrialists to lavish so
much money on Inkatha. As the recession
bites into black employment people like Op-
penheimer know that however much black
union militancy may be blunted, the ten-
dency of black workers 1o translate therr
workplace organisation into some kind of
political response to the crisis will grow.
They warn that unless Inkatha-type organi-
sations receive national white support,
black militants will look increasingly.
to the ANC,

Yet being seen to have a dialogue with
Inkatha is exactly what Botha and the
leaders of the Nationalists want to avold hike
the plague at present. Botha fended off a
break up of his party when Dr Treurnicht
led 19 extreme right-wing MPs out of 1t in
March. Treurnicht is threatening a realign-
ment of white politics around his new party.
The natural support for such a party would
come from white workers, whose living
standards will drop as a result of the mone-
tarist budget. The traditional appeal of the
Afrikaner Nationalists has been to white
waorkers and farmers against ‘Enghsh’ capi-
talists like Oppenheimer, who were forever
trying to ‘talk te the black’ '

Treurnicht claims that Botha represents
Afrikaner capitalists who have grown faton
apartheid and have moved into the white
‘reformists’ camp, from which they are at-
tacking the entrenched privileges of the
white workers. If Botha is to refute these
charges he has no room to negotiate an
ambitious reform programme on Oppen-
heimer lines, nor to go along with the
Namibia setttement being pushed by Bri-
tain, France and West Germany,

On the contrary, he is likely to resort to
more use of the security forces and
militarisation of the white populatien. In
February Brigadier P J Goosen officer in
charge of Steve Bike when he was murdered,
was promoted to deputy commissioner of
police. White membership of the previously
voluntary militia was made compulsory In
March.
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One of the spinoffs of the
Falklands crisis is that the
Pope might not make it to
Britain. But the proposed visit
has caused rows between
Catholic and Protestant
organisations. Norah Carlin
takes a look at both sides of
the argument.

The Papacy has a long and influential
history. It has outlasted various modes of
production, frem the slave society of ancient
Rome through feudatism. It is still a
flourishing institution in modern
capitalism. The continuity masks the fact
that the Papacy, like every other institution,
has changed with society.

The church was first ‘established’ in 312,
when the Empereor Constantine announcect
his conversion, The clerical bureaucracy
became one of the few efficient props of the
decaying Roman Empire. But they couid
not save the collapsing system, and the
church, and with it the papacy, became the

The Roman Connection

By 1500, the popes were mere feudal
overlords of parts of central Ttaly, And the
Church was badly shaken by the Protestant
Reformation of the sixteenth century. But it
survived, once more under papal direction.

Lagging behind the Protestants, the
papacy took the clergy in hand, and the
church proved that it was still useful, both to
the absolute monarchs who ruied most of
Europe on behalf of the landed class, and to
the new capitalist merchants and
manufacturers who needed a disciplined
and obedient workforce.

But the power of the pope and the
Catholic Church was now based on resis-
tance to change, and this was symbolised by
the battle of 1deas. When Galileo popular-
ised the new knowledge of the physical
world and the fact that the earth goes round
the sun, Rome condemned and persecuted
him.

The Church managed to extricate itself
from the intellectual absurdity of teaching
that the sun circles the earth in the
eighteenth century, by discreetly taking
Copernicus (who was the first to deny it) off
the Index of Prohibited Books.

But until this year it continued to defend

the wilification of Galileo on the grounds
that his ideas were “dangerous at the time’!

How has the papacy, this tegacy of feudal
society, survived into the 20th Century? Not
by remaining feudal. The Papal States were
lost by 1870, but the Pope today1s a very big
capitalist investor,

In {864, Pope Pius 1X mounted a viclous
attack on those liberal Catholics who had
begun to absorb 1deas of freedom and
democracy with his Syflabus of eighty
‘errors’. These mcluded religious toleration,
secular education, majority rule, and the
freedom of the state from religion,

‘Sacialism, communism, secret societies,
bible societies, and societies of hberal clergy’
were all condemned 1in one sentence.

The next pope, Leo XIII, tried to modify
the authoritarian image by a ‘charter of
workers’ rights' in 1891. This proclaimed
the right of workers to a living wage, decent
conditions and trade union organisation. [t
also stated that private property was a
divine law, and nowhere did it mention that
right of workers to fight for their nghts.

It explicitly denounced class struggle. The
‘charter’ was in fact an appeal to employers
and governments to do their duty by
granting these rights—an appeal to which
Catholic employers and governments have
never responded enthusiastically.

The papacy survives today by allying with
the conservative forces in every society
where it operates. Under Pope Prus XI1, it
lived comfortably alongside Mussolini and
Hitler.
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The Bishops of Rome, the heads of the
church, were notable for their wealth,
corruption and their degenerate behavtour.

In the next few centuries, European
society changed dramatically. The growth I Msg.? L
of towns, trade and craft production; the ‘”“Tﬁ?ﬁ ¢
expansion of population, settlement and m I 15
agriculture; the growth of monarchies and i ﬂ.% o
roval government—all transformed TREREEEREE: | OSSR 3¢
Western Europe from a backwater of the
world inte a prosperous and developing
soclety.

From 1046, a series of reforming popes set
about the restoration of the clergy into an
organised body. Priests were forbidden to
marcy and effectively disciplined by the
bishops, and monasteries were regulated
under papal contrel. Bishops, with the
Pope's backing, confronted monarchs with
demands for clerical privileges, or entered
royal governments as powerful and capable
administrators. : il o A : TR

The papacy became identified with feudal R :; , Lt
society 1n its prime—and went into decline s . N
again as society continued to change. Towns ' 1 T Il
gave rise to a new secular culture and .
education, white the higher clergy relapsed i, ¥
into cerruption and the lower clergy nio =
tgnorance and superstition.
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‘Cleaniness is next io Godliness’: Pope John Paul atiending to the faithiul
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This is sometimes a more delicate and
highly skilled pursuit, for the most
reactionary forces are sometimes defeated,
and papal pelicy aims to stay on the side of
those that survive,

Hence the complicated manoeuvres of
withdrawal from the most brutal Latin
American regimes. Hence the shift from
white imperialism in Africa to the most
conservative black forces available (a partic-
ularly delicate operaticn in Zimbabwe).
Hence the detente between the church and
some Eastern European regimes, which
looks ke paving off for the papacy, though
not for the workers, in Poland.

The church also survives because there is
In every class society a market for ‘the
opium of the people’ and the church knows
where to find it.

Women are easy targets, and the more
they are tied to producing cheap labour for
capitalism (as 1n most peasant societies
todav) the easier it 15 to fit 1n the church’s

reactlionary views on coniraception and
abortion,

But where Catholicism 1s the religion of
the oppressed and exploited—in Northern
Itelund, Latin America or Poland—it can
come to be tdentified with their strugglesfor
frcedom, independence orsocial Justice. The
papacy 15 anxious to disassociate
Catholicism from such struggles, but the
local clergy may be less keen, while ordinary
Cathohlics 1n this sitwation ofien see no
distinction between defence of their reiligion
and defence of their rights.

The papacy has adapted and manoeuvred
many times in its long history, but there is
one thing 1t cannot adapt to: a classiess
society. Only when a/f conscrvative forces,
ruling and exploiting classes, and
oppression are defeated can Roman
Catholicism, the brandleading opium of the
people, fade into irrelevance and the papacy

disappear. [}

Protestantism: Changing
with the times

Popular revelts against the Catholic Church
began at about the same time as the papacy
began to reorganise in the eleventh century.
But 1t was not until the Protestan:
Refermation of the sixtecenth century that a
major breach was made in the power of the
Catholic church. Martin LLuther's attack on
papal power, medieval 1deas and the
separate status of the clergy—bepgun in 1517
with his 95 Theses and continued in a series
of best-selling (erman pamphlets—was
biting, scurrilous and popular.

Luther exposed the corruption, the
irrational i1deas and the perfect uselessness
to everybody of the Catholic Church. From
the bible itself he demonstrated that
Christianity could be very different: more
raticnal, more meaningful to the lay
Christian, and more relevant 1o everyday
life, without the mystical and superstitious

claims made by the clergy as mediators

between God and mankind.

Luther succeeded where many earlier
heretics had failed because his ideas had an
immediate appeal to a varnety of social
classes all over Europe. Among these were
the rising bourgeoisic—the merchants and
manufactureres who ran the towns on the
profits of trade and craft production, and
hated the grasping, interfering clergy and
their obscure ideas. But Luther also
appecaled to the feudal nobility, and in
Germany to the ternitorial princes who were
completing their carve-up of the medieval
German Empire.

But Luther also succeeded because of the
fimits he set to the struggle against the
Catholic Church. When peasants and urban
craftsmen and labourers began to turn to
Luther's ideas, he made it clear that while
the church and clergy were legitimate
targets, neither the feudal landowners nor
the merchant and manufacturing ¢lite of the
towns were to be touched.

In 1525, masses of German peasants,
suffering from economic difficulties and a
recent upsurge in the power of landlords and

princes, took up arms against the cxisting
social order. Encouraged by radical
Protestant preachers such as Thomas
Miintzer, they identified their fight agamnst
exploitation and oppression with the word
and law of God as found in the bible. They
demanded equality, fixed rents and a
peasant parliament, and they had the
support ol many townspcople and rural
craftsmen.

Luther’s reaction was violent in the
extreme. He had at first criticised lords and
peasants equally, but once the peasant army
was on the march he called on the lords to
‘stab, smite and slay, whoever they can’, be-
cause the peasants ‘have torfeited body and-
soul, as faithless, perjured, lying, disobedient
knaves and scoundrels’. The peasants were
duly massacred.

The Protestantism of John Calvin, a
French lawyer who settled in Geneva,
provided 4 much more promising outlook
for social change and revolution in the mid-
sixteenth century. In Geneva itself, reform
was strongly identified with the merchants
and manufacturers.

Calvin, though he never personally
supported rebelhion agamnst anv ruler,
supphed a much stronger justification than
Luther for political action against Catholic
rulers. It was the duty of the Christian
citizen, he said, to work for the reformation
of society against tyranny and ungodliness,

But Calvin saw political action as being
especially the responsibility of the Christian
magistrate, and in France his cause was
taken up by some of the most backward-
locking nobtility, as well as by townspeople,
peasants and craftsmen. This strangled the
Protestant revolution in France almaost from
birth, as Protestant nobles protested to
Calvintst assemblies when peasants revoited
against Cathoelic landlords. Tn the city of
Lyons the printworkers, who mmitiaily
supported Calvinism, deserted 1t when the
new Protestant magistrates denounced them
for beating up scabs during a strike,

‘Catholic
power

The Vatican 15 wealthy, but less so than
many multinationals. The total is secret,

- but most guesses are around £50 million
without the art treasures,

What is Jess well known is that the
Vatican is heavily involved in financial
speculation. Religious orders deposit
their money with the Vatican Bank and

‘these are used n deals on the
international money markets.

Usually the Vatican makes a
“handsome profit, but it has been known
‘to incur fosses, During the 1970s a
financial speculator called Sindona lost
the Vatican millions th crooked deals
with the head of the Vatican Bank, the

American Cardinal Paul Marcinkus,
Sindona ruined himself in the process,
but Marcinkus has kept his job. ’

Cardinal Hume—
Pope's man In 8ritain

By contrast, the Vatican hasn't proved

so0 fiberal 1n other areas. It is widely

thought that the Second Vatican Council
(1962-64) liberalised the Catholic

- Church. But whilst it has certainly back-

tracked on the most reactionary
formulations of Pius IX, how far the

leadership of the Church has opened up

to new 1deas is debatable,
Since the carly 1960s there has been a

growing divergence between official
pronoucements and ordinary catholics.

In the USA surveys show that 85% of all
married catholics, despite regular
catholic education disagree with Pope
Paul V1s 1968 restatement of the ban on
contraception.

There is also a growing difference of

views between the church leadership and

clergy 1n some parts of the world, In
Latin America large numbers of clergy
preach ‘Hberation theology’ which seeks
to identify Christianity with the struggles
of workers and peasants. The present
Pope, John-Paul Ii, rejects the idea of
‘liberation theology’ completely and
during his visit to- Mexico in 1979
denounced it.

Despite his avowed support for
*human nghts’ there isnosignthatheisa
liberal pope. On divorece, contraception
and abortion he is as inflexible as his

| orpuascessors, He sees the main enemies

of human society today as ‘pollution,
war and abortion’,
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Catholics spreading the falthful In 16th century England

In England, the Calvinist Puritans took
the lead against King Charles I and his High
Anglican establishment, but whenever
really radical wdeas emerged among their
followers they stamped them out. The
Levellers, for example, were denounced by
alfl the Puntan churches (Presbyvicrian,
Congregationalist and Baptist) for their
democratic ideas. Calvinists pursued
‘heresy’ almost as rigorously as the Catholic
Church. Michael Servetus, a Spanish
refugee, was burned alive 1n Calvin's
(ieneva for denving the docirine of the
Trinity: and some of the Levellers in
England were denounced for such relatively
mild views as that Christ died to save all
huminity (rather than the Calvinist “elect’
oniy).

The celebrated *Protestant ¢thic’ ot hard
work, saving, investment and progress
helped to destroy the old feudal hierarchy of
society. But for the producer, whether
peasant, craftsman or wage-labourer, it
meant submissien to new forms of
gxploitation. Protestaniism was muc more
effective than Catholicism (at least before
the church’s own Counter-Reformation) in
getting through to the individual conscience
and forcing conformity, because 1t aimed
directly at the rank and file Christian. In a
society  where there were almost no
factories, but many captialists wanting to
make profits out of the work of craftsmen
and peasants, 1t scught to provide every
worker with a ‘policeman inside’ to
guarantee waork discipline and regular
production.

In time¢, many English (and Scottish)
working people came o 1destify
Protestantism with the ‘good old ca. . - ef
freedom and progress against tyrail, il

reaction, They cameg to see Catholicism as

the main enemy, with High Church
Anglicanism perhaps as the sccond Ugly
Sister.

The further ideantification of Catholicism
with the Irish was used not only to justify the
colonisation of Ireland (which had actually
begun under a Catholic monarch, 'Bloody’
Mary, but was taken up by the Puritans and
Scottish Presbyterians), but also to divide
British and Irish workers when Irish immi-
gration increased during the industrial
revolution,

Anti-Catholicism n nineteenth-century
Britain was ninety per cent racism. All the
racist remarks ot present-day Tories and
fascists—about being ‘swamped by an alien
culture’, diluted by inferior stock, and
terrorised by criminals of low intelligence,
were made over and over agarn in nineleenth
century England {and c¢ven morc in
Scotland) against the Catholic Trish, The
Catholic clergy 1o Ireland helped by
identifying Protestantism, rather than
imperialism, as the main cause of Ireland’s
suffering. (They conveniently forgot that the
victory of the protestant King William of
Orange 1n [reland in 1689 was celebrated in
Rome because the papacy at that time
supported anyone who was an enemy of
France.}

The papacy (s a reactionary, parasitic and
oppressive 1nstitution which only outlived
feudal society by capitalising on reaction
wherever it could.

But Protestantism has also captialised on
exploitation and oppression, and can hardly
be regarded as less parasitic. To fight
present battles in the terms of the past is
worse than useless, it 15 positively pernicious
when no one remembers what those battles
wer. about and for whose benefit they were

fougut, |l
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Protestant
power

The hardest and most committed
protestants in Britain are those strongly
influgenced by Northern Ireland. The
Orange Order provides them with a
mafia-style network that excludes
cathotics from jobs in major cities like
Glasgow and Liverpool.

In Northern Ireland itself the most
significant and militant sect is Paisley's
Free Presbyterian Church, His church in
Belfast cost £175,000 to build and his
powerful Protestant Telegraph regularly
denounces ‘papists, jews and reds” as part
of one gigantic conspiracy. |

But it 1s the USA that is the fortress of
protestantistn  today. 909 describe
themselves as behevers in God and one
third profess to being ‘born-again
christians’. Churches like the Southern |
Baptists, Church of Jesus Christ of the
Latter-day Saints {Mormons} aad:
Seventh Day Adventists have grown

rapidly in recent years.

lan Paisley—protessional bigot.

These sects are very reactionary. They:
are ‘fundamentalist’, denying the theory
of evolution and taking everything the
Bible says iiterally. Their leaders, such as
the Rev. Jerry Falwell are the driving
force behind the right-wing Moral
Majority Movement, which attacks gays,
women and civi rights. |

This movement now has an alarmingly
strong influence over the media. The
soap firm Procter and Gamble recently
laid down, under Moral Majorty
pressure, its own extreme code fori
spensored television programmes.

The most successful smaller sects pow
rely on broadcasting rather than church
attendance. They have become known as
the ‘electronic churches®.

Some of them are wealthier than the
Vatican. Herbert Armstrong and his son,
Garner Ted Armsirong, were raking in
over 200 miilion dollars a year at their
peak. And down in sunny California the

" Rev Robert Schuller has bumilt a

‘shopping centre for Jesus® with a Crystal
Cathedral just a few miles from
Disneyland.

These sort of people are very far from
being a lunatic fringe in the USA today.
They must not be confused with those
churches that practice snake charming or
commit mass suicide. They are major
enemies of progressive and socialist
ideas. They wouid all welcome the
chance to spread to Britam.
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WRITERS REVIEWED

‘Scotland’s no what

it used to be’

Chris Bamberry looks at the
novel The House with the Green
Shutters by the Scottish writer
George Douglas.

A1 the turn of this century Scottish literature
was dominated by the “Kailvard™ school.
Their inspiration came from Victona’s dis-
covery of the Highlands, To-day it survives
in the form of the White Heather Club.

George Douglas let the sharp breath of
reality into this cosy fiction. The twywn of
Barbie where his anly novel The House with
the Green Shutters is sets clearly drawn on
QOchiltree in Ayrshire where Douglas was
born. He was the illegitimate son of a small
farmer who matriculated 1o Glasgow Uni-
versity, going on to Oxford and then Flect
Street and an carly death at 32,

In its rcalistic portrayal of Scottish life
the novel stands alongside Robert Lewis
Stevenson's Weir of Hermision and Grassic
GGibbon's Sunser Song.

At the heart of the book is Douglas’s
examination of the “Scottish character’. He
secs it as a character fundamently flawed
with malice: @ mahce stemmiing from Cal-
vinism. We are used to the Sir Harry Lauder
timage of the tartan-decked comic Scot.
Compare that to this passage:

‘For many reasons intimate to the Scot's
character. cnvious scandal is rampant in
petty towns such as Bartie. To go back
to the beginning, the Scot, as pundits
will tell you. is an individuahst. His
religion alone is encugh to make him so.
For it is a scheme of personal salvation
significantly  described once by the
Reverend Mr. Struthers of Barbic, At
the day of Judgement, my friends™, said
Mr. Struthers, “at the Day of Judgement
every herring must hang by its own tul!”
Self-dependence was never more luridly
expressed .

‘From their individualism. however,
comes inevitably a keen spirtt of com-
petition {the more so because Scottish
democracy gives fine chances to com-
pete), and from their keen spint of
competition comes. inevitably again, an
envious belittlement of rivals, If a man’s
success offends your individuality, to say
everything vou can against him 15 a
recogmised weapon of the fight. It takes
him down a bit. And (inversely) inflates
his rivals.

‘It is in a small place like Barbie that
such malignity is most virulent. because
in a small place like Barbic every man
knows everything to his neighbour’s
detriment’.

King i the town of Barbie is John
Gourlay. A self-made man, naturalty,
though one who’s built his business on the
dowry of s feckless wifc. Gourlay reigns
aver a town set in the Avreshire of Burns,
but an Ayrshire 50 ycars on.

While Barbie itself 15 destined to remain

a4 Dackwater, the rarlw oy e oy roachme
around 1t the coal Bekis ind stevi works e
growing. Gourlay 15 a catier Hoving banidt
2 thriving busiaess ir st e sealo town,
Gourlav's sole ambiion s tooestablish "
Fouse with the Qreen Shutters as the finest
in the district, with the Preaese bitchen rangey
in Scotland.

Into this world steps Jobin Walson, —aman
o pairts” who's fearnt o tnck or twoo and
made his pile. mn Edinbuirgh gend coenturther
aficld in England. The stage s setat s first
encounter with Gorarlay:

Man. 'moason ot aald John Wilson of

Brigahee!

“Oh oauld John MWilsen the made
catcher! ™. sald contemprorus Courbay,
“What's thal they christencd e now
Toddling Johnnie was o near?”

Wilson meckly accepts Gotrkne s taunt
because Dovelas explinns:
‘He had come back alter ar absenee of
13 wears. with o voodd dead of money
hi.'::-pc.:ckr:t Cand T Beed o toend Qesive thint
he. the son of the mole catcher, slould
gel some recopnition of his prospenty
from the most amporiand man o ihe
locality. If Gourbiy had soid wothosolemn
and fat-ipped approvai. A U glad
(0 sec that vou hove done soowellD | he
would have swelled with priatitied prde.
For it is often the favourshic “esiimate
of their own lietde viilape what theyll
think of me ot heane™  that matters
mMost 1o Scotanes »lwy po oot 1eomeke
thetr own in the worid.

Gauriay 15 soon drwn e o do o di
conflicowith Wilson, Turnino the st about
betne the mole catcher s son arcund Wil
launches inte bosines-witlyalf it oo tech-
nlquwinmhlhh I tdie Loe it thot Caosurday
is stumped berng: One ot teso stupid men
whis have mastered o svstem, not by oo-
tuttion. but by o ploddine ctiser of slow
YeArs. alwars oxagoeraio i
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Jdid it not take them H) years to understand
i

I'he success of the book hes not simply
with Duoaglis sensitive view of a Scot's small
s nnnon af his use of the Scots tongue, but
i Bris use of the “hodies™. The Deacon. the
Provest and other waorthies who idle their
st the teman eross and act as a GOreek
{ bogus through whose eves we see Gourlay s
tall,

Beaten in business Crourlay musesull show
the “hodies” that YThe Houwse with the Green
Shiters stith presides over the town. When
Wilson™s son graduatles to Edinburgh Uni-
vegsity, Gourlav's must go too.

Younyg Goorlay hates college but does
e to owin the Ragburn Essay Prize —
Yhe Drighiest of a not very hnght batch’,
Bat with his hesd turned by that small sue-
cess the Young Gourlay turns in his weak-
ness 1o the bottle . Explaning his desire to
be s b mas in words that could be echoed
by too many Scots: " The drninks my refuge,
it's o Kind thing drink. [t helps a body ™

I the ond the novel collapses in tmg&d}’.
It portrays the harsh world ol the Scots
tracdder of the list century. The means to
salvation s to make your own pile and
thereby join the select few who'll be saved.
| he democratic tradition of Calvinism was
dving. Orirer traditions were dving too. The
rachicad svmpathies aof Burns lay in the past,
as did [dinburgh™ “Age of Reason’. Cal-
vimism haid become the  religion of
avcimdation,

In the small talk of Barbic much of this
comies through. Espying the Free Kirk
Minister, Tam Brodie, 'a staunch Conser-
vitve and down on the Dissenters’, turns to
lyis cronies and spits out:

I osee few signs of studving on Ao,

He's noathing but astink wimaskinon 't

I3y the close of the book the days when a
soung Scor of character” could go out in the
world and make hisfortune are drawing toa
close - in Britadn tiself anvway. A new Scot-

land building <hips and engzines for the
Frmipire Tuis arsen.

In vre ol the few insights Douglas permits
her, Gourlay’s wite laments in too familiar
[CTms:

CSeoilinds no owhat ot used to bel Its

ovrerun wit the dirty Eerish™ 1

Revolution; lan Birchall, Terry & ;
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INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION SECTION

The
AUEW’s
floating
minister

THE AUEW National
Committee has just met. James
Johnson looks at their
discussions,

How appropriate that Sir John Boyd should
be the man to describe the Labour Party as
o osewer with all sorts of rubbish floating in
I,

e should know. He has been Chairman
of the party. Up north, where he comes
fraom, there is a phrase tor certain, un-
pleasant forms of human debris which des-
cribes ideally a man of Sir John's status and
high moral principles. Those specimens that
survive there winding journey from the lavy
pitnt’ Lo the sea intact are known as ‘floating
menisters .

Ax with maost preachers, however, Boyd's
message  from  the AUEW  National
Comamittee in BEastbourne was not intended
to apply o himself. He was referring speci-
Fically to the Militant tendency, which was a
cancer” that must be “‘cut out before 1t des-
trovs this great party of ours’,

Not a man to harbour a grodpge, Boyd
tnok the opportunity to list every other lefty
auttit he could think of which he considered
wotthy of ‘Tnvestigation’.

The vote was carried by 47 to 41, perhaps
vhe narrowest margin of the conference. But
it sl gives Boyd the ammunition he needs.
AL least one of the big puns at the Labour
Partv conference will be trained on the trots
—— and Iast vear showed how powerful anin-
Muence the umon block vote can be.

Altheugh the final AUEW election results
were not announced at the conterence, des-
pite o big story in the Daily Mirror,itisclear
that the night wing ‘militant maderate’
machine has no real problem handling the
‘broad left” opposition and many of the de-
butes are entirely ritealistic.

ITowever, there have been some interes-
ting shifts at that {evel inside the union In
recent months,

Por instance, the amalgamation 1ssue has
reached a new stage with Terry Dulty
mcluding in his Presidential address what
e paper described as the “strongest indica-
Jwon vet of a possible future hink-up between
the engineers and Frank Chapple’s
clectricians,”

The bureaucratic games which have
already led to (he courts and drawn n the
official *certification officer’ to take sides
between TASS and the AUEW Engineerning
section, have (aken a new twist,

TASS have now opened up their own
‘hlue collar' section with the clear aim of re-
cruiting highly skilled shop floor workers
intw their own ranks.

Terrv Dufly has declared war on this new
moave. His own hobby horse — ‘staff status’

for manual workers — would be a bt
counter productive if every engineer who
was upgraded immediately joined ‘the
encmy’.

The longer the batile between the sections
goes on, the more ludicrous, and deeply
divisive 1t becomes.

Having been effectively cieared out of any
position of real power within the AUEW,
the Communist Party is increasingly driven
to rely on the appointed leadership of TASS
to maintain a toehold in engineering. When
Gavin Laird becomes General Secretary he
will be no less fervent than his mentor, John
Boyd, in trying to rid the industry of CP In-
fluence for good.

Meanwhile, it would be a big mustake to
imagine that the right-wing continue to get
away with it purely by jiggery-pokery. They
use arguments which sound very convincing
to members.

For example they say that the AUEW
fight against the Industrial Relations Act
was very good but it cost the union a lot of

money, while the rest of the TUC did next to
nothing. Why not let one of the other, more
militant unions lead the way next tume?

Al a 1ime when people are keeping therr
heads down, ideas like this get a good
hearing. And then, when the Daily Mirror
reports that Hugh Scanlon was paid £18,600
(plus a free Daimler) for his part-time post
as Chairman of the Engineering Industry
Training Board, it’s hardly surprising many
members wonder who is on the right side
and who on the left.

That's why attempts at the National
Committee 1o ‘“trick’ the right with really
quite frivolous resolutions can only
rebound.

Forexample, one broad left moticn called
for a one day national strike, led by the
TUC, against unemployment. To oppose
this call, delegates argued, would indicate
‘timidity’ towards Thatcher's policies.
Hasn't she had enocugh examples already,
without giving her another one? the
opposition argued, with some justification.

NUT Executive takes a

caning

This year’s NUT Conference
was marked by a series of
defeats for the Executive. Nick
Grant reports.

The first defeat for the platform came over
disarmament. Alf Budd, NUT President
stated that in his view, the top motion,
prioritised by half the NUT membership,
was outside the aims and objects of the
unicen, and would not be debated.

This brought a sharp challenge which was
carried, after much manoueuvring, by
121.000 votes to 114,000, This started a war
of attrition between the floor and the plat-
form.

Debate went ahead on the motion which
contained four demands: support for uni-
lateral nuciear disarmament, opposition to
Cruise missiles, opposition to Trident, and
affiliation to CND.

A delete-all amendment was thrown out,
but there was heated exchange on another
which aimed to delete CNI} affiliation. Ex-
President Jack Chambers argued for it on
the basis that CND membership would cost
us the membership of Tory-voting teachers.
This brought ancther card vote, and it trans-
pired that sections of the Communist Party
influenced Broad Left abstained in support
of Chambers, and the deletion was narrowly
successful. The ensuing debate on the rem-
nants of the motion was a battle of the uni-
lateralists and multilateralists, won by the
former.

Although Budd reiterated his view that
this was all taboo, and that no NUT funds
could be spent in campaigning for these
ends, the decision marks a significant vic-
tory for the left in debating and winning a
position on a pelitical 1ssue within the NUT
in the face of scaremaongers foretelling great
loss of membership, It is now up to school

groups and areas to support anti-nuclear
initiatives at all times, and emphasise the un-
equivocal position won at Scarborough.
Sadly, the Executive position on salaries
went through despite well supported moves
to inciude flat rate increases, and to ‘reli-up’
the present three basic scales into one. It
can’t be long before these demands, central
to Rank and File policy for years, are won.
[ronically, executive motions, which
usually dominate conference tusiness were
dealt with relatively quickly and we were left
with more time to deal with what was left of
members’ motions. Consequently we
reuched a beautifully simple demand that;

“Teachers on the normal establishment
of scheols should no longer be required
to cover for absent colleagues. Special
staff should be made available for this
purpose.’

This concerns the fact that whenever a
teacher is away through illness, in-service
training, outside visits or union business,
other members of staff are expected 10 give
up marking and preparation time or double-
up ¢lasses and sometimes forego lessons and
visits of their own. There 1s no agreed con-
tract of employment 1n teaching, and the
custom has been that anyone refusing to
cover when told to do so by the headteacher,
can be deemed tco have breached what
management regard as their contract.

All teachers object to covering. In the
past, it has irked because without ime to
prepare it results in little more than child-
minding. But in times of at least twenty
thousand registered unemployed teachers, it
takes on the nature of unpaid overtime
which denies work to ‘supply’ teachers.
Supply work is often very difficult and stres-
ful because of the variety of classes and sub-
jects that may need to be covered at short
notice. But 1t is 2 job.

A weakening amendment was tabled by
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Teachers, parents and kids rally
outside Barking Town Hall.

the Executive but they were so flustered by
the speed of business on the last moerning
that no speaker came forward to move or
second it. A strenpthening amendment say-
Iing that the ‘special staff® should be on per-
manent contracts was heartily passed, and
the final motion went through unanimously.

Widespread implementation of this
decision will affect every school in the
country, and could lead to the employment
of thousands of extra teachers. Rank and
File are organising immediate support for
this decision, because we fully expect that at
its  first post-Scarborough meeting the
Executive will argue that the policy shouid
be used as a bargaining lever rather than an
instruction to act and win jobs. What began
as unafficial action organised by Rank and
File memberys in the early seventies, is now
NUT policy.

The conference then went on, much to the
executive's fury, to oppose corporal punish-
ment. This decision, argued on the
quesilonable basis that caning is simply out-
moded rather than an infringement of
students’ rights, was a fantastic step forward
for the headteacher-dominated NUT.

Next year the NUT conference goes to
Jersey for the first time. Gay delegates face
imprisonment there for any display of their
sexuality due 1o its archaic legislation. The
eXecutive however, refused to even address
themselves to the problem. Rank and Fiie
and the Gay Teachers group are planning a
sireet demonstration in St Helier, so they are
going to have to say something then.

The conference showed the clear emer-
gence of a broad left tendency mthe NUT to
which the Socialist Teachers Alliance (STA)
addresses itself, With two ex-IMG members
on the Executive the STA are firmly focus-
ing their attention on the union apparatus
and winning the ‘middle ground' of
delegates and local officials to a
constitutional fight for progressive policy.

This conference went further than any of
us could have expected in that respect. It
remains to be seen which organisation is
prepared to fight for the implementation of
left policies and over the issues that arise
between conferences where classrcom
teachers face massive cutbacks.

INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION SECTION

Barking
jobs—104
saved; 55
lost

The seven week long strike over
jobs by NUT members in
Barking and Dagenham ended
with strong disagreements about
whether the final settlement was
a vicltory or a defeat. Terry
Reynolds looks at the
arguments.

The settlement of that out of 159 jobs orig-
inally threatened, only 55 will now disappear
and none through redundancy.

Barking NUT members were still seething
from last year's fight against cuts when the
authority announced this year's plans. It
wasn't simply a quesnion of resisting
redundancy but of opposing any form of job
loss.

After a campaign of school meetings, 75
per cent of members voted in favour of
action. But divisions soon appeared.

The first was between the local officers’
action group and Rank and File. The
officers proposed escalating strike action
while Rank and File argued for all-out strike
action. This was the first sign of timidity
from the officers, a “broad left’ grouping.
Though thev won the argument, they
virtually conceded the case by organising an
extremely short period of escalation to ali-
gut action.

The next division was over the objectives
of the strike. When the strike began, Rank
and File proposed a set of five demands: 1.
No redundancy; 2. Automatc renewal of
temporary contracts; 3. No early retirement
without job replacement; 4. No compuisory
redeployment or change 1n job description;
5. Maintenangce of present staffing levels,

They were adopted by a large majority.

The National Executive denounced the
demands as ‘unofficial’ and ‘imposed on the
association.” In the interests of unmity, the
‘left” officers argued for abandoning the five
demands m {avour of just two: 1. No redun-
dancy; and 2. Maintenance of staffing
standards. Despite fierce opposition from
Rank and File, the officers overwhelmingly
won the argument.

This was the first step in winning the
membership to a settlement on terms
acceptable to the national executive. It was
won by the ‘left” local officers for the execu-
tive and at its bidding.

Similar differences appeared over the
control and direction of the strike. Rank and
File argued for mass meetings to have execu-
tive power and for negotiators to includes
school representatives. These arguments
were opposed successfully by the officers on
constitutional grounds and as showing lack
of trust in the officers’ integrity.

Rank and File also arguea trom the first
day of the strike for widespread and effec-
tive picketing — of &/ schools, whether or
not on strike, and of other council depots.
The officials prevaricated, and in the end
picketing tocok place, but under the con-
straints of Prior’s Code against secondary
picketing. Members could only picket their
own schools, schools not on strike could not
be picketed, no other council depets could
be picketed.

Mareover, pickets were not to attempt to
stop people working in schools — anly

essentilal deliveries to close schools,
Nevertheless, many strikers were involved

in picketing, most for the first time in their
lives. They were shuken by the patchy res-
ponse to respect for picket lines. Very little
sobdarity was organised through official
channels or directly with other workers,
though two successful exceptions were ini-
tiatives to the Shell Oil depot and the GLC,
supplies depot. |

As the strike progressed it became clear
that the level of picketing was not going to
close schools, Although the authority’s sus-
pension of a T&Cr driver for respecting our
picket lines led to all refuse department
drivers walking out, the boost te owur
members' confidence had the paradoxical
effect of convincing the majonty that the
sirike did not need to be escalated.

The decisive moment in the strike came
when the officers introduced ‘defence of the
curriculum” as our aim. The council had by
now guaranteed no compulsory redundan-
cies — about 30 of the 159 jobs threatened
— and the officers used this as a basis for
horse trading with the council, When the
council offered to keep about two thirds of
the jobs, their offer was eventually accepted
by a 210 | majority (the Naticnal Executive
having already 1ssued a press release
announcing the dispute was settled).

Though the strike won considerable
gains, the victory could have been greater
and even complete if the strike had been
pursued militantly and apgressively, as
Rank and File argued.

What won the dispute was the solid strike,
the picketing, the campaigning, What lost 55
jobs {through natural wastage) were the
negetiations undertaken by the local
officers and the national executive.
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INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION SECTION

The recent occupation at
Massey Ferguson in Coventry
ended in a partial victory.
Coventry SWP looks at the

reasons why it took place.

The unfortunate thing about the Massey's
occupation was that it was almoest unigue.
Coming in an area conspicuous for its lack
of fightbuck over jobs, it stands out like a
beacon.

The first thing that strikes you about
trade union erganisation is the close relation
between the shop floor and the Joint Shop
Stewards Committee. Five mass meetings
were held to confirm  opposition to
compulsory redundancies. It was a mass
meeting that tcok the finai decision to
QCCUPY.

The company attempt to do a Michael
Edwardes and bv-pass the union with a
secret ballot failed totally. Hardly anvone
took part in their ballot. A subsequent mass
meeting voted overwhelmingly against such
ballots with only 13 n favour. This high
level of involvement of workers in the union
Is based on piecework in the gang bonus
system.,

The system means that the shop-floor are
involved in the day to day control of their
working conditions,

There 15 a very complicated bonus system.
This gives considerable control to the gangs.
The gang decides how it will work its given
muonthly production programmes, It decides
how many people will work on it. There are
butlt-in safeguards which give a guaranteed
bonus. If & gang does 2 weeks work in eight
days to increase 1ts bonus and is transferred
to other gangs it remains on its own bonus.

The gangs also submit claims for lost
banus, for example when a machine breaks
down,

Negotiations happen monthly and even
weekly. So there are regular meetings, real
decisions over warking lives, and conflicts
with the company going on all the time. The
confidence, experience, and involvement
built up in these little struggles laid the
foundation for the big fight back over
redundancies.

It also means that the shop stewards serve
a real function. They are not just a means of
communication but a central part of the
bargaining process. A gang with a poor shop
steward will soon find its earnings falling
behind gangs with better stewards. Overall,
this strong organisation means that wages in
Masseys are well above the Coventry
average, The best organised pangs earn
more than their supervisors.

One result of this is that the whole
stewards' orgamisation in Massey's is much
less burcaucratised than in many factories.
In the machine shops the gangs average
about five people so there is absolutely no
possibility of having full-time, or semi-full
time, stewards. The gangs are 1co small to

Maseys shows the way

carry a man and arc insistent that they will
not. Becoming a steward does not mean
getting an easier hite. The guality of the
stewards 15 thus higher than in those
factories 1n which becoming a steward is
halfway to promotion.

In a tactory as big as Masseys this 18 not
the case everywhere. The average
throughout the plant 15 one steward per 25
workers but the assembly shop gangs are
eighty strong. They do support a fuil-time
steward. There are also the full-time
convenors who exert a  considerable
influence over people.

The JSSC meets cvery week and there are
reports-back to gang meetings. The machine
and assembly stewards each have their own
weekly meetings.

The JSSC is active and tightly organised.
A stewdard who misses three consecutive
meetings 1s removed from the J85C. When
the JSS5C voted teattend the People’s March
through Coventry the one steward who
failed to turn up had his steward’s card
removed.

The commitiee has become fairly
political. It supports CND and took support
for Sclidarnosc to a mass mecting.
Collections for disputes are regular. Ansells,
Plansee, and Lee Jeans shared £600 from
one collection, Talbot got £750. Gardners
got £300 and the People’s March £700.
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Massey workers—eltective picketing.

Coventry NUPE only got £150—because
they went back to work halfway through the
collection.

These regular collections mean that
workers know about other disputes. They
knew about the Gardners’ victory and could
balance 1t against the defeats in the
Coventry car plants.

The two week occupation was not an
overwhelming victory., There were no
compulsory redundancies, but jobs were
lost on a significant scale through voluntary
redundancy. During the cispute itself the
management threat 1o use injunctions to end
the occupation was never taken to a mass
meeting,

Since the return to work the management
have tried to organise a counter-offensive,
The weaker areas have not been able to
resist, but the best organised have used the
confidence built in the occupation to keep
the management at bay.

But the real denronstration of what can
happen te you If you don’t fight 15 amongst
the staff. The management have imposed
200 compulsory redundancies there.
Sackings include half the clerical staff union
reps. The entire supervisory grade, all non-
union, were called to a meeting by the
management. They were told that their
grade had been abolished and that they had
hall an hour to leave the premises.

Masseys shows two things clearly. When
working class people are involved in taking
real decisions about their lives, they are
ready to stand up and fight. Where they do
not have that organisation, the management
can sack who 1t likes and put the fear of god
into the rest.
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INDUSTRIAL DISCUSSION SECTION

Dilly Boy

Billy Wheeler is a ‘rent boy’, a
young male prostitute. He
explains how the crisis affects
him.

It’s not so easy being a rent boy these days.
Since unemployment has risen so has the
number of male prostitutes, but the number
of punters (the men who pay for sex} has
dropped.

This has caused some trouble between
the different sets of boys who hang out
round the *Dilly’ (Piccadilly Cireus, London},
public toilets, gay clubs and pubs of Scho.
But a strong protective bond still remains
between us. Punters are now ina position Lo
get practically anything they want [or a
meagre sum of money. When money isreally
short punters can get sex with a boy or boys
for a meal or the chance of a bed for the
night. This is now a common occurrance.

Getting social security is difficult. If you
have nowhere to live you have to pick up
vour S.5. at a special social security office
each day. and its on the other side of town
to the “Dilly’. By the time you’ve paid your
fare and got semcthing to c¢at there’s not
much left. Some of the boys are unable to
claim social security anyway, as they've run
away trom home and school.

Most of us are gay. though some claim
they do it just for the money. Rent boys
come from all over Britain. They come 1o
find a tob and somewhere to live, only to
find that’s just as hard in London as any-
where clse. Becoming trade seems an easy
wauy of making money.

If you're lucky enough you can get a “sugar
daddy’. This is where the punter gives you
presents. moncy. dinner dates. clothes, and
somelimes even a home, in return for sex
and loyalty. Sugar daddies tend to be older
than the punier and they treat vou like their
slave, entertainer and sex object. When they
show you off to their fricnds 1ts not un-
common for them to introduce you as “‘their
new boy' or “‘meet my boy". These relat-
ionships can last tor quite some time depend-
ing on the daddy. They have the upper
hand. If 2 boy leaves his sugar daddy. then
he will be back on the streets with no job
and no security.

Without a daddy life on the streets is
harder. If vou don’t pick up a punter vou
could find vourself walking the streets all
night or being picked up by the police.

Pimps are uncommon. The boys who do
have them have the worst time of all. You
have to give the pimp around half of what
you earn. If you don’t earn enough to keep
them they beat vou up. Of course you have
to have sex with them. The pimp controls
your home and vour life. They're meant to
protect you from bad punters and deal with
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them if they don’t pay vou but they rarcly
do.

The main risks in being on the game are
the punters, queer bashers and the police.
The three types are not exclusive. The pun-
ters may not pay up after a session, or only
give you half the amount that was agreed.

After the heady days of the
campaign for the depulty
feadership, where now for the
Labour feft? What moves for the

embattied Militant tendency? Do

or deny that it was tor money at ail. There's
not a lot you can do i these situations. All
yOou ¢in say s that you're underage (homo-
sexuality s stull only leeal if vouw arc over 21}
and vou'll o to the police.

But then you come up against vour second
problem: the poilice and courts. They will
send you back to your parents or to a
detention centre. Anyway, who are the
pahce likely to believe? A wealthy business-
man {(which most punters are) or a 106 year
old runawiay romaosexual?

Some of the policemen pretend o be
punters. They pick vou up i gav clubs or
down the Dhlly. Some ol them even have
s¢x with you then nick vou. Oncee in the
police cell, they can beat you up, call you
names, keep vou in all mght and fterwards
harrass vou when thev sce vou around on
the strects.

There™ alwitys the tisk when zoing with a
punter that they might turn out to be gueer
bashers. Thev can lead vou up a dark alley.
where vou'd been expecting to pive them a
blow job for £20. and suddenly there are
three ot his friends waiting for vou 1o beat
Vel U,

If you go home with o punter you can be
taking vour lite in your hands. They could
he into heavy § & M leather stuff, and vou
carr end up being raped. When this sort of
thing happens we really stick wgether. The
punter s blacked and other bovs arc warmed
about him.

The same thing happens to punters whe
rcfuse to pay or turn out 1o be police. This
word of mouth network s quite effectve,

There s not g lot of contact between the
wOomen prositutes and us, We see each
ather on the streets. but cach judges cach
other as nivals, and are usually hosale.

Your hie as a rent boy ends when the
punters deaide vou have iost your fooks or
ot too old. As long av there’s high un-
criployment there are plenty of replace-
ments. When that happens, well. 15 hard
enough getting a job at the moment let
alome trying to explain you have hewen a
prosttute for the last two or three years.

[t"s 1romic that Thatcher and her crew.
who are so against us being rent boys and
child prostitution. are domg so much with
their policies 1o encourage it.

followers of Tony Benn just wait in

the back rooms till next

conference? Iin THREE LETTERS

TO A BENNITE, Paul Foot takes a
fraternal fook at the difemmas they
face...

A new SWP pamphlet, available from SW
sellers, good bookshops, or by post from

Socialists Unlimited, 265 Seven Sisters
Road, Londaon N4 2DE,

mSingle copy 50p (plus 20p postage), fen

for £4 post free.
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WHAT'S IN A WORD

APRIL 19th was the centenery
of Darwin’s death. His theory
of evolution is under attack.
‘Creationists’, who believe that
life came into existence exactly
as claimed in Genesis, argue
that this view 1s equally
scientific, Margaret Willis
examines their claims,

Evolution

When Darwin wrote his book On the Origin
of Species the concept of evolution was al-
ready in existence. His great contribution
was to explain how it happened — the evolu-
tion of adaptation through natural selec-
tion. Three things are needed for this 1o 1ake
place.

The first is heredity, the passing on of an
organism's characteristics 1o its offspring.
This is accepted n the phrase ‘hke begets
like”. What 1t actvally means is that each
newly fertilized egg contains a programme
for development, and since 1t received that
programme from its parents 1t will be
roughly the same as theirs. The set of
imstructions that make up that programime
is called the genotype, the individual
instructions being called genes; we carry a
copy in every cell of our bedics.

We have a half set in our sex cells, so that
when sperm meets egg a new, full set is
formed — specifying the new individual. It
should be stressed that the genotype (8 no-
thing without the environment, the obvious
example being the need for food. To 1gnore
that interaction is to fall inte the trap of
biological determinism, as pernicious in its
OWN WwWay as ¢reationism.

The second requirement 1s variation, Al-
though offspring resemble their parents they
are not exactly the same; one human 15 not
identical to another. Variation is constantly
produced by the shuffling of genes in sexual
reproduction, but the ultimate source of
variation 15 mutation. The genes act as
coded messages based on four ‘letters’, the
four gdifferent types of sub-units of DNA
(the hereditary material). Sometimes onie of
the ‘letters’ is miscopied and this 15 a

common type of mutation, although others,

such as duplication of genes occur, If the
mistake is present in the sex cells 1t will be
passed on to the offspring through the
normal process of heredity.

Genes are responsible both for producing
the substances that do the work of the cell
and for regulating the timing of that produc-
tion, and usually a mistake will result m
lowering of efficiency or the death of the
arganistm. Sometimes the change wiil be 50
smalt it has no real effect; but sometimes the

new genotype will actually be better than be-
fore.

The third requirement is that members of
a population, whether animals or plants, do
not all survive equally well or produce an
equal number of offspring. There 15 a con-
stant struggle to survive and reproduce
efficently — to fight disease, avoid
predators, find encugh food and water,
attract a mate, avoid the effects of extreme
heat or cold. Inevitably since individuals are
different, some will do better than others —
they are said to be better adapted to their
envircnment. If that adaptation bas a
genetic basis it will be passed on to their
offspring who will also do better and so on.
Eventually those individuals that possess
the adaptation will predominate in the
population; the others will have been
selected out by natural processes and evolu-
tion will have occurred.

To see how it fits together look at the
example of the peppered moth. The
common type was originally light-coloured,
but occasionally a dark mutant arose. This
dark form: when it settled on the pale tree
trunks was easily spotted by predators and
caten — it was less well adapted to its
environment and sejected against. Although
a constant supply of mutants was arising
through mutation the ‘dark’ gene could not
spread through the population and
remained rare. Then the environment
changed.

With the coming of the industrial revelu-
tion soot and grime began to settle on the
tree trunks, and they were soon commonly
dark. Now when the common light-
coloured moths settled on the trunks they
were clearly visible and taken by birds;
whereas the dark moths were now more
likely to survive and produce large numbers
of dark offspring which eventually pre-
dominated 1n the population.

This example is unusual because the
process happened fast encugh, and the
effects of the pene were sufficiently
noticeable, for us to be aware that it was
taking place. Also being a modern
occurrence scientists were able to prove that
the change in colour was adaptive, for
example by placing moths on trees and ob-
serving the behaviour of birds. The central
problem for evolutionists is to explain the
origin of species, which is a process taking
thousands of years and therefore is either
taking place now, too slowly for complete
study; or happened in the past and is not
available for experimental work.

However experiments on smail-scale
changes now — for example the acquisition
of penicillin-resistance in bactena and heavy
metal tolerance in plants round old mines —
together with the study of the large-scale
change in the fossil record, have convinced
practically all bioiogists that the process
described above is responsible for the
development of new species. In fact in the
case of metal tolerant plants, tolerance and
non-telerance have become associated with

different flowering times, so we¢ may be
seeing the emergence of a new species (the
requirement being reproductive 1soiation).

Creationism is a refutation of evolu-
ticnary theory and a literal belief in the
Biblical account of creation: that God
created each species separately and
immutably at the same time. Arkansas and
Louisiana passed laws recognising
creationism and evolution as having equal
scientific basis — in the recent court case at
Little Rock, Arkansas this was held to be
unconstitutional, but the fight 1s not over
vet. Partly there is a confusion over the word
‘sctence’. The creationist argument is that if
a theery is not one hundred per cent verified,
if there is debate over it and a constant
generation of new ideas and new problems
to investigate, then that theory is merely
philosophy and no more scientific than the
Bible. However, the basic task of any science
is 10 generate new questions and suggestions
as to how they might be answered. Without
this process it is sterile and stagnant and
simply represents a dead end in our search
for knowledge.

What scientists are researching is not
whether evolution produces species but Aow
it does s0; not whether natural selection is
important, but Aow important it is. This
kind of debate is a million miles away from
blind unquestioning faith tn creatioen
because the Bible says so, Let us look at
some aspects of modera evolutionary
debate.

One is the part played by pure chance in
evolution. Imagine a population of
peppered moths in which 30 per cent are
dark and 50 per cent light. If they produce
thousands of offspring and natural selection
is not operating, then about 50 per cent of
the offspring will be dark. Butif oniy ten off-
spring are produced it is quite hikely that by
chance, s5ix or seven of them will be dark. If
this continues the moths will be evolving
without the action of natural selection.
Sometimes this kind of ‘genetic drift’ is
strong enough to override a low level of
natural selection — but natural selection is
still seen as the chief mechanism of evolu-
tion. The question is how much of the
variation found in populations is there by
chance and how much because of inter-
action with the environment.

Another controversy about the onigin of
species is geiting a lot of atiention at the
moment from people who want to think
‘Darwin got it wrong’. (Evolutionists don’t
expect him to have got everything right, con-
sidering he didn’t even know of the existence
of genes). The new theory goes by the name
of ‘punctuated equilibria’ and mainly con-
cerns rates of evolution. Darwin saw evolu-
tion as taking place at a constant rate, a
spectes gradually amassing small changes
until it becomes a new species, and offshoots
continuing in the same way. This can be
depicted as an evolutionary ‘tree’ with
gradually sloping branches.

When oppoenents of evolution pointed to
gaps in the fossi) record, in the sense of the
lack of intermediate forms between one

s
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species and another immediately following
it, Darwin said it was merely an artefact of
the poverty of the record. The main pro-
ponents of the new theory, Eldredge and
Gould, suggest that these gaps are real. They
say that the fossil record shows long periods
of stasis — lack of change within a species —
and then a new species arises so suddenly (in
geological terms) that intermediaies are
unlikely to be found. This 15 because genes
are adapted not only to the external environ-
ment, but also to the genetic environment;
genes have to be good mixers, and in par-
ticular fit in with the complicated develop-
ment programme.

If a small section of a population becomes
isclated, because of various facters such as
genetic drift, these constraints can be
overcome and a revolutionary change in the
genotype can take place, resulting in a new
species. If favoured by the environment, this
may uftimately take over from the old
population and become abundant enough
to give a good chance of being found as
fossils, This theory is often presenied as
striking a blow at the heart of evolutionary
theory, but it must be stressed that at no
point are Eldredge and Gould suggesting
processes that are not well accounted for in
evolutionary theory.

Creationists always peint to the problem
of the first stages of the evolution of life. All
life is made up of cells, but where did the first
cell come from? Since life is thought to have
evolved naturally rather than by a miracle,
the probable conditions of the early days of
the earth were reproduced in the Jaboratory
to see if hife would form spontaneously.
Complicated molecuies — precursors of life
— were found, formed by the experiment.
Creationists say this doesn’t prove that was
how they were formed, or that they then
progressed to cells, and they are right.

The argument is not entirely circular as
they suggest — rather it is that since 1t s
generally agreed that evolution due to
natural earthly processes has occurred later
in earth’s history, and it can be envisaged
how life originally arose from natural
earthly processes, then in the absence of a
better expianarion we must assume that 1t
did. Hoyle and Wickramsinghe offer
another theory — the seceding of the earth by
comets. If they find good evidence for i,
then our explanation falls. But that would
be a very different matter from turning to
mysticism in frustration at science’s present
— and perhaps permanent — inability to
say “This is definitely how it happened.’

The fossil record is the next point of
creationist attack. This record is necessarily
incomplete, given the rarity with which
organisms will both undergo fossilisation
and be discovered;also creatures ike worms
have no hard parts to be fossilised. 50 up to
Cambrian times — 600 million years ago —
the record is very poor, and when fossils are
then found in abundance most of the major
types {phyla) are already present. A certain
amount of guesswork must therefore go into
interpreting evolutionary reiationships,
although Pre-Cambrian e¢ra fossils have
been found, consistent with evolutionary
theory.

There is other evidence: a creature alive
today, Peripatus, seems to be intermediate
between annelids (worms) and arthropods
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The Megatherlum or glant sloth—the most dramatic of the fossil discoveries that moved

Darwin towards his theory.

(insects etc) and shows at least that such
intermediate forms can exist. From the
Cambrian on the fossil record is sufficiently
abundant to give ampie evidence of evolu-
tion, To take our own line, there is a pro-
gression from non vertebrates, then fish,
amphibians, reptiles, mammals, apemen,
Homo. There are few major missing links in
the record — how would creationists ex-
plain the discovery of the fossil apewoman,
Lucy, without moving outside the reaims of
scientific argument? Or the discovery of
Archaeopteryx, basicaily a feathered
dinosaur, between early dinosaurs and
birds?

Along with missing links creationists talk
of the improbability of small-scale changes
teading to far.raching new adaptations.
How could a feather be selected before other
changes such as musculature and reduced
body weight had also evolved to allow
flight? This is easily explained by the
phenomenon of pre-adaptation — a charac-
teristic being originally seiected for one
reason and becoming capable of medifica-
tion for another. Feathers probably
originally arose for insulation, developed in
size for their usefulness in catching insects,
at the same time giving lift which would lead
to selection for general flying ability. We can
see in the fossil record what happened, and
by studying living forms we can construct
plausible reasons for why.

Of course a determined creationist can ex-
plain away zll the evidence for evoluton if
the ‘science’ argument is dropped. God put
the fossils in the rocks as part of his mys-

terious plan. Geological processes are not
the samie as they used to be, therefore, the
earth is thousands not millicns of years old.
Yes mutation happens today but it is a
punishment for Adam’s Fall. Natural selec-
tion likewise reflects the ‘consequences of
sin’.

In fact creatipnism 1s not a prerequisite ot
Christianity; many evolutionists are
Christians. Why then are creationists once
again so vociferous, and why does
creationism go hand in hand with general
right wing ideology? Partly it is because of
the denial of change, the emphasis that the
world is as God created it and always will be,
that life-forms are fixed and immutable,
Biological stasis can be taken to mean social
stasis with all that this implies in times of
€CONOIMIC Crisis.

Creationism also holds back any attempt
to analyse why the mass of people still find
life such a struggle when science in all is
forms has provided the means to an easy and
fulfilling life: ‘A miraculous Creation and
Fall cxplain the moral problem of sin and
suffering,” an English creationist tract
argues. Above all, Creationism provides a
prop to Authority, that of God as inter-
preted by his disciples on earth — namely
Church and Siate.

If all that we see around us is the outcome
of natural processes, rather than a fixed part
of God's plan, then it follows that our des-
tiny is in our hands. Without God to keep us
under c¢ontrel who knows what might
happen? ‘The “rea!" world of social inter-
course and political decision is no longer
regulated as it once was, by considerations
of a philosophical and religious character,’
the tract continues. The problem is: who 15
to decide? Who 15 to take control?
Creationism is one weapon in the battle to
ensure it won't be me and you.
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Tyndall tries again

At the beginning of the month a
re-alignment of the extreme
right took place under John
Tyndall the former leader of the
National Front. Steve Cedar
exdmines Iits significance,

Among the organisations that have come 10-
gether in Tyvndall's new British Nationalist
Party, are members of the British Mowve-
ment, the T.ecague of 5t George and the
British Democratic Party.

What do Tvndall and his friends hope to
achieve from this new organisation? Firstly,
Tyndall has never forgotten the battles he
had 1in the past with Martin Webster—
the NE's ‘activitics” orgamser, lwWo vears ago
when Tyndall lost control and was booted
Ouk,

The organisation Tyndall set up, the New
NFE, never gained as many members as he
had hoped, and he has been marginal to the
far right since then. Someone who claims to

.t

T NF chairman Andrew Brons {left) and one of the
PR demonstratlons to get him out of his Job (above)

i

be, as they all do, the ruchrer of Britamn,
needs a few more people around him. It 1s
ithe BM who have been growing amongst the
discontented youth who are so important to
the fascists,

The fascists’ weakness 1s borne out when
vou look at their candidates in May’s local
clections. The NNF are standing virtually
no-one, and where the NF are standing
people, it 1s a tiny percentage of what they
last fielded, In Hackney, in East London,
onty four NF candidates are being put up, in
an area where in the past the nazis have
often becaten the Liberals to third place.
When vyou look at the personalities in-
volved, there is no one new, just those who
have been around the fascist movement for
YEars.

The fact is that the nazis have declined in
recent years. After the 1979 general election,
the nazis split and split again into warring
factions. The combination of the massive
campaign of the ANL and the Tories open
racist legislaton lost the nazis a lot of votes
and, at least for the present period, finished
them electorally.

mmmmm

~~~~~

Since then, they have more or less
confined themselves to ‘extra-parliamen-
tary activities, like the occasional bombing
of a house or bookshop, or, much more fre-
quently, the racist attacks on black people.
This should rezlly be seen as a sign, not of
the nazis’ strength, but of their weakness.

Tyndail recognises this and has decided 10
have another crack at building up the nazs’
hase. His timing is very good. Every anti-
fascist knows that when summer arrives, the
nazis come out of hibernation, But the best
opportunity for Tyndall to recruit is the
latest ‘Law 'n Order’ scare that has been
created by the police and the media.

With two of the biggest forces of the state
ter a1d him he has a real chance. Unemploy-
ment is at three million plus, and there are
few signs of any fightback among workers.,
He hopes to whip up the sort of racist hys-
teria that we have come to know 1t recent
years.

What will this new Nazi Party be doingin
the coming months and what should our res-
ponse be? Undoubtedly there will be the
attempied marches. Undoubtedly blanket
bans will cause problems for all of us, What
will be more challenging will be the fact that
they are much more open about being nazis
these days. They have a stronger emphasis
of anti-semitism and anti-communism. And
with sections of the BM behind them, this
new grouping will be much less embarrassed
by its violence than the ‘respectability’
seekers of the NF,

In these circumstances soclalists must
respond In an open, positive way. We are
not tfor back-alley punch-ups. Experience
has shown that this tires people. It also
makes it increasingly difficult to mvolve
other people, which is what we have to do. [t
has become clear that without arguing aur
general politics and offering a concrete
alternative to the nazis, we are onto a loser
from the start,

For exampile, last year in Lecds the NF
sold regularly outside Elland Road football
ground. For a long time the ANL used to
counter-leaflet and then, through the local
Right to Work Campaign, a series of leafiets
were put in arguing for reduced rates of
entrance for the unemployed. By doing this
and pointing cut that the nazis had nothing
to offer on the guestion of unemployment it
was planned to cut their appeal.

The nazis in Leeds have little base at
present, which is probably why they are now
concentrating much more on building in
Harrogate where NF  chairman Brons
teaches at the local FE college.

Similarly in Islington, London, the local
nazis have undergone a dramatic decline.
After a series of violent c¢lashes last year a
Right to Work rally was held at Chapel
Market, the scene of the battles, Although
modest in size, the fifty people whoe turned
out to argue with and offer activity to people
(in this case the Tory Party Conference
Picket) had the effect of humiliating the
nazis.

In South London at East Street Market
the NI, NNF and BM all sell every week.
For the last two vears 20-30 nazis have
turned up to sell their ‘literature’. Socialist
Worker sellers turn up each week and have
maintained the sale. They have refused te be
baited and haven’t retaliated. In order to
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1isolate the nazis and cut away any potential
base a lot of leafletting of the area teok place
to get people on the Right to Work march
through London.

It is clear that over the last couple of years
the nazis have become quite marginal, with
their tactics showing desperation rather
than growing influence, This is not to say
that the dangerous level they reached befare
cannot be repeated.

This new gathering of Tyndall’s will have
10 be watched carcfully, [t means continuing

to penetrate into the areas where they have
support. We need to use the Right to Work
Campaign and make sure we get plenty of
young people out on the streets against
Ronald Reagan’s visit. Last year’s riots also
knocked the nazis back by seeing black and
white fighting the police 1ogether. It there
are more this summer we have to be in there
arguing socialist politics.

The nazis at present have no real political
identity. bt is our-job to make sure it stays
that way.

A new machine, but
the same politics

The National Organisation of
Labour Students (NOLS)} won
control of the NUS Executive at
its Easter conference. They
ended thirteen years of
Communist Party leadership.
Pat Stack looks at the
background and prospects.

Throughout the seventies the Broad Left
(under the organisational and political con-
trot of the CP) provided the leadership of the
NUS. Despite a few minor upscts they
remained unbeatable at ciections, As the
Communist Party moved further towards
‘Eurocommunism’ and the notion of Broad
Democratic Alliances, so the Broad Left
moved steadily to the right.

Following the 1977 campaign, student
politics followed the industrial struggic into
a downturn. Direct action was seen only in
isolated incidents. The college authorities
began to flex their muscles, and the right
wing gained in the local unions. The Broad
Left was then faced with the choice of taking
on this right wing shift or adapting 1o it.

The CP was faced with problems. Their
stalinist past hindered the building of the ‘-
Broad Democratic Alliance’. Although they
still controlled the national machine their
base in the colleges was practically non-
existent. Few Broad Left groups existed and
even fewer CPstudents were to befound. To
deal with these praoblems the name Broad
Left was dropped and the Left Alliance was
launched.

The Left Alliance represented more than
just a name change. Liberals were included
in the new alliance. The rightward trend was
sharpened. Presenting a respectable image
of students, and being good negotiators with
government, became the main aims of the

leadership. Students who fought back
damaged this image and so were opposed.
Previously occupations were given grudging
support, now they were greeted with open
hostility. Revolulionaries were portrayed as
the main threat to the union’s future. SWSO
In particular was the target for witch hunts.

All this happened against a background
of cuts, college closures and attacks on stu-
dents’ right to organise. Right wing Tories
attempted to get colleges to leave the
national union.

The irony was that the very group who
had taken over the bureaucracy in order to
change the union had been forced, by their
determination to hang on to that bureau-
¢racy, to make 0 many accommodations to
the right that they had almost taken the
union full circle. The one area where the CP
were able to build a Broad Democratic
Alliance had proved to be a political disaster
and would soon prove to be an electoral one,

Just as you cannot examine what
happened to the CP in isolation from the
world ocutside student pelitics, neither can
you explain the growth of NOLS as a pol-
tical force without taking into account the

rise of Benn 1n the Labour Party. The.

growth of the Labour left set the scene for
the NOLS spiit from the Left Alllance. Em-
barrassed by sharing an alhance with
Liberals, and becoming aware of their own
electoral strength, NOLS spiit away last
year.

NQOLS can claim groups in most colleges,
some of them very big, although a lot of
their membership exist on paper only. At
this Faster's conference they were quite
clearly offering a genuine electoral chalienge
to the Left Alliance. The margin of their vic-
tory proved surprising. They got almost
doubtle the Left Alliance vote. For the Lelt
Allsance the conference was g disaster. They
were reduced from dominating a 17 person
executive to only three people. For the CP

things were worse, They failed to get one
member onto an executive which had more
or less been their property for 13 years,

Socialists should welcome the defeat of
the Left Alliance. NOLS is, 1n words at least,
a force to the left of the Left Alliance. Yet 1t
is wrong to expect to see a significant shifr by
NUS to the left.

The conference iutself threw up many
danger signals. NOLS presented a sharp
alternative to the Left Alhance in elections,
but in no policy debate did they disagree..
NOLS sided with the Left Alliance In
supporting cross campus ballots (the
student equivalent to the postal vote). The
main debates were nearly always between
SWSO and everybody else from NOLS to
the Tortes.

The conference was held at the end of a
termn which saw 25 colleges in occupation,
but the mood of the conterence did not
reflect this. During the course of those
occupations many individual NOLS
members in the colleges had played an active
part. The NOLS leadership and their
membets on the National! Executive varied
between mild support and opposition.

NOIL.S has broken from the Left Alliance
organisationally. They have rejected some
of the more rightwing stances of the CP. But
they still think that controlling the Execu-
five is the most impertant task. If con-
cesstons have to be made to do this, then
they will make them.

They have already started, There 1s
evidence that Neil Stewart, the new Presi-
dent, ran an anti-communist watchunt when
canvassing in the more rightwing colleges.
At a fringe meeting at the conference,
Tommy Sheperd, the most left wing of the
NOLS FExecutive members, spoke elo-
quently of the need to support the Reagan
Reception Committee. At the first Executive
meeting after the conference, Sheperd and
the rest backed away from support under
pressure from Aaronovitch, the retiring
President.

It is difficult to see how NOLS wili avoid
following the same path as the Left Alhance.
They represent a ‘broad church’ stretchuing
from mainstream Labour to Bennites. They
lack the political coherence. They even lack
the machine which for so long helped the CP
to avoid defeat,

As for the CP, the picture 1s black. They
no longer control the machine. They have
little to offer the liberals and careensts they
used to guarantee a place on the Executive.

Nene of the changes at the top of NUS re-
present anvthing as significant as the 25
occupations. If the downturn and nghtward
drift of student politics is to be halted, then it
is precisely that self-activity which provides
the potential tor the change.

Days of Hope

THE GENERAL STRIKE OF 1926 %

A new Sccialist Workers Party pamphlet by Chris Harman and Duncan Hallas. Single
copy: 65p plus 20p postagesten for £5.50 post free. Avatlable from Socialists
Unlimited, 265 Seven Sisters Road. Finsbury Park, London, Nd 2E.DE
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CND: The leaders retreat

Easter is a traditional high-point
of CND activity. Peter Williams
looks at this year’s events,

A large number of people turned out.
Despite the less of momentum over the
winter, CND is still very much alive and
kicking — as it ought, given the aggressive
deployment of British nuclear submarines in
the South Atlantic and the imminent arrival
of Reagan.

But at the same time CND nationally
seems (0 have got a bad case of cold feet. [ts
clearly embarrassed by the prospect of dis-
turbances arsing out of Reagan’s presence
in London in June. It refuses to have any-
thing to do with the Reagan Reception
Committee. Initially the London leadership
refused te permit the banner to be at the 7
June picket of the American Embassy, a
decision eventually overturned by the
Londen Region AGM. YUND, however,
are fully supporting the events.

The reason for this 15 the row over
Trident. The splits in the Tory Party,and the
Labout opposition’s attack on its cost, seem
1o have convinced the CND national leader-
ship that victory for part of its programme 1s
within sight. So they distance themselves
from anything that might antagonise its
new-found allies against Trident. That
means anything that smacks of left-wing
agitation or opposition to NATO.

It seeks confirmation for this in 1ts
analysis of the opinon polls, which suggest
that while two out of three disapprove of
Trident, the same propeortion alse thinks
that Britain should remain in NATO. So
CND is busily rewriting its policy towards
nuclear alliances.

In the April/May issue of Sanity, a long
and tortuous article argues that increased
Eurcpean political unity within NATO
could isolate America and stop further nu-
clear build-up. The conclusion drawn 1s the
following:

‘A movement for British isolation and
withdrawal which is one interpretation
of CND’s current policy would not heip
remove the feelings of vulnerability of
the West Germans nor would it aid
European unity. It is this new unity
which threatens the position of the
United States in NATO.”

And, in commenting on the polls them-

selves, Saniry states:

‘CND’s aims have always been inter-
preted as calling for the mutual dis-
solution of NATQO and the Warsaw Pact
rather than unilateral withdrawal from
NATO.

This astounding conclusion knocks a
huge hole in CND's unilateralism. Foritisa
conciusion that sees the best hopes of peace
through operating within the existing

military alliapces. Every government since
the war has said this, and CND was founded
10 oppose It,

And if you apply the same ‘logic’ to the
question of Britain’s nuclecar weapons you
arrive at the multilateralism of such pro-
NATO, cold-war opponents of CND as
Denis Healey. He too has always interpreted
his ‘opposition’ to nuclear arms in terms of
the ‘mutual dissolution’ of the stockpiles
held by both sides,

This softening towards NATO (in flat de-
fiance, it should be added, oflast vear’s con-
ference) is an extremely dangerous step. Ttis
also an extremely silly one, since it will fail to

presence on the demonstration (which was
overwhelmingly local) was made up of
YOUNE apprentices.

For youth, the traditional CND leader-
ship — often formal and bureaucratic — is
far to cautious and respectable. 1t fails to
connect to their immediate and pressing
concerns.

One stniking feature of many of the.
marches 15 the active roie of local YCND
groups. In Hull, for example, with a turnout
of 1600 (double what the organisers had ex-
pected) there was a contingent of students
with their school banners. Cambridge
YCND was successful in getting more young
people than ever before on the East Angha
march from RAF Woodbridge to Ipswich.
And on one of the South Wales marches
(from Llanelh to Bridgend), a good propor-
tion of the 70 or so0 were school students.

The attitude of local leaderships is indica-
tive of the problems of prodding CND 1nto
connecting up with other 1ssues.

Wales is a good example. Presented with
the idea of a week long march, the leader-
ship were worried that it might resemble a
Right to Work March and so get out of
hand. They insisted on three separate

@ marches, with a maximum of 40 on each

provide the muscle CND needs, and for
which respectability is no substitute. The
Easter CND events show why,

The numbers at the various dctivities up
and down the country varied constderably.
The biggest was at Glasgow, with 30,000.
with Trident due to arrive on the Clyde that
is hardly surprising. But the opposition is
not just to Trident. For many workers,
particularly working class youth, the appeal
of CND is the slogan, Jobs not Bombs — &
much wider issue. The committees set up in
Paislev and Maryhill are run by working
clags youth; and part of the big trade union

appeinted by CND groups and with vetting
comrmiitees (shades of the People’s Marchl}),

This proposal was defeated 1 West
Glamorgan and the march from Llapelli to -
Bridgend was open and without limitation
on numbers — and also the most successful,
Apart from the school students already
mentioned, there was also a hospital
workers' section, thus making the link bet-
ween welfare and military expenditure.
Once again, local CND activists were able to
demeonstrate the relevance of CND beyond
its traditional audience, and not just as a
single, isolated issue,

Elsewhere the reluctance to go beyond
what is safe and traditional s evident. At
Sheffield, the Easter march orgamsers had
expected 20,000, following last year’s march
of between 10 and 12,000. In the event, the
turn out was 5,000. That 15 not bad, but local
activists were not surprised, given a wide-
spread feeling that just tramping the streets
served no good purpose.

%o a local activists® group has picked on
the fact that nuclear trains travel through
Rotherham to call a demonstration for mid-
May. Despite opposition from the city's
CND leadership, worried about confronta-
tion, this initiative is gathering support.

The same group has alsc obtained a copy
of a confidential report by the local Heatth
Authority, containing instructions to
medical personnel in time of nuclear war.
The group plans to use it to good effect by
intervening in the local health workers’ pay
claim campaign.

Once again, the point is that with flex:-
bility, openness and imagination, local
CND groups can link up with the concerns
facing workers and youth. Intervention
round issues like unemployment and pay
may spoil the image of respectabihty that
CND naticnally is so eager to preserve. But,
as the round-up shows, unless CND builds
the solid support among working class
people and their struggles, all the gains
made by repudiating anything “offensive’
will prove to be as firm as guicksand.

A0 Socialist Review

o Ytk el W e L P——— SRR AR SR e i e T




MARXISM 82

JULY2-9

A week of discussion and debate about
socialist theory and stategy organised

by Socialist Worker

Queen Mary Ccllege students union Londan

Reqistration begins on July 2nd at 3. 30 pm
¢1l in advance €13 on the door
£7unemployed |not students |

For a ful]l programme of events write to-
Marxism 82 PO Box 82 London £2
or ning: [01] 986 . 3955

Courses on:
i

Imperialism and World
Revolution

The Class Struggle in
Britain

Ravolutionary
Movements of the 20th
Century

Marxism for Beginners
A Marxist look at British
History

Literature

Thelr Marxism and Qurs
The Family and Women's
Oppression
Revolutionary Theory
Great Bourgeois
Revolutions

The Politics of the SWP

Plus: Special guest
fectures, theatre groups,
films, bands and much
more.

Accommodation, creche, food
and drink - all avallable

LETTERS

Rape anger

As a working class woman I am replying
in anger ta Julic Waterson's article on rape.
| fcel that by offering a class analysis to rape
she excuses men by blaming their actions on
capitalism.

She fails to see rape within a wider context
of male attitudes to women and offers a
simplistic view based on statistics. There is
more to male dominance than capitahsm:
attitudes and conditioning — built over cen-
turics — which scc women as available,
passive. sexuadl objects have as much to do
with rape. Most rapes aren't reported
because of humihating treatment given by
policc and courts, which makc the victim
feel guilty (e.g. being questioned on the
history of one’s sex life).

Ta blame rape on unemployment and
working class men is wrong. Rape 1s com-
mitted by men. irrespective of class. Middle
class men are more likely to pet away with it
because of influence, contacts ctc and the
victim may bc lcss willing to prosccute
because of the man’s position. ‘

Juhe states that ‘women outside of the
working class, when raped, can deal with it
better because they have the education and
confidence to come to terms with it.” This is
ridiculous: it suggests that the capacity to
pass ‘A’ levels 15 sufficient training to over-
came rape and the emotional trauma that
follows it. A black belt in karate is morc
useful than a philosophy degree!

She summarises her views on rape by
saying, ‘middle class men can afford to pay
forsex, working class mencan’t’. She totally
misses the point by seeing rape as sex and
men’s uncontrollable urges; men need
prostitutes or they rape. Is cheap sex the
answer!? If state brothels were provided
would they tame violent men? Sister, [ don’™t
think you have questioned male sexuality at
all!

I disagrce with lulie’s view that only the
working class can bring change in society,
women throughout history have had to make
changes for themselves. [ alse fecl that
women should organise together against
rape: I have lcarnt through experience that
to discuss issues hike rape at work 1s a waste
of time.

Jane Saunders, London W.3

No special cases

Peter Alexander's letter (SR 82:3) enticising
my articlec on Southen African solidarity
indicates an inability on his part to break
from the liberal ‘special case-ism’ of the
Anti-Apartheid Movement.

He argues that if the TOWU advocates
linking import controls with ‘the call for
sanctions’ weshould say ‘excellent’ and *let’s
strengthen the solidanty. .. by blacking all
trade.” Now just what 1s the rationale behind
this? Everywhere clse we grgue that impaort
controls don't save jobs. Exporting unem-
ployment is a short-term expedient which
soon has us all at each other’s throats and
everyone's job on the line.

But apparently this shouldn’t apply to
South Africa: it’s okay to try and keep a few

jobs in Doncaster for twelve months by
stopping imports of South African shirts
and shifting the burden of uncmployviment
onto black workers in Durban. Somehow
that's called ‘solidarity’. Fyen though 1
would rightly be called ‘natonahsm ot
Taiwancse workers were at the receiving
end.

Presumably when the police arrive to load
the redundant contract workers onto meal
wagons for dumping out tn the Baniustans,
this furthers ‘the liberation struggle” by
exemplifying ‘represston’. While the new
lumpenproletarians,  finding  themsetves
without means of livelihood and none of
the leverage on the system which they necd
to get it, become raging revolutinares! 18
that the theory?

Nor will it do for Perer Alexander fo
argue that sanctions strengthened  thy
working class in Rhodesia, What this mcans
Is that they didn™t work, Rhodestan capital
reorgamised itself under the aegis of South
Africa and weathered the storm. Buat our
argument 15 about cffective sobidanity, 10
about things which 1t's expected wnd hoped
will work. And it's because we fear that
import controls against South Atrica wall
have the effect of weakening and dividing
the class that we argue against them.

And we don’t care that Thatcher savs
she's against sanctions oo, Just aswe didn
care when she said she was for Sohidanty m
Poland. We know full well that she cares ne
more for the black workers of South Afnca
than she does for the miners of Silesti. And
we Know too that 45 $00n s we startarglinmy
for real direct worker-to-worker soutliern
African solidarity, the first thing we will be
up against 15 the new anti-union bill ol
Thatcher’s No | Hatchet Man.

Neil Faulkner
SWP Southern Atrica Group.

Don’t knock ‘people’

The article “The Power tostop the city 15K
§2:3) contiined o phrase that reallv worred
me. Asacntiesm ol the Fare Bight campangn
it 1s stated: "The oneatation s o pooplke
rather than workers and o vorers rather
than trade urnonsts’. Perhaps Marnn Roser
hasn't noteed that o large number ob asers
of public transport are “peaple’. Wondd hy
refuse non-working women. the unen-
Moved, the retived and students o san?
Furthermore the article was supposcd 1o
he concerned with the Tt that demaoeries
had been over-ruled by the House ot [ ords,
How does Romer dare to say that varers are
second-best to trade anwomists? As T weo ot
socialism 15 about democracy and democries
i& about "people” and voters.
Wendy McCanna
Partchester, Hamiy

Socialist  Review  welcomes
readers’ letters. Pleasc keop
them as short as you can. and
type them if at all possible. Send
to : Socialist Review, PO Box 82,
LLondon E2.
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REVIEW ARTICLE

Sweet reformism

Lindsey German takes a critical
look at Sweet Freedom: the
struggle for womens’ liberation
(Picador £1.95) by Anna Coote
and Beatrix Campbeil

This book 15 high on the list of Alttcrnative
Bestscilers. It has been greeted as a history
of the past decade of the women's
maovement, and as a radical blueprint for 1ts
future development.

But the book s thoroughly relormist, Nat
only that, its retornism 1s not particulbarly
radical. It starts by talking about the
suffragettes and ends with an undisguised
plea lor more women MPs and positive
action in the Labour Party and umaons, The
rdeas which purport to be new have in lat
barely changed since the davs ot the
suffragettes. With one important ditference:
the men and women who heid those sores of
ideas 1n the early part of this century hitd a
hundred 1imes more gurs, more life apd
more hatred of the system than Coote and
Campbell show today.

Coote and Campbell taik 1n left wing
terms but have a very differcnt view ol the

cnemy. They neverexplain things mn terms of

capitalist social relations, {nstead cavch
problem stems from ‘patniarchy’ “male
gomination® or simply ‘men’.

They are nol concerned to clear cut the
old structures and replace them with a new
systern. They assume that those structures
will rcmain—partiament, the untons, the
education system—and that all which bas to
be done i1s o reform them in a femmst
direction.

Coote and Campbell see the problem here
45!

*...the general alienation ot the
woment's movement trom parliamentary
politics. It 15 one thing to write fetters (o
MPs, sign petitions and carry torches
down Whitehall—to beat on the front
door from the outside. It 1s quite another
to po round the back and tight one’s way
inside—past forbidding doormen,
through long corndors of protocal and
compromise, up grubby, hypocniical

stairs, (nto uncomfortable ante foeoms of

self advertisemenlt—io scek out the nlice
where power 15 <upposed to lic, hat

seldorn can be found. S0 women have
contiiracd to lobby o male dominated
legislayure, which has had  lidde
understandingy ot their needs and no
mienvion b gaking them a priornity.”
They have the same attitude 1o the unions.
1ies prowudly proclaim that:

T September 1981 the TUC ratified a
detaricd set of proposals for positive
ailion in lavour of women,’

Similariv thev claim the unions need more
women un union excculives and more tull
time  officials. They guote approvingly
attempts to got more representation for
wornen in 1he Labour Party:

‘Increasing numbers of women in their
twenties and tluriies were making the
| aiyour Party Lhe main focus of their
nolitical asrvity as feminists as well as
KoLkl nts.

The authors” whole "Alternative Strategy’
[r posiiive actien assemes the continued
existence  of caprtalism. Not only that
but--even than their male
counterparis—ihese  womens  movemenlt
reformisis presuppose 4 capitalism
where the wark:mg class only have access to
a sntall share ot the cake,

They enticise the male reformists for
having ‘nurely ccononnc” objectives, and
cliim instead  the need to look at the
‘redistribution of labour and weahth within
the famuiy’,

Again  this assumes a world where
responsthility for childeare and housework
Hos with the individuat tamily unit, instead
ot with seclety as & whole,

[t also assumes 0 wage structure where
women got lower wages because men get
lngier ones. But oyvery plece of statistical
evidenve 071 wuges  points  In another
direction. Where the hetter paid fight and
win higher svages, or belter conditions, they
tenk to talse Lhe Brvel of wages for the lower
patd oo MWhen they Jdon't hight, the lower
pald are sven worss oft, The reason s
simple. There Is not 4 s¢t amount of money
i the national coffers. Employers and
vovernmeits nay whaat they think they can
pet vy wth, Wi vou get depends on
EIRE

Bur o oseeenuny up their strategy for
couality the aothoers clain
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‘The biggest obstacle in our view, is
not finding the necessary resources, but
persuading men to relinguish their
privileges.’

Not capitalists, note, or even some men,
but men. Their privileges are the problem,
not the fact that 7% of the populaton own
nearly all the wealth, or that enough is spent
on arms in the US every year to provide all
the schools, hospitals and nurseries that are
needed.

And how do we persuade them?
Simple—by taking on the bastions of male
POWEE:

*The women's liberation movement
has so far remained on the edge of
institutional politics.., Most feminists
have telt there are better things to do
elsewhere, without getting caught up in
the hostile currents of the male
dominated “mainstream’”. If we are
seriously planning to transform society
annd liberate ourselves, we shall have to
get in and swim,

*This doesn’t mean abandcning our
own politics—but while we continue to
organise separately and develop our own
ideas and strategies, we must alse carry
the form and content nto the
mainstream and we must seek o wield
power ourselves—as feminists. That s,
unless we are content to ask favours of
powerful men for the rest of our days.’

This is the nub of the whole book.
Libcration isn’t about the transformation of
society from below which can establish,
through socialism, a genuine democracy
and equality, To Coote and Campbell, it is

Picture: JOHN STURROGK {Netwark)
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just that the wrong people are in control at
the moment—that 1s the main thing that
needs changing,

Women have to win positions In
parliament, the unions and local
government, they claim, so they can act on
behalf of the millions of working women
who because of their oppression and
exploitation as women and as workers will
never get near to becoming MPs or trade
union bureducrats,

The argument 1s an exact parallel with the
arguments of the Labour left. The
conclusions of the book are eftectively: jomn
the Labour Party, fight to get women
represented, they will change things for you.

QOur argument 15 very different. The
liberation of women, as for the whaole of
humanity, lies in the transformaton of
capitalism and the success of socialism.

The hberation of women can only come
from the emancipation of the whole
working class—which can only be brought
about by the working class itselt. We talk
about building a revolutionary party to
move towards that aim. Coote and
Campbell talk about bolstering upa Labour
Party which2 might, if in government,
provide a few reforms which benefit women.

What is more, entrenched in Coote and
Camapbell's politics 15 a refusal to lace
reality. For example they claim that, 'in the
early 1980s the women's liberation
movement 15 entering an exciting new
phase”. This 15 really quite an incredibie
statement. Far form entering an exciing
new phase, it 1s tloundering around, turning

in con itself, trving to find a role. Increasingly
it has lacked the analysis to come to terms
with what has happened in the outside world
since the 1970s.

There is, of course, massive disagreement
on how that state of affairs came about, and
on how it can be changed, but the crisis of
the women's movement itself would seem to
be virtually incontestable.

Today all the regular publications which
sprang up in the early days of the movement
have disappeared, with the exception of
Spare Rib. The conferences are rarer and
rarer. Rather than won.en coming together
to discuss activity, they ore seen as a means
of sheltering from the un-leasantness of the
outside worid. Shelters may be desirable,
but they hardly constitute a movement.

If the criterion 15 working round women
in struggle, the women’s movement again
fails miscrably. The occupation at Lee
Jeans, the Liverpool typists’ sirike, the latest
attack on trade unian nghis, have all evoked
a4 singuiar lack of concern among most
sections of the women’s movement. The
work done round these disputes came from
socialist orgamisations like the SWP and
from the ‘male dominated’ trade union
movement.

How do Coote and Campbell explain all
this? They don’t even try. To do so would
mean having to develop an analysis based on
class politics, not on gender.

Instead as evidence of the ‘cxciting new
phase’ they say that ‘teminist 1deas are
current, rather than strange and fantastical
as they once seemed, and we understand the

REVIEW ARTICLE

nature of female subordination a lot better
than we did in the early 1970s.”

Here we have the authors’ attitudes to
women's lhberation in 4 nutshell. The
movement has ‘advanced’ towards its
‘exciiing new phase’ because at best a few
thousand women have a better
understanding of female subordination than
they had ten years ago. The fact that women
nurses and civil servants today are going to
have te accept single figure wage increases,
or women are fighting at Kigass for the
elementary right to belong to a union, or
women are having to bear the burden of the
cuts in millions of homes round the country;
all this is secondary to the raised
consciousness of the few.

This 18 not to deny there have been
advarnces in certain areas. But it reminds me
of some left trade union bureaucrats, who
even today talk of ‘left advance’. What they
mean 1s perhaps a couple more ‘lefts’ on the
TUC general council, while ignoring in the
balance sheet, for example, the left’s
hammering in the AUEW, or Derek
Robinson’s victimisation.

Sa, Sweer Freedom s not about the
liberatton of millions of working women,
but about the emancipation of a fairly small
and relatively privileged grouping. Its
‘radicalism’ is a sham and its ‘strategy’ a
blind ailey.

Which 1sn’t surprising because genuing
hberation has everything to do  with
revolution and nothing to do with reform.
The radicals who have flocked to buy it
could have saved their money. A

BOOKS

Essential humour

The Joke Works.

The political cartoons of Phil
Evans

Edired by Sreve frons

A Socialist Worker publication

£2.95

Racism, sexism, unemployvracnot,
Narthern Ireland, new technology,
the Falkland I[slands. You name it,
Evans does a cartoon about 1t.

Evans' cartoons are as essential
in getting the politics of the SWP
across as any Sociglist Worker
editorial. Any book that brings lots
of Evans’ cartoons together as the
Joke Works does is therelore really
welcome and not just to someonc
who wants to brighten up leatlets.

My favounite section in the book
15 the one dealing with health and
gafety (or rather lack of it} at work,
It seems the grimmest situations
bring out all that 15 sharpest and
most wicked in Evans’ humour,

But as the book states inits intra-
duction it has aspirations bevond
just presenting a good cross section
of Phil Evans’ cartoons. (huite what
it 15 attempting to do beyond that I
have to admit to being slightly
puzzled about.

Along with the collected cartoons
the book has a typically confusing,
but funny foreword by Dave
Widgery. A briefbiography by Phil,
which is not as confusing but still
very funny. Plus seven essays by the
book’s editor Steve Irons — some
are confusing; none are funny.

The sl three essays at the begin-
ning of the book are the least
perplexing. These have simple
direct titles like “The Party’, ‘The
Paper® and ‘Evans at work’, [found
these very useful as they were very
imlormaltive about each subject and
provided a lot of very interesting
hackground information.

The last four essays seemed to
belong to another book altogether
with such curious titles as
‘Commurcation under Capitalism’
and ‘Attitudes to Art and Artsts’.
Still it's a small quibble.

I see in the bibliography that
there are two more books by Evans
to come, frefand for Beginners and
Marx's Das Kapitul for Beginners.
Hopefully these books will both be
out by Christmas; they’]l make
greatl presents.

Petet. Court
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The 1945 Labour Government, Ellenn Wilkinson is on the far right.

e

Not so red Ellen

Ellen Wilkinson
Berv [). Vernon
Croom MHelm, £14

Red Ellen. they colled her — red
hair, Red politics. Suffragette. trade
union militant, menther of the earkby
Commumst Party, supporter of the
Creneral Seorike. Cleader of the
Jarrow March: itwas an impeccable
pedigree for o left-wing {ahour
MP.

[t 15 also, an the hands of Beuy

Two new bagks from Bookmarks,
Solidarnose: The Missing [Link
(£2.50} is a reprint of Jacek Kuron
and Karol Modzelewski’s famous
1965 Open Letter to the Party,
which was discussed in last month's
‘Books are Weapons’.

Tony Chff's Neither Washington
ner Moscow (£3.95) is an excellent
collecion of writings on revolu-
rionary socialism, ranging frem
China to the class struggle in Britain,
To be reviewed extensively in next
month’s issue.

Ursula Huws Your Job in the 80
(Pluto £2.50) 15 a useful guide to the
types of technology that will affect
women 1n different industries. Un-
fortunately s particular foces on
women, while raising some interest-
ing questions, leads to hopeless con-
clusions about how to fight,

Marielouise Janssen-Jurren
Sexism: The Male Monopoly on
History and Thoughi (Pluto £4.93), a
best seller in Germany, covers a
variety of topics from history to
sexuality to male violence, Interes-
ting, but suffers from the author's
straight radical feminist viewpuoint,

Two radically dilterent books on
Tran. In Reots of Revolution (Yale
Eniversitly Press pbk.}y Nikk:
Keddie provides the first detailed
analysis of how Iran’s mullahs were
thrown up as the leaders of the
revolution. Strongly recommended,
though weak on the act of revolu-
tion, and especially on the roie of

Vernan, perfeet matersl for the
Careat Woman school of history,
Mot il puge of this rmituting hittle
hook prsses without some culogy
or other of s subject. Thus Ellen
Wikinson's entire polincat lile
persanificd protest aoalnst poverty
and 1negualily, expressed  wath
courigeeus  determination’. she
wils itfectionately known throueh-
ot Jarrow’. she was "o passionite
advocate of soctal justice’. und her

the strikes and strike committees
that had such a decisive part to play.

Penguin have produced a paper-
back edition (£1.95) of Barry
Rubin's Paved with Good Intentions
— the American Experience and fran.
Interesting as a somewhat rambling
history of the relationship, but
Rubin protests American innocence
Far, far 1oo much. The title gives the
show away.

Adastair Davidson The Theory
aned Practice of fialian Communism
(Merlin £4.800 the hrst of mwo
volumes, deals with the Italian CP
up to 1943, Tries to pretend that
taday’s Eurocommunist Party 15 &
direct development from its revo-
lutionary forcrunner. The end
praduct, despite an apparent wealth
of detailed research, 15 completely

spurious,
A new addition to Plule’s
Workers® Handbook series  is

Maurice Frankel’s Chemical Rish: A
Waorker's (inide to Chemical
Huzardy and Dara Sheets (£1.95).
Although 1t contains some useful
information, this is outweighed by a
reliance on ofticial machinery and
manageinent benevolence rather
than shop floor activity.

James Walvin A Child'y Weorld
(Pelican £2.95) is an interesting
sociological history af childhood in
the nineteenth century. It covers
such things as sex. education and
plity, and shows how atntodes o
children developed with their
changing role in the workforce.

memaory remains as g flame ot
inspiration”. And that’'s just the
Hist page.

Al of which 1s more than a litle
mfuriatmg. and notsimply because.,
at Ltd., marshmallow has never
heen more expensive {or  more
sickening). For an important story
pot lost here, buried beneath laver
after laver of simplishe nonsense.,
In a sensc it 18 not ane but two
unrelated stores,

There s about Fllen Wilkinson's
life that predictably forlorn dechine
irom radical vigour to the self-
safrstied complacency of an impor-
tant person which, as Michael Foot
s now reminding us. 15 Labour’s
ather. less-discussed, militant ten-
deney. The rebels of yesterday. by
endless, olten imperceptible accom-
micudarions o the logic of Parlia-
mentary polites and, almost as
important, 1o the lure of office and
miluence’, become Lhe ‘respon-
sible” politicians of today and the
reactionary leaders of lomarrow,

C'rucially, though. this 15 not
private atfiiction of this or that
individual but a symptom of the
diseitse of Parliamentary socialisn.
Andthe 1945 LabourGoevernment,
which 15 now being re-packaged on
the Left. could hardly be a better
cxample vt it

Ellen Wilkinson was Minster of
Fducation in that government: and
her colleagues included, as a weli-
known 1.abour politician Yater put
it “all the brilliant prophets of the
incwitability of violence, Aneurin
Hevan. Stalford Cripps. Emanuel
Shinwell and John Strachey™. a list
which included herself. In other
words. the Left was relatively strong
and well-positioned.

Maorcover, the government had
a londshide mgority, the Tones
were 1in oo sfate of paralysis, the
rmood of the country was for radical
change, (he armed forces werc
brimming with socialism and an
array of planning controls domi-
nated the economy. The scene,
other words, was tatlor-made for
socialsm. We knowwhat happened.

What ts less knowrn. because 1018
shrouded  in left-wing  Labour

mythology, s what happened to
the ‘brilliant prophets’. They were
ds much the architects ol a re-
vamped capitalism as their right-
wing Cabinet colleagucs, as Ellen
Wilkinson's  Mamsterial  career
partly illustrates,

[.abour Party conferences in
142, 1943 and 1945 voted for
comprehensive education. dismiss-
ing the inequalinies enshrined in
the 1944 Education Act, with its
tripartite  system of  grammar,
technical and secondary modern
schools, as “reactionary and doe-
trinaire .

Nonetheless, 1t was cxactly this
reactionary and doctrinaire scheme
which was implemented by M
Vernon's crusader against poverty
and ineyuality’. Comprehensive
schooling was relegaled o the
sphere of ‘expenment” and. where
tried al all. burdened by sheer size
(in defiance of the demands of,
Labour educationalists},

The 1940 Labour Confersnee,
tock the rare step at that ume
of voting against the Party leader-
ship in condemning Ellen Wilkin-
son and ber Ministry’s pamphiet,
The Nation's Schools. The
result was a new, re-worded pamph-
let and the same old, inequitable
policy.

With that age-old tnck of dress-
ing up reaction in raudicalt language,
the Minister defended the indeten-
sible; "No ane can truly say that
grammar schools are being filled
with children from a privileged
social class .. Not evervone wanls
an academic educution. After all,
coul has (o be mined and fields
ploughed, and it ts a fantastic wdea
that we have allowed. so to speak.
1o be cemented inte our body politic
that you are tnoo higher social class
if you add up ligures tnoa book than
if you plough the ficlds and scalter
the good seed on the and'.

By 1947 Ellen Wilkinson was
dead. but the tripartite pattern
continued under her successar,
George Tomlinson, ensuring that
Labour would, in the words of a
current Party cducanonahisl, pass
up ‘possihly the greatest oppor-
funity  in this century’ o bring
about radical educational change,
And what wus true of education
was frue of other povernment de-
partments. including those headed
by the ‘brilliant prophety’ of the
Left.

That perhaps is the story of the
Labour Party  which the [945
Ciavernment shows better than any
other. and which m  miniature
Ellen Wilkinson shows as well as
any individuaal. Ltis a story of some
relevanee today. and if it s not to
be found in this book. or even
glimpsed trom it. we can always
look 1o Ralph Maliband's excellent
Parfigmerntary Socialism. which,
nol surpnsingly perhaps, fails to
ment -an inclusion n Betty
Vernon's bibliwgraphy. As for the
tatter, the old phrase "All my eye
anl  Berty  Martin®  might  he
adapted for her benefit: it was a
sailor's way of saying what I feel
ahout this bonk. Bullshit.

Geoff Ellen
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TELEVISION

Everyday soap

Dallas. the TV soap opera that
promiscd to wash dirty linen in
public. has disappeared from
our screens. and Norah Carlin,
for one., does not lament it.

When Oallas, first appeared many of the
most unlikely people were niveted 1o the
sereen, It opened with o row over the
bribery of Texas state senators by a family ot
ol magnates and the marnage of a shopgirl
10 the plavboy son of the family. No
punches were pulled - this playboy son had
heen providing purties and prostitutes tor
politicians. and his bride was the daughter
of o man who had been rumned by this same
Fwing family,

Corruption and lraud were openly dis-
cussed. and class antagonisms displayed in
what iy supposedly o decent and classless
SOCey.

The Ewing family structure wis an eve-
opcner o, Southtork Ranch was an
cxtended frmilv. which Pamela Barnes was
cxpected 1o join without gquestion on her
marrage,  despite the  spobbery and
hitchiness she met there, Her brother-in-
laow, ruthless TR, behaved towards his wale
and  manyv mistresses more ke a
Renassance potentate than our usual idea
ol 3 middle-American bustnessman. There
was o black sheen brother (Gary Ewing).
and numerous family skeletons, including
an dleminmare son ot old lock Fwing's
emploved on the ranch in g menial capacity.

Soon. Pamela wanted to return to work as
a4 shop assistant. and was reluctant to scttle
down and have children. The mother ot the
family, Miss Ellic, turned out to resent the
wiav her part of the property was being
exploited. and broke with family and class
tradition by holding a party for a
Democratic candidate because he was a
conservationist.

Daifas certainly appedarcd to be a soap
opera with a difference. but s degener-
ation was rapid and complete. The arch-
enemy of corruption, Pamela’s brother,
CLiff Barnes, was shown to be as nasty a
character as JR himself — ambitious. ob-
sessed and eager to have his turn at wheel-
ing and dcaling at the first opportunity. He
faled in business, of course {he couldn’t
compete with those born to power),

The women of Dafley turned out 1o be
unreliable and dependent  creatures.
Pamela’s desire for  independence was
shown to be an ircational obsession. easily
replaced by others. She gave up her Job o
scarch lor her mother, then turned against
her mother and collapsed Into a nervous
breakdown when she decided all she really
wanted was a baby. Miss Ellie. after trying
to divorce Jock. ended up reconciled and
mourning the death of the best man that
ever lived. The onee-neglected Sue-Ellen
ran {rom one man to another, divoced JR

and then couldnt make up her mind
whether to remarry ham.

W hatever happencd to Dallas™ Was the
original mixture too strong for the sponsors
and media moguls, and forcibly watered
down as a matter of policy? Or was all that
cluss and corruption just bait, held out to
attract an audience wider than the usual
soap operd faithluls? Morsels continued 10
appear — JR organised @ counter-revolution
in a4 South-East Asian country; 4 woman,
Donna. wrote a best-seller about Texas
politics — but it all turned out right in the
cnd for the Ewing famuly, especially the
male Lwings. -

Perhaps the soap opera lorm. which
dissipated a strong wlea into a serics of
‘rounded” characters. who must all get their
turn for svmpathy, and a plot full of
preposterous twists. Did JR become @ more
swwmpathetic character becausc some of the
audicence actually liked him. and was this
cxpected or unexpected?

Mavbe the sernes was an embarrassment
1o its makers because of its internatonal
popularity. [t can hardly have been
ntended as a blockbuster — there were
about four basic sets. and some ot the
acting was appalling. Linda Gray (Sue
Fllen} has two expressions. OQh-what-a-
fovelv-present and  Ive-been-used.  and
Patrick Duffy (Bobby) looked better under
witer as the Man from Atianris.

Hollywood strike

Or was ODallas condemned because of the
lcading role the actors played in the
Hollvwood strike of 19807 They swung the
thing by turning the plot strategy against ity
makers and threatening o deprive the
world of the answer tor who shor IR,
Charlene  Tilton on  the picket line,
explaintng the strike to the wortd media,
wits more sympathetic and effective thann
her dreadful role as Lucy FEwing, Was her
subjection to rape and kidnap in the last
series a punishment?

After the strike. the cast were canstantly
attacked 1n the gossip columns. Victoria
Principal (Pamela, and one of rhe more
competent members of the cast) appears (o
have decided chat individual blackmail by
threitening to leave unless paid more was
conduct more becoming o a star than
collective action — but this may be vet
another slander.

The plot thickens in real e as Daffas
dies on our screens. at least in Britain, I1s
rumoured that another series may be made,
but the BBC will not buy it. Towards the
cnd of the last series. many conflicts were
resolved,  unusval for Dallas which s
fumous for 1ts “cliffhanger’ endings.

One can’t help fecling that the very last
episode. in which the character called Clift
attempted suicide just to keep us all
guessing, was a final tongue-in-cheek, two-
fingers gesture by the scriptwnters,

Three new
books from
the SWP

Neither Washington nor
Moscow

by Tony Cliff

A coliection of writings,
most of them long
unavailable, which trace the
political foundations of the
SWP.

288 pages

£3.85

Solidarnosc: The Missing
Link?

by Jacek Kuron and Karol
Modzelewski

A new edition of the classic
‘Open letter to the Party’, a
revolutionary socialist
analysis of Poland written
In 1965,
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The Joke Works

The political cartoons of
Phil Evans

Four hundred cartoons
from the Left's best-known
cartoonist—set in their
political context.

104 pages, large format
£2.95

Special offer o Socialist

Review readers

Reduced prices for orders on this
farm

Neither Washington nor Moscow
£3.25 (plus 70p postand packing) G
Solidarnosc: the missing link?
£2 00 {plus 35p postand packing)O

The Joke Works
£2 25 (plus 55p postand packing o

lllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll

Please send me the books ticked above. |
enclose £..... ... {cheques/

POs made out to Socialists Unlimited)
Return to Socialists Unlimited, 265 Seven
Sisters Rd, London N4 20E

Socialist Review 35




THE REVOLUTIONARY CALENDAR

MAY 1968

Early in May 1968, | recceived a draft
echitorial for the coming issuc of fater-
national  Socialism. 1t dealt. clearly but
gloomily, with the political and organi-
sattonal decline of the [abour Party, the
alarming rise of racism. notably among
London dockers, and the move to the right
In British and internztional politics. I wrote
back to the editor, commenting that
pcrhaps the recent student unrest was a
bright spot in an otherwise dark sky, but
basically uagreeing with his analysis. We
didn’t call it & downturn in those days. but
we knew what it was. Then I switched on the
wireless and heard about fighting in the
Paris Latin Quarter.

The causes of the student revolt which
erupted m France tn the Spring of 1968 are
complex and various. The enormous
cXpansion in student numbers meant that a
University degree was no longer a passport
to a good job; more immediately it meant
grotesquely overcrowded lecture-halls and
libraries. Some of the older student activists
had been involved in the struggic against
the Algerian War in the early sixties, while
a younger generation had heen radicalised
by the American war in Victnam. Sexual
palitics, too, played a part; one of the
students’ demands was ‘free circulation” -
the right of male and female students to
visit each others™ hostel rooms.

On May 3rd, tollowing a series of
demonstrations and meetings in  the
University of Paris, police were sent in to
‘Testore order’. Students threw stones and
the police retaliated with tear-gas grenades.
More demonstrations culminated, on
Friday, May 1Uth, in the so-called *Night of
the Bzirgﬁadﬁ-s',, when thousands of
students PHult sixty street barricades and
fought the police till 7.00 am on the
Saturday morning.

The students did not immediately win
popular sympathy. The Communist Party
newspaper, L' Humanité, denounced them
as ‘the children of big bourgeois.
contemptuous of students from working-
class origins” who just wanted to get on with
revising  for their exams. But if most
workers feit distrustful of the students, they
also felt a certain respect. For ten years.
Charles de Gaulle had ruled France with
pohtical authoritarianism and cconomic
austeniy. Workers had made fun of him but
had not had the confidence to do anything
about it.

Now the students had shown it was
possible to stand up and fight even against a
well-armed modern state. The  union
lcaders could see which way the wind was
blowing. Hoping to defuse the situation
and to get credit for themselves in the new
militant mood, they called a one-day strike,
Cn Monday, May 1 3th, ten million stopped
work and a million people demonstrated in
the streets of Paris.

The next day workers at the Sud-
Aviation atrcraft  factory near Nantes
decided to stay on strike and to occupy their
factory. Twenty members of management
were locked up in their offices. where they

arila

were to be kept for a fortnight. To begin
with the Tnzernationale was plaved to them
over a loudspeaker as “an effective way for
bosses to learn the farernationale without
ideological cffort.” However., the workers
themselves soon asked for this to be
stopped!

While no-one knows exactly how it
happened at Sud-Aviation. it is clear that
one of the unmion branches there was led by
members of a Trotskyist organisation. the
OCT (in fact a right-wing, sectarian, and
often thuggish Trotskyist organisation. but
every dog has its day). It is at least an
cncouraging thought for comrades who
spend years burrowing away at building a
présence 1o their workplace that one day
leadership will really mean leadership.

L8 6 6 & 1

What now happened was that the sinke
spread from one place to another. The
power of example and the reports of the
mass media showed one group of workers
alter another thut they too could strike and
occupy. (This was despite the fact that
L Humanié had plaved down the Sud-
Aviaton strike, giving it only seven lines on
page 9.) Virtually every major factory in
France was occupicd. But though the
mdustrial proletariat was the heart of the
movement, the effects spread far beyond.
Footballers and Folies Bergéres dancers
were involved in occupations. There were
rumours of discontent and mutiny in the
police and armed forces.

As 1n any peneral strike situation, it was

not enough to stop work., Workers had to
take into their own hands the running of
socicty. During Mayv and June action
committees were set up throughout France
10 coordinate activities, organise supplies.
ctc. In Nantes striking workers took over
the running ot the town. They set up road-
blocks on the main approaches to the city
and 1ssucd their own travel permits and
pelrol  coupons. The women set up
committees to organise food supplics, and
were able to purchase directly from the
peasants m the surrounding countryside,
undercutting the big grocery stores and
forcing them to close.

Ten million workers on strike for a
manth — the biggest general strike in history
- made a situation that was not easily
wound down. If there had been a
revolutionary  party with roots in the
working class, 1t might well have been
impossible. But the revolutionary groups
were  almost wholly based among  the
students, while the Communist Party had a
strong grip among the working class. And
the CP. with its cyes firmly set on the
parliamentary road. was not prepared to
vive  anv  credence  to ‘proletarian
revolution’. Instead. it insisted on confining
the movement to econemic demands, Of
course, real pains were won {35% on the
MINTMum wage, an extra week’s annual
holiday lor ally but they were less than what
had seemed to be at stake.

The CP-led umon, the CGT. defused the
occupations by sending most workers home
and tunning the strike with non-clected
commitlees of union activists. Then they
manoeuvred and somctimes openly lied in
arder to get workers to rcturn to work.
They moreover agreed with de Gaulle to
participate m [resh parliamentary elections
— trom. which the right-wing parties
emerged triumphant. The CP proved its
parliamentary credentials by submitting to
a dmsastrous ¢lectoral defeat.

As de CGraulle regained control of the
state and the CP regained control of the
unions. the revolutionary left had to learn.
by a sernes of harsh lessons, that it was
nothing like so strong as 1t had thought itsel
in May. And vet things were never quite the
same  agam.  Revolutionaries  would
continue to be victimised or dismisscd as
cranks — but at least they would never be
quite so lonely. For a few glorious weeks
there had been ten million of us.

Ian Birchall
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